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PREFACE

Spanish American relations during the American 
Revolution were extraordinary. Madrid did not openly 
support the Americans as did its French ally. Instead, 
the Spanish'chose a clandestine policy for aiding the 
insurgents and attempted to use the Anglo-American 
struggle for their own selfish interest. The governors 
of Spanish Louisiana were the implementors of this ex
traordinary policy. No official in the New World car
ried out Spain's objectives as thoroughly as Governor 
Bernardo de Galvez.

For approximately two years and a half (Janu- 
ary, 1777-June, 1779) Galvez, in the interest of his 
government secretly aided the Revolutionaries. The pur
pose ol this dissertation is to suggest why the Governor 
was so partisan toward the Americans before Spain de
clared war against Great Britain in June, 1779.

The first chapter presents the geopolitical 
consequences in America of the Treaty of Paris (1763) 
which set the stage for the coming of the Galvez re
gime. -ihe second focuses upon Galvez' rise to power 
and the formulation of Madrid's secret policy which he 
was expected to execute. In the third, Galvez' pro-
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American policy is unfolded and its perfection is 
described. The fourth chapter presents the Governor 
actively supporting the Western Patriots. The final 
chapter discusses Galvez in retrospect.

The author owes much to considerate people, 
without whose encouragement and help this thesis would 
not have been realized. Special thanks go to Dr. 
Orville H. Zabel, my thesis adviser, whose careful 
scrutiny and constructive criticism has improved im
measurably the quality of this work. Dr. Lewis A.
Tambs deserves special thanks and appreciation for his 
initial suggestion of the topic and the collaborative 
assistance he has given. I am grateful to Dr. Allan M. 
Schleich, Chairman of the History Department for making 
graduate funds available for the costly research in
volved.

Miss Louise Meng has patiently typed and given 
of her time in helping to put this work together. Miss 
Linda A. Potter of the Creighton University Alumni 
Library was most helpful in. getting inter-library loan 
materials. The Spanish translation skills of Miss 
Eleanor Pippitt were useful. Mr. Caldwell Delaney and 
Mr. Dewey C. Crowder, Jr. of Mobile, Alabama, and 
Angeles Rubio-Arguelles, Condesa de Berlanga, provided 
valuable research assistance. My parents, Dr. James D.
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Bettinger, Sr. M. Stella Woldeck, OSB, and my fiancee, 
Miss Anastasia M. Coote, have all provided support and 
encouragement. To all these thoughtful people the 
author is indebted.
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CHAPTER I
THE GEOPOLITICAL CONSEQUENCES IN AMERICA 

OF THE TREATY OF PARIS (1763)

England and France had been arch enemies since 
their medieval clash in the Hundred Years' War. At the 
close of the seventeenth century, they waged King 
William's War (1689-1697) which was the first in a 
series of four wars fought in order to maintain the 
balance of power on the European continent. Confronta
tions continued during the first half of the eighteenth 
century in Queen Anne's War (1702-1713) and King 
George's War (1745-1748). In all three of these con
flicts Europe was the primary theatre of war. Colonial 
rivalry in Asia and America was secondary. Hostilities 
ended, in each case, with the promulgation of incon
clusive treaties. These indecisive imperial clashes 
paved the way for the fourth and climactic engagement 
between England and France— the Seven Years' War (1756- 
1763).

Anglo-Americans coined the name, French and 
Indian War, for the North American phase of the Seven 
Years' War. French and English colonists had clashed 
in open war two years before the European war started.
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This war, consequently, was American as none before 
because it originated from French and English colonial 
disputes in the New World. One bone of contention was 
the Upper Ohio Valley. Both parties laid claim to the 
region. The English justified their right to the dis
puted area by citing the explorations of John Cabot, 
the Treaty of Utrecht (1713), and the sea-to-sea 
charters of the English colonies. The French based 
their demand upon expeditions and actual occupation of 
the region. While they had only occupied strategic 
forts, the French insisted that possession is nine- 
tenths of the law. Neither side would compromise. The 
result was a confrontation which eventually ended in 
global war.'1'

Trench and English colonists fought vigorously 
while their mother countries were locked overseas in a 
life and death struggle. France was victorious in the 
early years of the conflict (1754-1757), but the tide 
turned in England's favor in the later years (1758- 
1760) when William Pitt the Elder became Prime Minister.

Alexander DeConde, A History of American For
eign Policy (New York: Charles Scribners' Sons, 1963), 
Py2D and Clarence W. Alvard, The Mississippi Valley in 
British Politics: A Study of the Trade, hand Specula
tion ? and Experiments an Imperialism' Culminating in the 
American involution INew York! Kussell & “Rus'sell Inc., 
1939;, pp. 46-A7.
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Etienne Francois, the Due de Choiseul, France's astute 
Foreign Minister, led a people who were destined for 
defeat.“

France suffered repeated defeats on both land 
and sea at the hands of its Anglo-American adversary.
The British army and navy launched a number of success
ful offensives against Canada. English regulars and 
colonial militiamen captured Louisburg on July 22, 1758. 
The following year on September 1 3 , Anglo-American for
ces took Quebec, the citadel of Bourbon power in New 
France. The death of the commanders, the Marquis Louis 
Joseph Montcalm and Colonel James Wolfe, climaxed the 
famous battle of Quebec. British forces clenched their 
subjugation of Canada with victory at Montreal on 
September 8 , 1760. 5 Further, French efforts were 
fruitless with continued English victories in Canadian 
America.

The opportune moment was now at hand for a 
peaceful settlement. The French populace clamored for 2 *

2 .William Cox, Memoirs of the Kings of Spain of 
the House of Bourbon, From the Accession of Philip V 
to the Death of Charles III. 1700 . . . to . . .
1788. from Original and Unpublished Documents,
IV (2nd ed. New fork: Longman, Hurst, Bees, Orme and 
Brown, Paternoster-Row, 1815), p. 252.

^Ibid., pp. 246-52.



4

an end of hostilities. Choiseul, who had acquired com
plete control of the ministry and conduct of the war 
in 1761, determined to seek peace with Pitt. The Brit
ish people, on the contrary, were excited after hearing 
news of the repeated victories of the English armies in 
America. Englishmen wanted their war leader to impose 
excessive terms for peace. No longer was the British 
public satisfied with the prospect of merely acquiring 
the disputed Ohio region; they also looked to the addi
tion of Canada, Louisiana, and the French West Indies 
to England's domain. Pitt, Great Britain's popular 
idol, concurred. The stage was now set for a nego
tiated end of the Seven Years' War.^

Pitt and Choiseul opened their negotiations 
with the exchange of notes between London and Paris 
while hostilities continued. Pitt's price for peace 
included large territorial concessions. He insisted 
that "the fruits of his victories" be realized.-^ Sec
retary of State John Stuart, the Earl of Bute, however 
differed with Pitt on the peace terms. He had been 4 5

4Alvard, The Mississippi Valley, pp. 47-48; 
Cox, Memoirs of the Kings, pp. 253-54; and Derek 
Jarrett, Britain 1688-1815 (New York: St. Martin's 
Press, 1965), pp. 268-69.

5Alvard, The Mississippi Valley, p. 25.
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appointed Secretary of State for the North in 1761 by 
George III, and became the royal confidant. He was 
Jealous of Pitt's successful handling of the war.
Bute, pacific by nature, determined to bring an end to 
hostilities. He opposed Pitt's harsh proposals which 
might have Jeopardized all hopes for an end of the war. 6

The 'members of the English Cabinet also dif
fered on the peace terms. Comprised of personal ad
visers of the King, the Cabinet secretly advised and 
aided His Majesty on matters of government and foreign 
policy. Pitt led the Cabinet faction which voiced the 
popular sentiment of harsh peace terms. John Russell, 
Fourth Duke of Bedford, headed an opposing group which 
favored more lenient terms. 7 Pitt's tough proposals to 
Choiseul for ending the war became the subject of heat
ed debate.

Meanwhile, Choiseul, while the English argued 
among themselves, sought to bring Spain into the war. 
France had undertaken such efforts before, but had 
failed because pacific Ferdinand VI of Spain per
sistently had resisted every effort of France to gain

^Ibid. , pp. 4-8-49.
7Jarrett, Britain 1688-1815, pp. 29-30 and 

A1vard, The Mississippi Valley, p . 48."
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Q
financial or military aid.u

Upon the death of Ferdinand VI and the acces
sion of his half-brother, Charles III, in 1759, Spanish 
foreign policy changed. The new king, annoyed by Brit
ain's illicit trade with the Spanish West Indies and 
its harassment of Spanish ships, including the confis
cation of cargoes as contraband, moved toward a pro- 
French policy. Moreover, Charles III feared that an 
English defeat of his Bourbon cousin (Louis XV) in 
Asia, the West Indies, and America would eventually 
lead Great Britain to attack Spanish possessions in 
these areas.^

ohoiseul, aware of Charles' dislike for the 
English, sought to lure him into an alliance and parti
cipation in the war. Minorca, the Mediterranean island 
which the 1rench had taken from the British early in 
the conflict, was offered to Spain as bait. The possi
bility of regaining Gibraltar, lost by Spain to Britain 
in the ireaty of Utrecht, was an additional inducement 
for Charles consent to an alliance. The French min
ister implied that the English were a threat to all

Q
• Arthur Alton, "The Diplomacy of the Louisiana 

Cession, American Historical Review. XXYVT (.Tniv 
193D, 7 0 1 = 2 0 1 -- ------------------------------

9
C°x, Memoirs of the Kings, pp. 256-57.
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maritime nations and labeled them "the tyrants of the
„10sea. "

The astute Choiseul kept Charles III informed 
of impending negotiations with Pitt. Such a tactic it
self would further encourage the monarch's support for 
Prance. The French minister persisted in efforts to 
effect a union in spite of the Spanish King's token sup
port of his country in the conflict and negotiations. 
Success was achieved when Charles III approved of 
Choiseul's peace proposals and consented to an alli
ance of the two Bourbon crowns. Charles III induced 
Choiseul to present Spain's interests in the Franco- 
British negotiations for peace. He also instructed the 
Marquis de Grimaldi, Spanish ambassador in Paris, to 
collaborate with the French minister on the establish
ment of an alliance compact between Spain and France.
Grimaldi and Choiseul began deliberations in August,

1 11 7 6 1, on the terms for the compact.
The Spanish concern over the Louisiana boundary 

crept into the negotiations. Before the Seven Years'
War, it had been a bone of contention in Franco- 10 *

10Ibid., p. 2 5 7-
~^Ibid., p. 258; Aiton, "The Diplomacy," 702- 

05; and Cox, Memoirs of the Kings, p. 258.
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Spanish relations. Spain feared that Great Britain 
might acquire all of New Prance in the Franco-British 
negotiations. Such an acquisition would leave the 
vital seaports of New Orleans and Mobile in English 
hands. In any future confrontation between Britain and 
Spain, the enemy might launch attacks from those stra
tegic ports 'against Spanish colonial provinces. The 
annual flotilla, which carried large supplies of silver 
from Mexican and Peruvian mines back to Spain, also 
would be vulnerable. For these reasons Spain wanted 
the boundary line defined in the bargainings and in
cluded in the final written agreement.^

Choiseul, in his discussions with Grimaldi, in
tentionally ignored the subject of setting a definite 
location of the Louisiana boundary. The French min
ister planned to use the cession of Louisiana to Spain 
as bait for Charles Ill’s grant of a large loan or for 
a Spanish declaration of war against England. This 
prospect probably induced Choiseul to avoid the inclu
sion of the boundary issue in the definitive document 
of alliance between France and Spain. 12 *

12Aiton, "The Diplomacy," 704.
1 5 Ibid., 703-04.
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The Family Compact was the product of the 
"tslks. It became official when Choiseul and Grimaldi 
signed the document on August 15* 1751* in Paris. The 
arrangement was essentially a defensive and offensive 
alliance between the two Bourbon crowns. That is, an 
attack upon either of the two kingdoms by a third pow
er would obligate the other to come to its aid mili
tarily. No peace could be concluded unless the two 
allied powers both agreed.1^ The compact reflected 
Franco-Spanish jealousy of Britain's world-wide power. 
It was "designed to unite the branches of the house of 
Bourbon as a counterpoise to the maritime ascendancy 
of England.^

A secret convention also was concluded on the 
same day the Family Compact became official. It was 
agreed that in the event that present Franco—British 
negotiations did not end the war by May 1, 1752, Spain 
would immediately enter the conflict. The compact and

14Alcee Fortier, A History of Louisiana: Early 
Explorers and the Domination of the French 1512-1768,
Vo 1. I (New York"! Manzi, Joyant & Co., Successors, 
1904), p. 142 and Weston A. Goodspeed, The Province and 
the States: A History of the Province of Louisiana 
under France, Spain, and of the Territories and States 
of the United States Formed Therefrom, Vol. II (Madi
son, Wisconsin: Western Historical Association, 1904), 
P. 19.

1^Fortier, A History of Louisiana, p. 142.
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convention were to remain secret. Choiseul promised 
Minorca as a reward for participation. After the Fran
co— bpanish alliance was confirmed, both powers tried 
unsuccessfully to induce Portugal to join them. 15 
This was the status of Franco-Spanish relations while 
the French continued to negotiate with the English.

Choiseul submitted his peace proposal to Pitt. 
His note proposed the following terms for peace: (1) 
cession of Canada only with definite restrictions, (2) 
return of Minorca in exchange for Guadelupe or Mari- 
galante, and (3) certain matters pertaining to Europe 
and Asia. In addition, Choiseul presented Charles Ill's 
demands against England in a private memorial to Pitt: 
(1) return of Spanish ships seized as contraband, (2) 
privilege of Newfoundland fishery, and (3 ) removal of 
British citizens who had established settlements on the 
bay of Honduras. He justified these actions in behalf 
of Charles III as a sincere effort to prevent a future 
war in Europe and America between Spain and Britain.1^

Pitt received the French minister's twofold re
quests with dismay. Never before had "so unusual a 16 17

16Goodspeed, The Province and the States, on. 
1.9- 2 0 . -----------------------------------------------------------

17'Cox, Memoirs of the Kings, p. 259 and Ibid.,
pp. 259-60.
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diplomatic transaction /occurred./, as the introduction 
of disputes between two nations at peace /England and 
Spain7, by a belligerent power /France7, in a negotia
tion for the termination of its own hostilities. " 18 
The British minister's reply to Choiseul consisted of 
a counterproposal and answer to Spanish demands. His 
terms for peace were: (1) complete cession of Canada, 
(2) mutual restoration of all other conquests in 
America and the West Indies, and (3) matters pertaining 
to Europe and Asia. In regard to the Spanish matter, 
Pitt categorically refused to consider Spain's dis
putes with England in the present negotiations between 
his country and Prance. And, he asserted, further 
statements on the matter would be interpreted "as an 
insult to his dignity and as incompatible with the sin
cerity of the negotiation. " 19  20 Pitt's counterproposal
was simply an ultimatum to the French: accept the

pnterms or the war would continue.
The war did continue. William Pitt, through 

the interception of Grimaldi's letters to Spain's

1 8Ibid., p. 260.
1 9Ibid.
20 Julian S. Corbett, England in the Seven 

Years' War: A Study in Combined Strategy. Vol. II 
(New York: Longmans, Green, and Co., 1907), p. 197.
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London ambassador, learned of the secret Bourbon alli
ance and convention. He immediately broke off peace 
negotiations with Choiseul and made plans for direct 
and prompt assaults against the Spanish. The flotilla 
would be captured to curtail Spain's major source of 
finance and supplies for the year. Subsequent sorties 
were to be launched against the Spanish West Indies. 
.Reinforcements from the North American colonies would 
join the British Caribbean force and beseige Havana.
A second attack would be launched against Panama, vital 
link between Spanish American and South American pos
sessions in the New World. A third expedition would 
challenge the Spanish Philippine Islands. 21

In September, 1761, Pitt presented his attack 
plans to the Cabinet along with Grimaldi's intercepted 
letters. The letters established the existence of the 
Franco-Spanish alliance and justified his surprise at
tack upon Spain. But, Bedford's peace party rejected 
the minister's plans. The intercepted dispatches were 
not proof enough to sanction aggression against the 
Spaniards. The peace party preferred to request clari
fication from Madrid. Besides, the obdurate peace

21I_oid., p. 1 9 7 and Cox, Memoirs of the Kings,pp. 264-65. ------------------
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faction considered both Pitt's offensive propositions 
and his ultimatum to Choiseul as further deterrents to 
a negotiable peace. After the Cabinet rejected his 
plans, Pitt refused to be responsible for measures 
which he was not permitted to guide. The old im
perialist resigned from the ministry in October, 1761. 22

Events were to justify Pitt's preventive war 
strategy. The new ministry soon confirmed the Franco- 
Spanish alliance and designs through its ambassadors 
in those states. England declared war against Spain on 
January 2, 1762, because of Spanish support of the 
French. Spain had no reason to delay entering the con
flict because the annual flotilla had arrived safely 
and England's war declaration made Britain the aggres
sor. Consequently, Madrid issued a counter-declaration 
of war on January 18, 1762.2:; The two-way conflict had 
now been transformed into a three-way contest for 
global supremacy.

The Bourbon powers sought to enlist Portugal's 
participation. But Lisbon refused and the two kingdoms 
declared war against her. Spain tried to invade the * 2

22Corbett, England in the Seven Years' War, p. 
197 and Cox, Memoirs of the Kings, pp. 268-66.

2oCox, Memoirs of the Kings, pp. 275-76.
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domain of its western neighbor but failed. The local 
militia and peasantry, supported by Anglo-Portuguese 
forts, drove the Spaniards from their country in April 
and May of 1762. Spain, however, successfully con
quered the CoIonia do Sacramento. Situated across the 
Rio de La Plata estuary from Spanish Buenos Aires, 
Sacramento had been long the subject of Portuguese- 
Spanish dispute. In the war with Britain, the Spanish 
suffered many losses. The English captured Havana, 
seat of Hispanic wealth and power in the Caribbean, on 
August 14, 1762. In Asia, Manila in the Philippines 
fell to British forces on September 24, 1762. 24

Spain and Prance sought peace after suffering 
numerous defeats since their alliance in the Family 
Compact. France profited little from Spain's late en
gagement in the war. And, Spain had definitely suf
fered tremendous losses by its ill-advised involvement. 
The Bourbon union, in other words, had led them down an 
alley of defeat. England, on the other hand, emerged 
victorious from the three-way struggle. London wel
comed a negotiated settlement of hostilities because 
it would dictate the terms.

24Ibid., pp. 276-77, 284-85, and 287-88.
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The submission of Bourbon Trance and Spain to 
England effectively ended the Seven Years' War. When 
the diplomats gathered at the preliminary peace conven
tion at Fontainbleau on November 23? 1762, views of 
the three powers differed widely. Prance and Spain 
were in a state of "distress and despondency."2^
Prance, initially successful in the war, was now "har
assed by repeated dissents, ruined in trade, and sink- 
ing in credit." Spain had been "stripped of her 
boasted stores of wealth /mainly from America/ and de
prived of communication with her colonies; her navy was 
ruined; her army reduced and discouraged by the fruit
less result of an arduous campaign commenced in the 
full confidence of success. " ^ 2 England, on the con
trary, emerged from the war united and elated over the 
defeat of two powerful maritime states. 22

John Russell, Fourth Duke of Bedford, repre
sented the English in Paris. He also looked after 
Portugal's interest in the negotiation because it had 
no representative. The Spanish minister at the court

25
26

27
28

Cox,
Ibid.
Ibid.
Ibid.

Memoirs of the King. p. 2 92.
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of france, the Marquis de Grimaldi, represented his 
country. Due de Choiseul, host of the convention, 
served as his nation's delegate.

'two treaties grew from the meeting: (1 ) the 
Franco-Spanish secret preliminary treaty and (2) the 
preliminary treaty involving all three participating 
states. In the first preliminary document, Choiseul 
and Grimaldi agreed that France would cede to Spain all 
of Louisiana west of the Mississippi River and the Isle 
of New Orleans east of that great waterway. Perhaps 
this proposed grant resulted from France's desire to 
rid herself of a province which rendered little profit. 
Or, maybe the provision of the Family Compact requiring 
compensation for allied losses dictated the French ces
sion. Choiseul used the cession as a "peace bribe" in 
order to get Grimaldi to sign the preliminaries of 
peace with Bedford.^1 On the surface the grant might 
have looked like

an impulsive, generous, even quixotic gesture,
but it was a calculated move of selfish national

pp. 27, 71.
$0Aitón, "The Diplomacy," 7 1 9.
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policy, . . . staged by a statesman intent on de
riving every ounce of advantage for his own 
country. ̂ll

Nevertheless, Choiseul and Grimaldi had the 
mutual understanding that their special agreement would 
remain a secret. This arrangement also would be sub
ject to formal ratification by their respective sover
eigns. Subsequently, the Franco-Spanish secret pre
liminary treaty, which ceded Louisiana to Spain, was 
finally approved by Charles III at San Lorenzo el Real 
on November 13, 1762, and by Louis XV at Versailles on 
November 23, 1762.^

A second treaty was signed in November, 1762, 
between Choiseul and Grimaldi on one hand and Bedford 
on the other. Its provisions concerned Asia and Eur
ope, but America was the most significant subject. It 
stipulated that France and Spain should cede to Great 
Britain all territories they possessed east of the Mis
sissippi and Iberville Rivers. Concurring with this 
boundary delineation, the three diplomatic negotiators 
finalized the terms of the preliminary document. The 
final royal ratifications of the three-party prelimi- * 32

5 1Ibid., pp. 7 19-2 0.
32Goodspeed, The Province and the States, on. 

21-24-. ----------------------------
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nary treaty led to its promulgation as the Treaty of 
Paris on May 4, 1 7 6 3. ^

The introductory lines of the treaty stated 
that there would be a "Christian, universal, and per
petual peace . . . and a sincere and constant friend
ship . . . between their Britannic, most Christian, 
Catholic, and most Faithful majesties /England, France, 
Spain, and Portugal respectively/."-^

Those articles in the documents which dealt 
with the New World led to profound alterations in the 
geographical status of the three colonial powers.^"1 
From France England acquired Nova Scotia (Acadia), Cape 
Breton Island, and the St. Lawrence River and its Gulf 
islands. Spanish protests against British intrusions 
in the Bay of Honduras were resolved when the English 
agreed to remove fortifications and nationals. The 
Spanish, however, reaffirmed English log cutting privi
leges originally granted by the Treaty of Utrecht 
(1713). A second matter of Spanish protest— fishing 33 34 *

33"ibid., p. 21 and Frederic Austin Ogg, The 
Opening of the Mississippi: A Struggle for Supremacy 
in the American Interior (New York: The Macmillan
Co., 1904-7,' P- 283.

34Corbett, England in the Seven Years’ War.
p. 377. —

33See Appendix I for the definitive treaty.
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rights off the coast of Newfoundland— also was settled. 
The Spaniards categorically relinquished their age-old 
claim for Biscayan and Guipuscoan fishing liberty in 
the area.^

The French, on the contrary, obtained liberty 
to catch and dry fish off Newfoundland shores and they 
retained St. Pierre and Miquelon, in the same vicinity, 
as operational bases for their fisheries. No fortifi
cations could be constructed on these lands. The Carib
bean islands of Guadelupe, Marie Galante, Desirade, 
Martinique, Santa Lucia, and half of Hispaniola also 
remained under French rule."'7

The Spanish ceded Florida to the English. Con
sequently, Fort St. Augustine, Pensacola, Mobile, and 
the area southeast of the Mississippi River came under 
English control. Britain reciprocated by restoring
Manila in the Philippines and the "fortress of Havana,"

xgCuba, to Spain.
Portugal's interests were considered in the 

treaty. The three powers recognized Portugal as an in- * 37 38

"^Ibid., pp. 381-82, 384- and Corbett, England 
in the Seven Years' bar, II, pp. 384-85.

3 7Ibid.
38Ibid., p. 3 8 5.
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direct participant in the settlement. The French and 
Spanish, who had violated Portuguese territorial in
tegrity, were obliged to evacuate the small Iberian 
state. They also had to vacate Portugal's colonial
holdings in South America, Africa, and the East 

S9Indies. y
The' treaty's most significant North American 

provision dealt with the navigation of the Mississippi 
and the delineation of the Louisiana boundary. Prance 
and England categorically acknowledged free and mutual 
navigation of America's largest inland water route.
The Mississippi became the natural partition between 
French and British possessions. The English were not 
aware of France's transfer to Spain of its lands west 
of the Mississippi and New Orleans to the east of this

¿4-0river. The Louisiana boundary was defined as an 
imaginary line drawn through the middle of the Missis
sippi, Iberville, and Amite Rivers, as well as the 
Lakes Maurepas and Pontchartrain. All lands east of 
this fluid boundary (particularly the port of Mobile) 
were ceded by France to Britain, except the city of 
New Orleans and the island on which it stood. The de- * 40

59Ibid., pp. 386-8 9 .
40See above, p. 17.
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ieated state, however, retained all the territory west
41of the river.

french, Spanish, and English colonists soon 
learned of dieterritorial changes growing out of the 
Treaty oi Paris of 1763• Colonial activities which 
took place in America from 1763 to 1769 were geopoliti
cal consequences of that document's diplomatic prelude 
(period from the i'ranco-British 1761 peace negotiations 
to the opening of the 1763 three-power Paris confer
ence) and American provisions. The French had built a 
£?reat colonial empire— New France— only to see it col
lapse. The pioneering efforts of Jacques Marquette, 
Louis Joliet, and Robert Cavelier de La Salle had all 
been for naught. France retained only remnants of its 
empire while the rest was parceled out to Spain and 
Great Britain; they were now the sole contenders for 
supremacy in America. The struggle for empire in North 
America had been transformed from an arena of three 
great fighting bulls to one involving only two adver
saries. Two different worlds emerged from a seven- 
year conflict— opanish and British America— separated 
only by the Father of Waters, the mighty Mississippi. * II,

41
Corbett, England in the Seven Years' War,II, pp. 380-81. ----------
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The British knew little about the vast world 
which they had acquired west of the Appalachian 
Mountains. Colonial traders and settlers, after some 
seventy-odd years of commerce in Ohio Valley furs, 
were the only individuals who had penetrated the west
ern environs. But, they had not communicated their ob
servations formally to their fellow colonials on the

/IDAtlantic seaboard.
Shortly after the American colonists learned of 

the Treaty of Paris, they began a gradual migration 
across the mountains into the Ohio Valley. British and 
American land speculators began "laying out the terri
tory into several settlements or independent colo- 

4-3nies. Old land companies, such as the Ohio Company, 
which had lost their claims to western territories 
after the French and Indian War began, pressured Eng
land for restoration of lost lands. London colonial 
officials were ill-prepared to cope with such demands 
and increased western land speculation.^

Moreover, early royal policy toward the west 
was not imperialistic. Instead, Whitehall left the * 44

4-2Alvard, The Mississippi Valley, pp. 7 7 , 79.
^ Ibid. , p. 94.
44Ibid., pp. 95, 101.
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problems of the Indians, fur trade, and land in the
west to local colonial officials. The results of such
a policy were speculation and graft in land and fur
trading, and encroachment upon Indian hunting 

45grounds. ^
Indians proved to be the most critical western

problem. fhe colonists in their westward advance had
aroused the anger of the Red Men. Pontiac, Chief of
the Ottawas of Canada, formed a confederation of major
Indian tribes between the Mississippi and Allegheny
Mountains in May, 1763. One frontier post after the
other fell to Indian attack. Only Detroit and Port
Pitt withstood the attacks. In fact, Pontiac and his
warriors controlled most of the west by the end of the 

46year 1765.
England moved to quell the uprising by issuing 

a proclamation on October 7, 1763. The document pro
hibited the settlement by colonials west of a line 
which parallel the crest of the Appalachian Mountains. 46

Ibid., p. 105.
46 "Reasons assigned for the present Indian War 

m  America," The Universal Museum or Gentlemans & 
Ladies Polite 'Magazine Literature for 1765. II 
(November, 1763), 001 and Prancis Parkman, The Con- 
spiracy of Pontiac and the Indian War after the Con-
quest of Canada, Vol. I (Poston: little, Brown, 
Company, iyu4;, pp. 173-182. and



25

Hi lit ary rul© was es tablished to enforce the demarca— 
tion line. Three new colonies were erected: Quebec 
and East and West Florida. They were opened to colo
nial occupation in order to compensate for halting 
settlement elsewhere. British authorities hoped that 
this action would temporarily end Indian problems in 
the West. The issue of the colonists' drive westward, 
however, flared up again in 1768. Royal officials, 
under pressure from American colonists, negotiated two 
treaties with the Indians (Treaty of Fort Stanwix and 
Treaty of Hard Labor) for the removal of the Proclama
tion Line north oi the Ohio River. These agreements 
opened lands in present-day West Virginia and western 
Pennsylvania to settlement.^

It looked as though the western question had 
been solved for the moment in the Ohio Valley. The 
British, however, were confronted later with a twofold 
problem further west: occupation and frontier defense. 
The locale of this perplexity was in territories bor
dering the Mississippi: West Florida, Louisiana and

47
Henry Steele Commanger, ed., Documents of 

AlP-Q-Pican Eistory (New York: Appleton-Century-Orofts, 
Meredith Publishing Company, 1963), pp. 47-49 and 
John Francis Bannon, History of the Americas. Vol. I: 
The Colonial Americas' (New York: McGraw-Hill Book 
Company, Inc., 1932), p. 456.
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New Orleans, and the Illinois Country.
British occupation of their newly acquired 

trans-Appalachian lands was slow. The Trench inhabi
tants of the Illinois area became alarmed by the ces
sion of their lands to Great Britain. They had occu
pied the Illinois Country since the days of La Salle. 
The region-'-bounded west and east by the Mississippi 
and Miami Rivers, north and south by the Illinois and 
Ohio Rivers respectively— was most conducive to fur 
trading. Most of the French-Canadian settlers of this 
vast country left the area rather than become English 
subjects. Some emigrants moved across the Mississippi 
from British Illinois and settled in Spanish territory. 
These people believed that their new homes were under 
French control, but in reality the area belonged to 
Spain. Others went to New Orleans and St. Genevieve, 
still others settled on the west side of the Missis
sippi opposite Cahokia. A small group of French- 
Canadians who had come to New Orleans left that city 
under'Pierre Laclede in August, 1763, to go up the 
great river in search of new lands. They settled in

4«Captain Philip Pittman, The Present State of 
the Settlements on the Mississippi: With a Geographi
cal Description of that Rrver Illustrated by Plans and 
Draughts, edited by Frank Heywood Hodder (Cleveland: 
Arthur H. Clark Company, 1906), p. 23.
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an area at the Illinois-Mississippi River junction, 
and named it St. Louis.

The Spanish also were slow to occupy their 
trans-Mississippi holdings. Immediately after the 
Treaty of Paris' promulgation, Prance began plans for 
turnover of Louisiana west of the Mississippi, as well 
as New Orléans, to her ally. French officials made all 
information on the area available for Spanish investi
gation. Spain gradually assumed the reins of govern
ment in its newly acquired colony.* 9®

It was not until Governor Antonio de Ulloa came
\

to New Orleans in March, 1766, that Spain actually 
started its move into the colony. He was forced to 
evacuate the city, however, after local French citi
zens revolted in 1768. Spanish hegemony over Louisi
ana was not consummated until General Alexander 
O'Reilly arrived with soldiers from Havana in 1769.
He put down the native revolt and became Governor of 
Spanish Louisiana.^

Both England and Spain, on the contrary, were 
quicker to set up frontier defenses than to settle their

^9lbid., pp. 88-9 2, 2 5 7-
9®Aiton, "The Diplomacy," 719.
91Pittman, The Present State, pp. 51» 53-5^.
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new lands. Following the earlier policies of General 
Jeffrey Amherst, the British occupied former French 
fortifications, especially along the Mississippi 
boundary. The Spanish move into their newly acquired 
territory west of the Mississippi resulted in the occu
pation of counter positions in most instances. The 
English garrisoned most of the French posts by 1766
while the Spanish were slower in moving into their po- 
- - 52sitions. The possessions of these two powers were 

partitioned in a north-south direction by the Missis
sippi, Iberville, and Amite hivers, as well as the 
Maurepas and Pontchartrain Lakes.^ Bulwarks of Brit- 
ish-Spanish rivalry on these fluid barriers, the im
portant fortified implacements, posts, and settlements 
were strategically located in a south-north direction. 
The Spanish garrisoned Balize at the entrance of the 
Mississippi River mouth, the East Pass. They made New 
Orleans, located some fifty-one miles north, the capi
tal of Spanish Louisiana. Farther up from the Delta 
City was Baton Rouge, a British settlement near the 
Iberveille-Amite River Junction. Next, Fort Bute, the

^2Alvard, The Mississippi Valley, p. 123 and 
Earkman, The Conspiracy, pp. 189-70.

53oPee map, pp. 29-30.
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Manehac Post, and the Natchez settlement, near the 
Iberville-Mississippi River junction, served as key 
reconnaissance positions for British West Florida.
Some nine miles from the Arkansas-Mississippi junction, 
the Spanish controlled the Arkansas Post. They also 
settled St. Genevieve which was located west of the 
Kaskaskia-Mississippi junction. But, the English in
habited a counter settlement, Kaskaskia, to the east 
at the same junction. Furthermore, fifty-four miles 
to the north they garrisoned Fort Chartres, which 
served as the British headquarters for the Illinois 
region. Cahokia, forty-five miles north, was a French 
settlement under English military rule. And on the 
west bank of the Mississippi three and a half miles 
north, French colonists under Spanish military rule 
directed the civil affairs of St. Louis. Thus, Eng
land and Spain considered their positions on both sides 
of the Mississippi as the most efficient means to main
tain the integrity of their colonial borders.54'

Moreover, West Florida and its strategic out
posts, Fort Bute, Manchac, and Natchez, were regarded

54
Pittman, The Present State, pp. 88-92, 94-; 

James T. Adams and R7 Ti Coleman, eds., Atlas of Ameri- 
can History (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 194.3 ) 
pp. 4-S-4-9, 53; and "Universal Museum," II, 4-24-.
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by the English as vital military positions in case of 
a future war with the Spanish. Great Britain's objec
tive in settling the area was to create a buffer zone 
between British and Spanish possessions in America.
They thought that occupation of the Floridas would be 
a convenient base of operation against Spain in event 
of war. Thus, the English could block the route of 
the flotilla as it had done in the last war. Certain
ly Spanish officials at New Orleans were aware of the 
threat of the Florida states. The two adversaries,
anticipating war, progressively strengthened their de- 

35fenses. The teace of Paris of 1763 consequently 
marked not peace but truce in Louisiana and the Flor- 
idas.

French, Spanish, and British diplomacy and 
activities after England's global victories in the 
Seven Years' War eventually gave rise to the Treaty of 
Paris of 1763* Although this treaty settled conflicts 
between the three powers in Europe and Asia, its in
fluence upon America has been the principal subject of 
discussion. The events which transpired in the Western 
Hemisphere after the promulgation of that document,

55Ibid, and Cecil Johnson, British West Flori
da 1765-1763 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 19^3),
pp. 221-22.
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were geopolitical consequences of its diplomatic 
prelude and American provisions. Acquisition of new 
lands by England and Spain became the impetus for in
creased political and military rivalry between these 
powers along the Mississippi. This developing dis
cord in Anglo-Spanish relations would be a key asset 
to American Patriots in 1776. For the time being, 
however, the two rivals constantly sought advantages. 
The stage was set, the actors were ready, but the 
script for Spanish-American relations during the 
American Revolution had not been written.



CHAPTER II
THE ADVENT OP A SPANISH-AMERICAN 

GOVERNOR AND A SECRET POLICY

In 1777 the American Patriots were fighting 
their War of Independence vigorously against Great 
Britain. In that same year on the first of January,
Don Bernardo de Galvez stepped into the governorship 
of Spanish Louisiana. Who was this young and distin
guished looking opaniard? A member of a noble and in
fluential, but impoverished, family in Spain, Bernardo 
Galvez y Gallardo was the son of Matins de Galvez and 
Josefa Gallardo Madrid. He was b o m  in the little vil
lage of Macharavialia or Macharaviaja, located thirty 
miles up the southern coast of Spain from its provin
cial capital, Malaga. By the time Gcilvez became of 
age, the family had worked to make its economic, poli
tical, and international status equal to its noble her
itage. his uncle, Jo s^ de Galvez, profited most from 
the traditional ties of the Gcilvez family with the 
Crown. Jos£ de Galvez served successively as Visitor- 
General of New Spain and Universal Minister of the 
Indies. He exercised considerable influence upon 
Charles III. Jos^ persuaded the King to grant his





nephew's hometown, Macharavilla, a monopoly in the man
ufacturing of playing-cards for use in America. The 
industry became the principal source of employment for 
the villagers, oos^ and his brothers built two sepa
rate schools for the boys and girls of Macharavilla and 
a family mausoleum. They were responsible also for the 
construction of two local palaces and the establishment 
of a nautical school and the winedealers cooperative.
In those times, when nepotism was a virtue rather than 
a vice, Jos£ de Galvez' influence produced the appoint
ment as Viceroy of New Spain for his brother, Bernar
do's father."*'

Bernardo de Galvez also reaped the benefits of 
having an uncle in high places at the Escorial. After 
fighting as an army lieutenant in 1762 when Spain 
clashed with ±Jortugal in the Seven Years' War, he was 
made a captain, at his uncle's suggestion, in the Regi-

36

. . John Walton Caughey, Bernardo de Galvez in 
Louisiana 1776-178$ (Berkeley: University of Califor- 
nia Press, 1934-), p. 61; Letter from Angeles Rubio- 
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raent of CoruiTa. When Minister Jos^ de Galvez came to 
New Spain with the special mission to investigate the 
conduct of Viceroy Marques de Curillas, of whose acti
vities the Crown was suspicious, Bernardo de Galvez 
accompanied him. Galvez served as a captain, second 
in command of military ventures of April, 1769, to con
trol the GileiTos Apaches. These fierce Red Men in
habited the area near the headwaters of the Gila River 
on the Nueva Vizcaya frontier. In spite of his inex
perience, Galvez proved to be successful and Jose de 
Galvez appointed his nephew commander of the Nueva

OVizcaya and Sonora frontier.

in History, ed. by H. Morse Stephens and Herbert E. 
Bolton (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1916), p. 9.

p
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Bernardo de Galvez, Instructions forGoverning the In- 
terior Provinces of New Spam, 1766, Vol. XII: Qui vira 
Society Publxcations, translated and edited by Donald 
E. Worcester (Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1951), pp. 3-4-; Caughey, Gâlvez in Louisiana, pp. 62- 
66; for a vivid description of Nueva Vizcaya and the 
Province of Sonora see Lawrence Kinnaird, "The Fron
tiers of New Spain: Nicolas de La Fora's Description 
1766-1768," Vol. XIII: Quivira Society Publications 
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1958), pp.
75-80, 125-129; and see also Donald Rowland, "The 
Sonora Frontier of New Spain," Vol. I in New Spain and 
the Anglo-American West: Historical Contributions 
Presented to Herbert Eugene Bolton (Lancaster:
Lancaster Press, Inc., 1952), pp. 147-164.



38

Galvez had a vast area to police in these two 
frontier regions of New Spain. From 1769 to 1772 he 
led a number of punitive expeditions against the Indi
ans. The Apaches proved to be a most formidable and 
elusive foe. Due to a blow to the chest suffered when 
his horse threw him in the unsuccessful Gila region 
campaign, 'Galvez was physically handicapped in his 
last campaign against the Apaches. Josef de Galvez 
ended the young commander's career in New Spain when 
he requested Bernardo to return to Spain with him.9

José' de Galvez and Bernardo de Galvez, the 
uncle having completed a successful visitation of New 
Spain while the nephew had failed to pacify the Apa
ches, pursued different courses after returning to 
Spain. Jose' began service in the Council of the Indies. 
Bernardo was granted a leave of absence from the Span
ish army, in order to join the Regiment of Cantabria 
in France. Perfecting himself in the maxiums of mili
tary science, Galvez returned to Spain in 1775 with a 
lieutenant's commission from that organization. He 
later accompanied Alexander O'Reilly as captain of in
fantry in an expedition against Algiers. This mili
tary venture ended in a fiasco and young Galvez again

■^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 62-66.
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was wounded in the service of his beloved country. 
Charles III rewarded his valor by conferring the rank 
of lieutenant colonel upon him and granting him a pro
fessorship at the Avila military school.^

After a brief stay at Avila, Galvez was sent 
in 1776 to Louisiana as commander of the military 
force. Galvez barely had acquainted himself with his 
new military duties when he was appointed Governor and 
Intendent of Louisiana by royal decree on July 10,
1776* He actually assumed his new responsibilities in 
January, 1777, when incumbent Louis de Unzaga y Am^zaga, 
in "poor health, advanced age," afflicted with "im
paired eyesight," and homesick for his native Malaga, 
relinquished that office. The coming of Galvez to 
the governorship of Spanish Louisiana proved to be most 
beneficial to the American Patriots. But, at this 
point, it is necessary to examine the background of 
Spanish policy in Louisiana and generally toward the 
American Revolution, in order to understand the im
portance of G^flvez.

Priestley, Jos£ de Gciivez, p. 6; Caughey, 
Galvez m  Louisiana, p. b7; and "Galvez (D. Bernardo 
be;," Enciclopedia Universal Ilustrada: Eurooea- 
Americana, XXV, 59T. --- “------------ —

^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 56.
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Hispanic policy called for the rendering of 
secret aid to the American rebels. The determinants 
of this covert assistance were twofold. The first was 
the Spanish government's official directive for giving 
clandestine support to the revolutionary cause. The 
second was Louis de Unzaga's implementation of the 
secret policy in Spanish-American relations. Head
quartered at New Orleans, he was Governor of Spanish 
Louisiana (1769-1777) when the Anglo-American conflict 
first began. France and Spain, as stated above, were 
co-signers in 1761 of the Family Compact.6 Its major 
provision stipulated that in case of attack upon 
either nation by another power, the other would come 
to its aid. When the American Revolution began, both 
Louis XVI of France and Charles III of Spain, his cou
sin, agreed upon a policy of giving secret assistance 
to the insurgents. Their motive was to restore the 
balance of power in the Western Hemisphere. Initial
ly, over two million dollars in aid were contributed 
jointly. But from 1777 to 1778 French revolutionary 
policy was altered drastically. The French had not 
forgotten their humiliating defeat by Great Britain. 
They sought to strike back at their traditional enemy

6See above, p. 10.



by supporting the Patriots from the beginning. The de
cisive victory of the Americans over the British at 
Saratoga in 1777 convinced them that they should be
come open allies of the colonists. As a result,
France signed two treaties with the Americans in 1778. 
The first agreement was the Treaty of Amity and Com
merce. Both parties assented to mutual commercial and 
trading benefits, and France became the first Euro
pean country to recognize the independent status of 
the Thirteen Colonies. The second agreement, the 
Treaty of Alliance, stipulated that France would 
fight with the Americans if Great Britain declared war 
on France. In June, 1778, French and British war ves
sels clashed at sea; the American Revolution had been 
expanded to Europe. Now French policy was to give 
direct rather than indirect military and logistical

7support to the colonists.
The Spanish monarch, Charles III, and his min

ister of foreign affairs, Count Florida Blanca, were 
appalled when France signed the two treaties with the 
Americans without consulting them. The Spanish govern-

7Samuel F. Bemis, The Diplomacy of the American 
Revolution (New York: D. Appleton-Century Co., 1935), 
pp. 6-9 and Alexander De Conde, A History of American 
Foreign Policy (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,
196$), pp. 27-28.
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ment, on the contrary, did not formally support the in
surgents. It chose, instead, to continue its policy 
of secretly promoting the conflict. The official His
panic policy called for surreptitious support of the 
American patriots, while refusing to acknowledge their 
right oo independence. Spanish directives for aiding 
the Americans did not change. Moreover, Governor Louis 
de Unzaga used his own discretion for the implementa-

o
tion of Madrid orders. John Adams, while traveling
through Spain with his family in 1778, learned of
Spain s disposition towards American independence in
a conversation with the French Consul and Mr. Linde,

Irish instructor of mathematics in the country.
They told the American that

The Spanish nation in general had been of /the7 
opinion that the revolution in America was of~bad 
example to the Spanish colonies, and dangerous to 
the interests of Spain, as the United States, if 
they should become ambitious, and be seized with 
the spirit of conquest, might aim at Mexico and Peru.^

Adams replied that (1) Americans had no desire for con-

g
Bemis, American revolution, p. 75 and Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 85.

9Charles Francis Adams, The Works of John 
Adams, Second President of the United States: with a 
Life of the Author. Motes and Illustrations, Vol. Ill 
(Boston: Charles C. Little and James Brown, 1851), p. 234.
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quest, (2) agricultural and commercial benefits were 
the principal objectives of the colonies, and (3) the 
inhabitants of Spanish American colonies probably 
would not seek independence from such a benevolent 
ruler as Spain. Nevertheless, the Crown did not wel
come the "existence of a powerful young nation in the 
northern part of the continent."10 If the conflict 
ended in the independence of the original Thirteen Col
onies, it definitely would be an incentive for Spanish 
American colonies to move along the same lines. If 
Spain gave direct support to the English colonies, the 
British would be justified in attacking its American 
possessions. Consequently, Spain believed that the 
best course of action would be to give secret aid to 
the insurgents. The war would be prolonged, weakening 
both the British and Americans.11

Minister of the Indies, Jos^ de Galvez, in
structed Governor Diego Jos£ Navarro of Havana, Cuba, 
to send secret agents to the British colonies in Ameri
ca. He was told specifically to send them to key co-

10Joseph B. Lockey, ed., East Florida 1783- 
1783: A File of Documents Assembled, and Many of Them 
Translated (Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1949), P. 1.

11Bemis, The American Revolution, p. 41.
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lonial cities, in order to observe Anglo-American acti
vities. A general report on the Revolutionary War re
vealed that intelligence information was secured 
through Spanish seamen whose ships were docked in 
American harbors. They kept the Spanish government 
abreast of battles and troop deployments of the armies
of Generals George Washington, William Howe, and John 

12Burgoyne.

Secret agents and seamen could only report on
the revolution. Spain's secret policy was actually
carried out by Governor Louis de Unzaga. In a letter
to Minister Jose de Galvez, the Governor acknowledged
receipt of a royal order of February 28, 1776. He
stated that it directed him to:

Investigate with all care and secrecy not only the 
success of the English troops and their revolting 
colonies, but also the intention of both parties 
making use of any means at my disposal. 13

Indeed he had complied with his instruction concerning
espionage activities. For example, he sent a vessel 12 13

12
r> , , > » PP• o7—88 and Reports Concerning theRevolutionary War, Guarica, December 22, 1777 in.
ltvreT 7 f i i  Sd-II gP-ain in the Mississippi Val- .1 1  ̂ 94, ^°1* 11, in the Annual Report of theAmerican historical Association .Tw4h --
Government Printing Office, 1949), pp. 244-46.

13Governor Louis de Unzaga, 17765 to Jose de Gâ’lvez, Minister of 
Ibid., pp. 232-33.

■n. • ]P • 9 J un 0 
the Indies 1 9 ,

, m



45

manned by a Spanish captain and crew ostensibly to se
cure a shipment of flour from Cadiz, Spain. But, the 
captain had orders to stop deliberately at Philadel
phia, in order to gain intelligence information about 
the colonists' plans and activities.^

Unzaga feared for the safety of the city of 
New Orleans. It had inadequate defenses. Either the 
British or Americans could easily take control of the 
city. His suspicions increased when American Patriots 
asked him about his government's position and his at
titude in regard to the war. Unzaga gave them evasive 
answers because he was not certain that the best de
fense of the city as well as the province of Louisiana 
would be through supporting the colonists.1^ At the 
same time, neutrality seemed the best course of action. 
In a letter to Minister Jose de Galvez, the Governor 
expressed his position:

I have given_all the English ships that have 
passed by this capital the hospitality which they 
have requested, and I have kept the neutrality 
that I had proposed to myself, in order not to 
give reasons for complaint to either side; but 
since something may happen in the future that may 
make it necessary for me to tip the scales in 
iavor oi the side which 1 Judge to be more advan- *

14-.., . ,Ibid.
■^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 55-56.



46

tageous to his majesty's service, I beg you to in
form. me of royal intentions in order that I may 
perform them to the letter in this delicate and troublesome matter. 6

Governor Louis de Unzaga soon chose the Ameri
can side of the conflict. Oliver Pollock's influence 
was a vital determining factor for his course of ac
tion. The presence of this Irish-American in New 
Orleans when the Revolution began proved to be an im
portant asset for the American colonists. Born in 
Coleraine, northern Ireland, in 1737, Oliver was the 
second son of Jaret Pollock. His birth place, Ulster, 
was the nucleus of the great emigration beginning in 
1718 of the Scotch-Irish to America. They came be
cause of economic depression and religious persecution. 
Like his Scotch-Irish predecessors, the young Oliver 
Pollock arrived at Philadelphia in 1760 with his 
father, two brothers, and a nephew. They made their 
home in Carlisle, Pennsylvania, the center of the 
Scotch-Irish settlements.* 1^

1(°Unzaga, n.p., 1776, to Joss' de Gáflvez, in 
James A. Robertson, "Spanish Correspondence Concerning 
the American Revolution," American Historical Review/"
I, (August, 1918), 299-3161 ------------------

17Oliver P. Chitwood, A History of Colonial 
America, 3rd edition (New York! karper & "Rbw, l96l), 
PP* 289-291; James Alton James, Oliver Pollock: The 
Life and Times of an Unknown Patriot (New York: TiT- 
Appieton-^entury Company, 1937), pp. 1-2; and James
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The Pollocks enjoyed a happy and prosperous 
life in America. Each of his two brothers operated a 
gristmill and tavern xn Cumberland County, Pennsyl
vania. Young Oliver, however, returned to Philadelphia 
in 1762 and became a trader. His first consignment 
called for exporting flour and other merchandise to the 
West Indies. Pollock handled the shipment well and 
soon became an experienced and established trader, flu
ent in Spanish. His linguistic ability proved to be 
most important in his unofficial capacity as trans
lator of Spanish-American communications during the

1 PAmerican Revolution.
Havana, Cuba, became the headquarters for 

Pollock's prosperous trade in the Caribbean Sea. While 
there, Pollock met Father Butler, also an Irishman and 
president of the Jesuit College. The two men became 
friends and the Jesuit priest introduced Pollock to Don 
Alexander O'Reilly, Governor-General of Cuba.* 18 19 Born

Haltigan, The Irish in the American Revolution and the 
Early Influence in the Colonies (Washington. 5T C .: 
Patrick J. Haltigan, 1706;, pp. 121-22.

18James, Oliver Pollock, p. 3 and James Wilkin
son, Memoirs of My Own Times. Vol. II (Philadelphia: 
Printed by Abraham Small, 1816), Appendix I.

19Allen Johnson and Dumas Malone, eds., 
Dictionary of American Biography (New York: Charles
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in Baltrana, Ireland, in 1722 and the son of Thomas 
O'Reilly who served as a lieutenant in "Reilly's Dra
goons," Alexander was a soldier at heart.20 After ex
hibiting extreme bravery while serving in many wars for 
different countries, Duc de Broglie introduced him to 
oharles III of Spain. He served in Spain's war with 
Portugal and throughout the Seven Years' War. For his 
loyalty the King promoted him to the rank of brigadier- 
general and later to major-general. Charles III even 
raised O'Reilly to the Spanish nobility with the grant
ing of the title count, after the Irishman saved his 
life during an insurrection in Madrid. When the Eng
lish returned Havana, Cuba, to Spain at the close of 
the Seven Years' War, Count O'Reilly was assigned to 
rebuild its fortifications and to function as inspector 
of Spanish troops throughout the West Indies. At this 
time, O'Reilly and Pollock developed what would become 
a life-long friendship. O'Reilly remained in the 
island for a brief period and returned to Spain at the

Scribner's Sons, 1931), XV, p. 50 and Haltigan, The Irish, p. 122. ---
20David K. Bjork, "Alexander O'Reilly and the 

Spanish Occupation of Louisiana, 1769-1770," Vol. I in 
New Spain and the Anglo-American West: Historical Con- 

Presented to Herbert Eugene Bolton, edited 
by Charles w. Hackett and George P7 Hammond ("Lancaster, 
Pa.: Lancaster Press, Inc., 1932), p. 166.
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close of 1764.21 22
Pour years later Oliver Pollock also left Ha

vana and moved to New Orleans to begin the second phase 
of his merchant-trading career. He married an Irish 
lady, Margaret O'Brien, in that city. In the Delta 
City Pollock also worked as a merchant on the Missis
sippi River. Trading with the Illinois Country and the 
British in West Florida, he dealt in such merchandise 
as silk, tobacco, shoes, and men's trousers. Pollock 
extended his economic dealings from trading enter
prises to land speculation and the operation of planta
tions. As a planter he owned and used Negro slaves to
work his plantations. Their labors brought him con-

22siderable wealth.
Oliver Pollock was present in New Orleans when 

the first governor of Spanish Louisiana, Antonio de 
Ulloa (1766-1769), attempted to establish Spanish rule 
there. Ulloa failed to reconcile the French Creoles

21Ibid.; James, Oliver Pollock, p. 4; and 
Bjork, "Alexander 0'Reilley," pp. 166-67•

22James, Oliver Pollock, p. 4; Stephen Watt, 
New Orleans, January 25, 1775, to Mr. Oliver Pollock, 
Mercht. New Orleans, in Oliver Pollock, etal, A Port- 
folio of Letters to and Accounts of Oliver Pollock, 
Library of Congress, p. 21; Oliver Pollock, Pensacola, 
6 August 1776, to Thomas M. Mim, in Ibid., p. 161; and 
Cornelius Vanhorn, n.p., 1776 September, to Oliver 
Pollock, in Ibid., p. 168.
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of New Orleans to Spanish sovereignty, provoking the 
natives to insurrection in 1768. The Governor was 
forced to flee to Havana on a French ship, when the 
Superior Council or local French governmental body 
ordered his departure and again sought to become a 
French province.

Alexander O'Reilly, Pollock's friend, was sent 
back to the New World in April, 1769, to affirm and 
establish Spanish hegemony in Louisiana. Pollock was 
present in New Orleans when Major-General O'Reilly 
arrived from Havana on board the flag ship Volante with 
a force of 2,000 men and some twenty ships. O'Reilly 
quickly took possession of the city, subdued the insur
rectionists, and obliged the Creoles to recognize Span
ish rule on August 1 7 , 1769. 23 24

O'Reilly became Governor and Captain General 
oi* Louisiana headquartered at New Orleans. When famine 
struck the city of 3,190 people in 1769, the Governor 
found it difficult to support his troops. The price of

23Charles Gayarre, Louisiana: Its History As 
a French Colony; Third Series of Lectures (New York: 
John Wiley, 167 Broadway, 1852), pp. 186-228.

24Antonio Bucareli y Uraua, n.p., July 7 ,
1769, to Arriaga, in Kinnaird, Spain in the Mississippi 
Valley, pp. 8 6 -8 8 and Alexander O'Reilly, New Orleans, 
August 31, 1769, to Senior Don Juan Gregorio de Muniain, m  Ibid., pp. 90-92.
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flour rose to thirty dollars per barrel. But Pollock 
had just returned to the city from Baltimore aboard his 
ship, the Royal Charlotte, with a cargo of flour and 
offered to sell it to O'Reilly on his own terms.
0 Reilly, although reluctant to take advantage of his 
friend's generosity, finally consented to pay fifteen 
dollars a barrel for his cargo. As a reward Governor 
O'Reilly granted Pollock permission to trade on the 
Mississippi.

Such was Pollock's past when incumbent O'Reilly 
introduced him to the new Governor, Louis de Unzaga 
(1770—1779)* While in New Orleans Oliver Pollock vigor
ously supported the Revolutionary cause of his adopted 
country. He had no kind words for the British, whose 
treatment of Ireland he deplored. Obeying the "dic
tates of his own zeal," and having "affection for . . . 
Zi7 righteous Cause," Pollock served as a self-appointed 
agent for the United States in the Crescent city.21"*0 * 26

PS ^Alce<r Fortier, A History of Louisiana: The 
Spanish Domination and the' Cession of the United States 
1769-1803, Voi. H I  (New York: Manzi, Joyant & Co., 
Successors, 1904), p. 9; James, Oliver Pollock, pp. 6-7; 
James A. James, "Oliver Pollock, financier of the 
Revolution in the West," Mississippi Valley Historical 
Revi_ew, Vol. XVI (June, 1929), ppT 68-69; and Wilkinson, 
Memoirs of My Own Times. II, Appendix 1.

26 ✓Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 86 and 
Oliver Pollock, Philadelphia, 18th September 1782, to
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Unofficial United States agent Pollock first 
attempted to use his reputation and friendship with 
former Governor O'Reilly as an inducement to get Un- 
zaga y Amezaga to support his countrymen. His first 
effort, early in April, 1776, failed to get the Spanish 
Governor to provide protection for American ships 
threatened by British war vessels. Although Pollock 
emphasized to the Governor that the American ships were 
in a neutral port, his persistence in the matter was 
for naught. The American vessels were taken and held 
in the West Florida port of Pensacola.* 27

While Pollock tried to persuade Governor Un- 
zaga y Amezaga to actively back Americans, the Conti
nental Congress directed Colonel George Gibson in May, 
1776, to proceed from Pennsylvania to Williamsburg, 
Virginia. The Colonel, a native Virginian, commanded 
one of Virginia's military companies. He conferred 
with Major General Charles Lee, as well as Edmund 
Pendleton, and the Committee of Safety upon his arrival 
at the capital. Lee was the commander-in-chief of the

His Excellency the President of Congress, in Letters 
and Papers of Oliver Pollock, 1776-1785. 17925 Papers 
of theContinental Congress, 1774-1789 (Washington:
The National Archives, and Records Service, General 
Services Administration, 1959), p. 1.

27Ibid.
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Southern District and second in command of the American 
army, and Edmund Pendleton was president of the Com
mittee, agency of Congress. The Major General and the 
Committee informed Gibson about a mission to New Or
leans. Lieutenant William Linn and fifteen men accom
panied him. Their objective was twofold: to deliver 
dispatches to Oliver Pollock and to acquire twelve 
thousand pounds of gunpowder from Spanish storehouses. 
Gibson and his men, disguised as traders and armed with 
a letter for Governor Unzaga from Lee and the dispatches, 
departed from Port Pitt at the forks of the Ohio River. 
The expedition travelled down the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers enroute to the Crescent city.28 29

The Americans reached New Orleans in August,
1776. Gibson presented Lee's letter, which Pollock had 
translated, to Governor Unzaga y Am£zaga.2<̂  It re
quested assistance. Gunpowder was the most important 
form of aid sought. Moreover, Lee stated, "Supply us 
the articles we lack, which consist of muskets, blan
kets, and medical drugs, particularly quinine."^2* Lee

28James, "Financier of the Revolution," p. 67 
and Thomas P. Abernethy, Western Lands in the American 
Revolution (New York: Russell & Bussell, Inc., 1959), 
pp. 17J-55.

29•^Pollock, Letters and Papers, p. 7 .
50 sCaughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 86-8 7 .
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gave various reasons why Spain should support the Ameri
cans and establish trade between the two countries.
While the Americans stayed in New Orleans, Pollock 
"provided for the accommodation of the Party, and took 
effectual measures to conceal them and their Business 
from many British Spies. . .

Governor Unzaga informed Minister of the 
Indies Jose de Galvez about Lee's letter. He stated 
that Gibson had come to New Orleans in disguise. The 
Colonel informed him that the Patriots planned an at
tack upon the English settlements of Manchak, Mobile, 
and Pensacola, in order to deprive Britain of those key 
harbors. The colonists would be willing to transfer 
certain areas to Spain if they were successful in these 
military ventures. The Governor also cited the re
quest for aid by the Americans. He asked for royal in
structions as to how to act in this matter.^

Governor Unzaga secretly acceded to the Ameri
cans' first request for aid before royal approval was 
granted. The influence of commercial agent Oliver Pol
lock determined his course of action. Gunpowder,

31
Ibid, and Pollock, Letters and Papers, p.122 •

52Unzaga, n.p., 1776, to Jos<f de Galvez, in 
Robertson, "Spanish Correspondence," 301-02.
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which was already present in New Orleans' storehouses 
and the only form of aid given, was delivered to Pol
lock, who, in turn, presented it to Gibson. In an af- 
iidavit dated September 21, 1776, Gibson acknowledged 
receipt of the gunpowder. He agreed that Virginia 
would pay the required cost to the Royal Treasury at 
Cadiz when the supplies had been transported to the 
colonies. The day before (September 20, 1776) Unzaga
y Am^zaga had informed Governor Navarro of Havana of

«  -the transaction.
Subsequent to Unzaga's actions in this matter, 

the King gave his approval for aid to the insurgents in 
a royal order dated December 25, 1776. He instructed 
the Governor that the Americans were to be told secret
ly that if they continued their design to attack the 
said English settlements, the Crown would favor such 
action. Spain would accept any territorial gifts. 
Governor Unzaga was also instructed to secure through 
Havana and any other available means, "aid in arms, 
ammunition, clothing, and quinine asked for by the

"'^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 89 and 
Spanish Loan to Virginia, n.p., September 21, 1776, 
in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, pp. 23T-55.
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English colonies." He was to employ secret tactics,
at his own discretion, in order to make it appear that
the materials were being sold by private traders. The
Governor would be sent "for this purpose the proper
secret instructions . . . , and some trader who is to

55be used as a stool pigeon.
King Charles III advised Governor Navarro of 

Havana about his role in this matter. He was to act as 
the middle man between Madrid and New Orleans for the 
traffic of such goods or supplies. He should send
Governor Unzaga gunpowder as well as arms in the

56island's storehouses.
The "Batteaux load of the Kings Powder," 

reached its destination in two shipments. ^  Lieutenant 
Linn delivered three-fourths of it up the Mississippi 
and Ohio in a vessel purchased and fitted out by Pol
lock. The shipment arrived ¿just in the nick of time 
to save Ports Wheeling and Pitt from British and Indian 
attacks. Colonel Gibson was arrested temporarily to * 35 36

54
Unzaga? n.p., 1776, to Jose de Galvez, in 

Robertson, "Spanish Correspondence," 301-02.
3 5Ibid.
36Ibid.
37-^'Pollock, Letters and Papers, p. 2.

54-
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offset assertions of British West Florida officials 
that Spanish neutrality had been violated in Louisiana. 
Later he was freed and accompanied the remainder of 
the powder in October, 1776, to Philadelphia on 
another vessel which Oliver Pollock supplied. These 
two shipments of gunpowder were the only tangible 
forms of aid the Americans received during Unzaga y 
Amezaga's administration. 58

As Governor of Spanish Louisiana, Bernardo de 
Galvez had only to follow the course set for him by 
Madrid and his predecessor, Louis de Unzaga y Amezaga. 
Spanish American relations in America were clearly 
delineated. Overtly he was expected to follow a 
neutral course. But covertly the Governor was to as
sist the insurgents in their War of Independence with 
Great Britain. Galvez, like Unzaga, had the option of 
using his own discretion for determining how to imple
ment his government's secret policy. He could experi
ment with many methods of assistance. And as a re
sult, Galvez' pro-American policy evolved in 1777, the 
first year of his regime.

38doid. and Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p.87.



CHAPTER III
A PRO-AMERICAN POLICY IN EVOLUTION

Governor Bernardo de Galvez' administration had 
all the prerequisites for success. Galvez did not have 
the problem of establishing Spanish rule in Louisiana. 
His three gubernatorial predecessors had already done 
the ¿job for him. He was not confronted with a Creole 
insurrection which had forced the first Spanish Louisi
ana Governor Antonio de Ulloa to flee New Orleans in 
1768. Alexander O'Reilly, who subdued the conspiracy, 
had established and affirmed Spanish domination of 
Louisiana, and Louis de Unzaga y Am^zaga had recon
ciled the French natives to Spain's hegemony without 
coercion.^

Moreover, Galvez had much in common with his 
predecessor, Louis de Unzaga. Both Spaniards hailed 
from Malaga. Their individual administrations were 
well received in New Orleans and throughout Spanish 
Louisiana. Both governors married into the wealthy 
Creole aristocracy in New Orleans, increasing their

^J°hn W. Caughey, Bernardo de Galvez in 
Louisiana 1776-1785 (Berkeley: University of Cal
ifornia Press, 1934), p. 5 7.



popularity and economic status. They pursued similar 
domestic policies: (1 ) incentives to immigrants to 
boost the province's population; (2) government pur
chases of bobacco, resulting in its rise as the prin
cipal cash crop; and (3 ) the importation of more 
Negro slaves for harvesting.^

But the two governors differed. Unzaga, who 
served for forty-one years in Spanish America, was in 
his sixties while Governor of Louisiana. "Cautious 
and conservative" Unzaga would act only as a last re— 
sort. Galvez, on the other hand, was about thirty 
yeaxs of age when he became Governor. He was more 
"daring and impetuous."^ The personalities of these 
two governors were reflected in their involvement in

2Ibid., p. 84 and see Appendix III for census 
of New Orleans under Galvez' regime which indicated the 
need for more white settlers.3

Caroline Maude Burson, The Stewardship of Don 
Esteban Mir<f, 1782-1792: A S t u d ~ f  Louisiana Based 
Largely on the Documents in New Orleans (New Orleans: 
American Printing Company, LTD., 1940), pp. 75-76; El 
Marques de Grimaldi, San Lorenzo, November 24, 1770, to 
Senor Don Louis de Unzaga in Kinnaird, Mississippi 
'/alley, p. 188; El Bailia Frey Don Julian De Ariaga, 
Aranjuez, May 20, 1771, to the Governor of Louisiana 
(Unzaga) in Ibid., p. 193; Bernardo de Galvez, Regula
tions Governing the Tobacco Trade in Louisiana, New Or
leans, June 15, 1777, in Ibid., pp. 237-238; Frey Don 
Antonio Bucareli y Ursua, Mexico, 27th of May 1778 to 
Senor Don Bernardo de Galvez, in Ibid., pp. 279-282: and 
Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 7b-84.

4 ibid., pp. 45-88.
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the American Revolution. Unzaga demurred in his poli
cy. He initially advocated Hispanic non-intervention. 
Only on one occasion, as cited above,^ did he provide 
a shipment of gunpowder to the American insurgents. 
Oliver Pollock, America's unofficial commercial agent 
in New Orleans, played a vital role in this transaction. 
When Galvez became Governor of Louisiana, Unzaga intro
duced Pollock to him as a "faithful & zealous American, 
m  whom he might repose implicit confidence." Prom 
the beginning Pollock sought the new Governor's support 
of his countrymen. Events of the year 1777 depicted 
Galvez as a strong, partisan supporter of the Patriots. 
Pollock, as in Unzaga's case, might be considered a 
catalytic agent for Galvez' giving of substantial Span
ish aid to the American Revolutionaries. Actually, 
Pollock had to use little of his persuasive talents to 
obtain Galvez' support as the young governor was parti
san to the American cause from the beginning of his ad
ministration. The Governor had definite reasons for 
his position. He had no respect for his English 
neighbors. British aggression against Spanish Louisi
ana caused him to dislike them intensely. The English * 6

^See pp. 56-57*
6Ibid., pp. 6 8, 8 8 .



had "plundered Spanish dwellings along the River and 
fired on the inhabitants." Franco-Spanish vessels on 
the Mississippi were repeatedly subjected to harass- 
ment by British war vessels.r According to Pollock, 
"That worthy Nobleman immediately made a tender of his 
Services, and gave me the delightful assurance that he 
would go /to7 every possible length for the Interest of

O
Congress."

Governor Galvez' assistance to the Americans, 
however, did not come immediately. His intensive pro- 
American p o licy  developed in three phases during 1777, 
the f i r s t  year o f  his regime. The occasions fo r  th is 
evolutionary p o licy  were th reefo ld : (1) regulation o f 
trade and smuggling; (2) enforcement o f  royal orders; 
and (3) American p etition s  fo r  aid and the establish 
ment o f favorable Spanish-American re la tion s . The 
f i r s t  ind ication  o f Governor Galvez' American partisan
ship occurred during his e ffo r t  to stop English smug
gling in Spanish Louisiana. A fter coming to o f f i c e  in 
January, 1777, Galvez wanted to replace i l l i c i t  British 
trade with legal French trade, as had been stipulated 
in Madrid's new commercial regulations (January decree) 7

7'P o llo ck , Letters and Papers, p. 3.
Q
James, Oliver Pollock, p. 78.
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for his province. This new cedula permitted Spanish 
Louisiana to trade with France and its colonial pos
sessions. While taking every possible step to encour
age and promote French trade, the Governor ironically 
pursued "his predecessor's policy of noninterference 
with the illicit trade which English merchants /who 
lived in New Orleans/7 were conducting."^ According to 
Intendant Martin de Navarro, the bold unlawful trade of 
the English in the Louisiana Province without paying 
duties to Spain was a

. . . pain for a watchful governor like Don Ber
nardo de Galvez, who although an eyewitness of this 
forbidden trade, could not decide on any course of 
action, without exposing the sovereign authority or 
the happiness of the province. He vacillated be
tween extremes, without daring to take other 
measures than that of conformity— a sad recourse. ^

Galvez, nevertheless, put into force a royal 
order of October 23, 1776. The law opened New Orleans 
to American trade and permitted the selling of "prizes 
. . . by American cruisers and privateers."11 The im- * 10 *

^Ibid.
10Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 70-71.
^Intendant Martin de Navarro (New Orleans, 

ca. 1785), "Political Reflections on the Present Con
dition of the Province of Louisiana," in Louisiana 
Under the Rule of Spain, France, and the United States 
I7Ô3-1807, edited and trans, by James Alexander Robert
son^ 2 vols.; Cleveland: Arthur H. Clark Co., 1911), 
p . 246.
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mediate causes of such an order were the events of
July, 1776. The British had tried to get the Spanish
to prohibit American ships from docking in Hispanic
ports. The Portuguese had already taken such actions
against the Patriots. Charles III of Spain refused to
follow suit and ordered that the Americans be accorded
the same privileges in Spanish ports as the English and 

12French. The Governor's decision to enforce this 
eight-month—old trade regulation certainly was in the 
interest of American colonists.

Galvez took another step in the evolution of 
his pro-American policy. He informed American agent 
Pollock that he wanted to supplant British commerce 
with American trade. The Governor shocked English mer
chants when his troops seized their vessels, as well as 
American ships, on the night of April 1 7 , 1 7 7 7, because 
of their contraband activities. Such action on Galvez' 
part was in retaliation for the seizure of three Span
ish ships on the Mississippi by an English war vessel, 
the Pest Florida. 30 On April 18th, Galvez issued a

12James, Oliver Pollock, p. 7 4 .
15John W. Caughey, "Bernardo de Gcilvez and the 

English Smugglers on the Mississippi, 1777" Hispanic 
American Historical Review, XII (February, 1^32), 52.
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proclamation "ordering a l l  English subjects to leave 
Louisiana within a fo r tn ig h t ."1^

Why had Governor Galvez delayed so long in 
taking this action? Since he knew of the new Franco— 
Spanish commercial regulations and had royal instruc
tions to stop smuggling, Galvez could have seized Brit
ish smuggling ships when he first took office. No new 
royal directive had arrived in New Orleans to provoke 
his actions. Probably Galvez acted because the Brit
ish capture of three Hispanic vessels on the Mississip
pi gave him the casus belli he needed to enforce the 
royal decree directing him to stop the smuggling. Gal
vez had desired to halt the British smuggling as the 
January, 1777, decree stipulated, but feared that he 
would arouse popular anger in New Orleans if he did so. 
New Orleans and West Florida inhabitants had long en
joyed the fruits of smuggling. With the West Flori- 
da's bold seizure of three Hispanic vessels, the French 
Creoles raved against the English. Their British 
neighbors were surely inconsiderate in their actions. 
They had enjoyed illegal trade with Spanish Louisiana 
and free navigation of the Mississippi. In any case, 
the Governor had popular support when he prohibited

14 .Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 7 1 .
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smuggling.
After Galvez seized the vessels on the Missis

sippi, the English captured an American ship on the 
Marepas-Pontchartrain Lakes. Governor Galvez then in
stituted retaliatory action. According to Oliver Pol
lock, he responded by ordering the "seizure and confis
cation of all British Vessells /sic7 between . . .

16Balize and Manchac."
Galvez made New Orleans a refuge for American 

privateers. They were permitted to sell their prizes 
in the Delta City. The protest of a British captain 
about the Governor's protection of an American priva
teer, Captain Barry, and the vessel, the Columbus, in
duced Galvez to reply

that his King had accorded immunity on the river 
to all ships. 'Whoever fights on this river,' he 
warned, 'will incur the disapproval of my sover
eign, and in consideration of my duty I would have 
to oppose to the extent of my power.

Galvez also accorded similar protection to 
American merchants and a trading vessel. American ships 
on the Mississippi were confiscated as Spanish property 
as a protective device against British war ships on the

15̂Caughey, "English Smugglers," 51-53*
■^Pollock, Letters and Papers, p. 3*
■^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 8 8 .



68

Mississippi. The Governor presented Pollock a formal 
decree expressing his desire to protect American per
sons and property. In order to inform the Continental 
Congress of the order, Pollock stated that he

Chartered a Vessell /sic7 & sent her under the 
Command of Captain Lamere to inform Congress of 
the Governors /sizj favorable disposition, and of 
his assurances that the Port of New Orleans should 
be open & free to American commerce and to the ad-- 
mission & Bale of Prizes made by their Cruizers. 9

Pollock also informed his American colleagues that
Governor Galvez refused the May, 1777, demand of West
Florida Governor Peter Chester that he (Pollock) be
turned over to British authorities. Pollock was happy
to see British Commissioners "Col° Dickson & Govf
Stephenson return unsatisfied to the Govi & Council of

onPensacola by whom they had been sent on that errand."
Meanwhile British Captain Thomas Lloyd, aboard 

the vessel Atlanta, arrived on the Mississippi. Drop
ping anchor Just twenty-one miles from New Orleans, he 
sent a mild protest note to Governor Galvez concerning 
Spanish confiscation of English ships. Galvez replied 
by accusing the English captain of interfering with

18

18 TJames,
19Pollock
20Ibid.

Oliver Pollock, p. 75* 
, Letters and Papers, P- 3.
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Spanish commerce on the Mississippi. Lloyd countered 
that in such cases, Spanish ships were held up because 
he believed them to be American vessels. 22

Galvez and Lloyd continued their polemic on 
the confiscation issue. Captain Lloyd reminded the 
Governor that the seized English vessels had a right 
to navigate the Mississippi because of the provision 
of the Treaty of Paris granting the British such a 
privilege. By the same treaty English vessels were 
exempted from inspection on the river. Galvez acknowl
edged the right of navigation, but emphasized that this 
privilege did not permit smuggling. In an effort to 
show how impartial he was to contraband trade the Gov
ernor reminded Lloyd that three American ships were 
among those vessels seized.* 2^

Governor Galvez realized that the presence of 
an armed British sloop on the Mississippi placed his 
city in danger. He petitioned the Captain General of 
Cuba for reinforcements while informing him of the show
down with the English. But Galvez' fears were soon put 
aside when Captain Lloyd left New Orleans. The Eng
lishman informed the Governor that he intended to go

Caughey, "The English Smugglers," 53-5A.
2^Ibid., p. 5d.
2 2
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to the mouth of the Mississippi to seek out an American 
ollprivateer.

American owners oi vessels which had been seized 
along with the British ships on April 1 7 , 1 7 7 7, re
ceived special treatment. When Governor Galvez learned 
that one of Oliver Pollock's ships was among the seized 
vessels, he freed it immediately. But two other Ameri
can owners were not as fortunate as Pollock. Ironi- 
cslly they had to petition the Governor formally for 
the release of their property. They based their plea 
upon the premise that Spain favored the Revolution
aries. Galvez answered that they, like the English, 
were subject to the anti—smuggling law. The Governor, 
however, informed the Americans that he would refer 
their petition to Charles III of Spain. The two ves
sels were later freed after Oliver Pollock interceded 
in behalf of the owners.^

Two British commissioners in August, 1777, 
arrived in New Orleans to protest in behalf of the Eng
lish owners of the seized vessels. Their assertions 
were similar to those of Captain Lloyd: (1 ) that the * 25

?4Ibid., pp. 54-55.
25 -Ibid., pp. 56-5 7 ; James, Oliver Pollock.

PP- 75, 79. --------------
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Treaty of 1763 granted free navigation on the Missis
sippi to the English; (2) that British ships were im
mune to investigation on the river or while docked on 
Spanish shores; and (3) that the testimony obtained 
from English sailors jailed at New Orleans was invalid 
since anti—British statements were a passport to free
dom. In short, the commissioners felt that Galvez' 
seizure of the English ships was illegal, because the 
British were not subject to Spanish contraband laws.26 27

The commissioners' complaints were for nought. 
The confiscated British ships were sold. Governor 
Peter Chester of Pensacola was obliged to overlook the 
entire episode when Galvez sent one hundred fifty bar
rels of flour to help eliminate a food shortage in Pen
sacola. British smuggling activity, meanwhile, re
sumed in Spanish Louisiana, and Governor Galvez ig
nored the whole matter. But owing to reform in Louisi
ana commerce, French merchants gradually supplanted the 
British.2/1

February 20, 1777, is the starting point for 
the second phase of Galvez' pro-American policy. On 
this day the Governor received two royal orders from

26Caughey, "The English Smugglers," 5 7.
27Ibid., 58.



Madrid. The first stated that the Grown had secured 
goods for the Americans and it was sending them to New 
Orleans under the auspices of a Spanish merchant. The 
goods were listed as:

6 cases of quinine, 8 cases of other medicines,
108 bolts of woolen cloth and serge, 100 hundred
weights of powder in barrels, and 300 muskets 
with bayonets in 30 boxes/“

The second order revealed that the King owned 
the shipment. The goods were to be handled by the 
Spanish merchant, Miguel Eduardo of Havana. He would 
sell them to Americans. Galvez and other Spanish 
colonial officials were to remain aloof from the en
tire operation so the British could not argue that
Spain had sided officially with the insurgent colo- 

29nies. y

Galvez reported Eduardo's arrival on May 13,
1777* He pledged his most earnest efforts to carry 
out the King's instructions. However, Eduardo's mis
sion was soon discovered by the British. Since he had 
served the King before, it was rumored that the goods 
he possessed really belonged to His Catholic Majesty. 
Galvez then offered an alternate plan to get the sup-

28 /Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 88-89. 
^ Ibid. , p. 8 9 .
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plies to the Americans secretly. Eduardo would be 
sent back to Havana. Governor Galvez would explain 
that

the powder was to replace some that had deteri
orated in the warehouse, that the muskets were 
for the battalion, the woolen cloth to clothe 
the corps and the quinine for the King's hospi
tal. 30

The supplies could be sent to the Americans without 
arousing further British protests. Subsequently,
Galvez recommended that further shipments for the 
Americans should be smuggled into Louisiana. The King 
approved the Governor's plans. He "authorized him 'to 
proceed as it might seem most proper and convenient in

7,1this so interesting and delicate matter.'"
The third phase in the evolution of Galvez' 

pro-American policy occurred when American Patriots 
George Morgan and Patrick Henry wrote letters request
ing his support. Both Morgan and Henry asked for Span
ish assistance for their private designs. Their re
quests were not backed by the Continental Congress.
In the summer of 1777, George Morgan, "the United 
American States" representative at Port Pitt, sent an 
American expedition, like the Gibson mission in 1776, 50

50Ibid.
">1 lbid. , pp. 8 9-9 0.



74
xpto New Orleans. It sought aid for the revolutionary 

cause. Morgan was at Fort Pitt when Lieutenant Linn 
arrived with the first shipment of Spanish gunpowder 
up the Mississippi from New Orleans. He wrote a let
ter to Governor Galvez expressing his appreciation for 
the powder which had been given under Pollock's in
fluence by former Spanish Governor Louis de Unzaga.
But the most important part of the correspondence 
sought additional Spanish supplies and GouLvez' logis
tical support for a surprise attack against West Flori
da. Morgan had labored long to interest the Continen
tal Congress in such an attack, but had not obtained 
any affirmative answer as of July, 1 7 7 7. While the is
sue was before Congress, he decided on his own to seek 
out Governor Galvez' reaction to such an attack.^

Governor Galvez' first response to the Ameri
can's letter was to send his uncle, Minister of the 
Indies Jose de Galvez, a "copy of a translation of the 
letter which . . . /he7 received from George Morgan," 
whom he identified as "a colonel in the service of the 32 33

32Max Savelle, George Morgan: Colony Builder 
(New fork: Columbia University Press, 1932;, p. 1 7 6.

33"'Ibid, and James, Oliver Pollock, p. 105.
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United -Provinces and Commander of Fort Pitt."3^ Galvez 
summarized the content of Morgan's letter and submitted 
a copy of his reply to the American to his uncle.

While the Governor awaited royal approval of 
his actions, he delivered his reply to Morgan. Galvez 
did not evade Morgan's question concerning aid in a 
Mobile-Pensacola attack. He stated that he agreed with 
Morgan's plans, but could not take part in the actual 
invasion. He would be willing, however, to give aid 
through agent Oliver Pollock. The Governor stated 
categorically that:

the execution o f  your plan which is  to be with my 
consent, permission, and aid, although I should 
be very glad, I may not take part therein , but 
you may, i f  you p_lease, come to an agreement with 
the same person /P o llock 7  resident in th is c ity  
who was employed fo r  the past commission /Gibson 
m ission /. That person is  one o f  the most in ter
ested, and you may be assured that I shall lend 
him my permission and a l l  the aid that I can, not
withstanding that I shall apparently feign  not to 
understand anything about the m atter.35

Galvez also mentioned that "the trade desired by
/Morgan/ with this district may be undertaken . . .
and . . .  those who take part in i t ,  shall be welcomed
and well received by me, and I shall be responsible 34 35

34 /Bernardo de Galvez, New Orleans, August 9, 
1777, to His Excellency, Seffor Don Josex de G^ivez, in 
Robertson, "Spanish Correspondence," 3 0 7.

35Ib id ., 308-09.
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for everything.

The Governor's letter was sent to Morgan at 
ioit Pitt via tne American boats which had brought the 
requests to New Orleans. Those vessels contained sup
plies, especially munitions, valued at $70,000. Gal
vez now had given his first tangible aid to the Revolu
tionaries. But the Spanish Governor emphasized in his 
letter and actions in this transaction that aid would 
be given provided it remained a secret. ^  The King of 
Spain, through Minister Jose* de Galvez, gave formal 
approval of the Governor's actions and answer to Mor
gan. Although royal affirmation came some three 
months later, December 22, 1777, Gciivez' conduct was 
recognized as "in accordance with his orders to give 
aid and succor without compromising himself therein.

In spite of Governor Galvez' emphasis that 
opanish assistance be given surreptitiously the truth 
leaked out. Governor Peter Chester of West Florida 
protested in March, 1777, against Spanish aid to the 
Americans. His intelligence reports revealed that 
Spanish "arms and ammunition" were shipped from New 
Orleans up the Mississippi "under the protection of 37

37 •Kmnaird, Mississippi Valley. xxv.
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Q ^the Spanish Flag." '' Galvez responded to the British 

Governor's accusation with the statement that he was 
merely being cordial to the Americans in his city. In 
his opinion, "if the 'rebels' had been assisted at New 
Orleans, it was because Unzaga and he 'did not know 
them as such. ' " 40 Shrewd Galvez really knew how to 
smooth over his partisan activities in behalf of 
Americans.

Governor Patrick Henry sought Galvez' assist
ance in the interest of Virginia. Henry wrote several 
letters to Galvez seeking positive results for his 
state. Headquartered at Williamsburg, the provincial 
governor addressed a letter of October 20, 1777, to the 
Spanish Governor. His objective was twofold: (1)

39James Alton James, "Spanish Influence in the 
West During the American Revolution," Mississippi Val- 
ley Historical Review. IV (September, i'yl7 ), p. 199.

40̂ , /Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 92.
41There is a discrepancy as to the date of 

Governor Patrick Henry's letter to Governor Bernardo 
de Galvez. John Walton Caughey cites the letter and 
datedit October 24, 1777, in his Bernardo de Galvez in 
Louisiana, 1776-1783 on p. 92. Editor Lawrence Kin- 
naird dates the same letter October 20, 1777, in his 
Mississippi Valley, 1763-1794 (Part I) on p. 241.
James Alton James dates the same letter October 18, 
1777, Patrick Henry to Gdlvez, Clark MSS. (Virginia 
State Library) in footnote No. 17 on p. Ill in his 
Oliver Pollock: The Life and Times of an Unknown 
Patriot. Bernardo de GSlvez referred to the letter and 
dates it October 20, 1777, in Robertson, "Spanish Cor-
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to cultivate amicable relations between the colonies 
and Spain; and (2) to cite the advantages which would 
accrue to Spain if British West Florida fell. The 
highlights of Henry's statements to the Spanish Gov
ernor were as follows: (1) Spanish trade with the 
"Southern States of America" would deny the British re
sources which had made them "so powerful on the Seas"; 
(2) a free port at New Orleans would allow the thir
teen colonies, France, and Holland to acquire excess 
goods, especially tobacco; Spanish rule in West Florida 
would permit trade with the "Northern States"; (3 ) the 
establishment of a fort at the mouth of the Ohio would 
facilitate exchange of letters between the Patriots 
and the Spanish at New Orleans; and (4) Spanish sup
plies at New Orleans which were designated for Vir-

4?gima would soon be procured.
Another of Henry's letters dated January 14, 

1 7 7 8, was delivered "by a colonel in the service of 
America, one Mr. David Rogers who reached" the Cres
cent city "with seven men in one canoe on the seven- * 42

respondence," 315. The author chooses the date 
October 20, as supported by Galvez himself and Kin- 
naird.

42Governor Patrick Henry, Williamsburg, 
October 20, 1777» to the Governor of Louisiana in 
Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, pp. 241-42.
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teenth o± . . . September."' ̂  This letter repeated, in 
other words the contents of Henry's October 20th note 
along with new requests. The statements in Galvez' 
reply to Henry were general answers to all of the Vir
ginian s previous correspondence. Galvez' answers 
were unequivocable. He agreed with the proposed 
establishment of communications and the building of a 
fort at the mouth of the Ohio. But the Spanish Gov
ernor said that these objectives could be accomplished 
only if the English wei’e denied Forts Manchak and 
Natchez. Galvez next acknowledged his sympathy for 
the colonies in their fight for independence and said 
that the Americans would "obtain their desire if they
exercise valor and perseverance, and obtain other
.. „44 aid. "

On the West Florida question Galvez was quite 
interested. Patrick Henry apparently had asked the 
Spanish Governor "to consider whether in the event of 
joining West Florida to" the Thirteen Colonies, the 
English would be at a great disadvantage and if Spain 
would profit from such an arrangement.4  ̂ Certainly 44 45

4$Robertson, "Spanish Correspondence," 3 1 1 .
44Ibid., 3 1 2.
45Ibid., 3 1 3.
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the English would he cut off from great resources and, 
as a consequence, would reduce rivalry with Spain and 
be "deprived of all communication with the ports of the 
Gulf of Mexico whence they might attempt . . . expedi- 
tions." To this proposition Galvez replied, "Indeed 
I do not believe that Spain will disapprove this; on
the contrary, it is quite the thing for Spain to de-

4 . 7  ✓sire it." While giving his answer, Galvez had not
forgotten Morgan's plans to attack West Florida. And 
now Governor Henry was proposing the same action. Gal
vez knew that Spain's loss of the Floridas to England 
after the Seven Years' War left Saint Augustine in 
British hands and the annual flotilla vulnerable to 
attack. The American offers to take West Florida, and 
eventually East Florida, would put the territory again 
in foreign hands. Although Galvez openly concurred 
with Governor Henry and Morgan, he probably had plans

f i  Q

to acquire Florida once again for Spain."'
In response to Governor Henry's request, in his 

October 22nd letter, that supplies stored at New Or- 47 48

4 7Ibid.
48 ✓Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 91 and 

James, Oliver Pollock, p. Ill.
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leans for Virginia be sent; bo bhab sbabe via Colonel 
Rogers, Galvez gave an explanabory reply. The Span
ish Governor sbabed bhab he had informed Congress aboub 
bhe goods available for bhe Americans in New Orleans, 
ihe Congress insbrucbed him bo submib bhe goods bo 
Oliver x-ollock who had already disbribubed 'them bo bhe 
"Sbabes as bhe safesb opporbunibies . . . /had7 of-
fered, both by land and by bhe River. According bo 
Pollock:

In July 1777_I dispabch'd a Vessell bo land Cap^ 
Pickles on bhe Coasb of Carolina & charged him 
wibh dispabches for Congress, by which 1 had bhe 
Honor bo menbion bhab bhe Goods formerly requir'd 
by bhe Execubive of Virginia /Henry7 had arrived 
from Spain & waibed bheir orders.5u

Moreover, Galvez' reply bo Henry in record bo
& loan and free brade ab New Orleans were negabive.
Realizing bhab a long war had produced considerable
drain upon bhe finances of bhe American Revolubion-
aries, Galvez regrebfully informed Henry bhab he could
nob agree bo a loan of "one hundred and fifby bhousand 

51pisboles." He explained bhab only Madrid could 
aubhorize such an acbion. Galvez, however, informed

4-9 -Roberbson, "Spanish Correspondence," 314-.
50-Pollock, Lebbers and Papers, pp. 3-4-,
Roberbson, "Spanish Correspondence," 314-.51
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Henry that he had placed the loan request before the
King and awaited his reply, furthermore, Governor
Galvez sought to explain why he could not advance at
least a part of the funds requested:

Were the amount not so large and had I not given 
to Mr. Oliver Pollock the money that I was able 
to take from the surplus remaining from the sum 
assigned annually to this Province for its mainte
nance, I should immediately have resolved to send 
you part of it in order to please you and to rend
er that State /Virginia/ a service, but this is 
impossible for me at the present time, as there is 
no money.2^

As for making New Orleans a free port, Galvez cate
gorically replied in a letter to Governor Henry that 
he could not take such an action. Although he would 
"be glad to see /a free port/ established, as it would 
be advantageous to both nations /Spain and the American 
Colonies/," his government's commercial regulations 
prohibited him from following such a course.^ Conse
quently Governor Galvez had no power to change Mad
rid's mercantilistic policies in Louisiana.

But Governor Galvez gave aid prolificly to the 
Revolutionaries. Sometimes he went out of his way to 
render assistance. His motives for supporting the in- 52 53

52lbid., 314-15.
53 /Bernardo de Galvez, n.p., May 6 , 17/8, to 

Patrick Henry, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, pp. 
272-73. See also Ibid., p. xxv.



83

surgents were as diverse as his support. Assistance 
was given in order to acquire gains for his country.
He was familiar with Spain's use of the divide et im- 
Pera principle when dealing with the Indians in Spanish 
America. individual Indian tribes in Spanish territory 
were brought effectively under control, instead of at
tempting to subdue them collectively. Support of the 
Americans, along these same lines would tend to weaken 
the British as well as the insurgents and neither 
faction would be a great threat to Spanish American 
frontiers. This approach would be a new application 
of Spanish Indian policy towards the Anglo-American 
struggle. That is, supporting the colonists would be 
consistent with Spain's program of halting the advance 
of the British along the Mississippi border. The Ameri
cans, if victorious in the war, would be repelled at 
the frontiers of Spain in North America more easily 
than the English. Like most Spanish officials, Galvez 
believed that the English were waiting for the oppor
tunity to take control of Spanish American possessions. 
His records probably reminded him of the British plan
ned attack against New Orleans during the Falkland 
Islands dispute between Spain and Great Britain. Such 
aggressive English designs during Unzaga's administra
tion could well be reinstituted during his governor



ship. Galvez thought that war with the British im
perialists was inevitable. He publicly advocated an 
Anglo-Spanish confrontation. His enthusiasm for the 
revolutionary cause exceeded that of his council, the 
Court of Charles III, and Governor Diego Navarro of 
Cuba. Navarro often admonished Galvez, for Spain and 
-England were not at war. Yet Galvez continued to 
render his services to the Americans.

No matter what motivated Gcilvez to support the 
Thirteen Colonies in their fight for independence, his 
assistance tended to encourage .Americans to persist in 
challenging the mother country. The Commerce Commit
tee, a subordinate agency of the Continental Congress, 
revealed that "New Governor Don Bernardo de Galvez is 
much disposed to favour the Commercial Interest of the 
United States of America. This body, whose prime
objective was to establish and promote trade with 54 55

54
James,_ "Financier of the Revolution," 7 0; 

Gaughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 1 0 1; Louis de Unzaga 
y Amezaga, new Orleans, June 8 , 1770, to Most Excel
lent Serfor Marques de Grimaldi, in Kinnaird, Missis- 
sippi Valle.7 , pp. 1/0—71 and El Bailio Frey Don Julian 
de Arriaga, Aranjuez. June 20, 1 7 7 1, to Senor Don 
Louis de Unzaga y Amezaga, in Ibid., pp. 19 3-9 4.

55Secret Committee, n.p., 1777, to (Patrick 
Henry?) in Edmund C. Burnett, ed., Letters of Members 
of the Continental Congress (Washington, D. C.: 
uarnegie institute of Washington, 1923), II, 380.
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sympathetic .foreign nations like France, also made 
Pollock its agent in New Orleans early in March, 1778. 
i'he Committee had taken such action in June 12, 1777, 
but delayed in informing Pollock. The Crescent City 
became a dep-©t for American armies, and Oliver Pollock 
purchased and sent supplies up the Mississippi to the 
colonies without interruption. In effect, the Gov
ernor and his city became an unofficial ally of the 
insurgents.^

Hence the year 1777 was the period for the 
maturity of Governor Bernardo de Galvez1 pro-American 
policy. He aided the Americans, but insisted that 
Spanish assistance be kept a secret as decreed by his 
government. In his contacts with Americans and Eng
lishmen, whether in person or by letter, Galvez gave 
the Patriots preferential treatment. Although, he had 
no authority to act on certain matters without Mad
rid's approval, the Governor often responded on his 
own in the Americans' favor. He hoped that royal ap
proval later would justify his decisions. Galvez 
tendered his services to the insurgents in an un-

 ̂James, Oliver Pollock, p. 113; Introduction, 
A Portfolio of letters to and Accounts of Oliver 
Pollock, Library of Congress, n. 1 and Paul fjh-r-i si r-p 
Phillips, The West in the Diplomacy of the American 
revolution (Urbana: University of Illinois, 1967), 
pp. 67-6 8.
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limited manner long before Spain officially declared 
war upon Great Britain on June 21, 1779. During the 
years 1778 and 1779 Galvez boldly asserted his parti
sanship for the American Patriots. Governor Bernardo 
de Galvez was traveling his own til Camino Real of 
bold, although somewhat secret, aid to the rebels.



CHAPTER IV
BERNARDO DE GALVEZ AND 
THE WESTERN PATRIOTS

Governor Bernardo de Galvez changed from a se
cret to an open pro-American policy in the Trans- 
Appalachian West a year and a half before Spain entered 
the war against Britain on June 21, 1779. In 1777, 
when Western Patriots James Willing and George Rogers 
Clark brought the war to the Mississippi, Galvez be
came intimately involved in their expeditions. The 
Governor worked hand in hand with the American agent, 
Oliver Pollock, in supporting Willing's mission to Brit
ish West Ilorida and Clark's expedition against the 
Illinois Country. Without the Spanish Governor's fi
nancial, logistical, and moral backing, these three 
Western Patriots would have been less successful in 
their efforts to defeat the English in the West.

James Willing led the first American force to 
New Orleans. The younger son of Charles and Anne 
ohippen Willing, James was a member of a prominent and 
wealthy Philadelphia family. Thomas Willing, his 
elder brother, was the senior member of a partnership 
wiuh Robert, Morris in the merchant-trading firm,
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Willing and Morris. The business fared so well that 
both men were among Philadelphia's most affluent 
businessmen long before the American Revolution. Dur
ing the war both Thomas Willing and Robert Morris be
came active members of the First Continental Congress. 
Morris headed the Commerce Committee of the Continen
tal Congress, and he and Thomas Willing played a vital 
role in financing the Revolution. 1

Young James Willing had left Philadelphia in 
1772 to seek his fortune as a merchant-trader in the 
Mississippi Valley. He resided in New Orleans where 
he was a partner in trade with Oliver Pollock. The two 
men sought to gain trading monopolies with the Spanish 
in New Orleans and the British in Pensacola before the 
outbreak of the Revolution. Pollock, alone, won the 
contract to supply General O'Reilly's troops with con
signments of flour. But neither Pollock nor James 
Willing was successful in getting a similar contract

1Ellis Paxson Oberholtzer, Robert Morris: 
Patriot and Financier (New York: Macmillan Company, 1903j>, pp. 8-9, 4-2-43, 59; Caughey, Galvez in Louisi- 
ana, pp. 102-03; and Reuben G. Thwaites and Louise 
Phelps Kellogg, eds., Frontier Defense on the Upper 
Ohio, 1777-1778. Draper Series, Vol. Ill (Madison: 
Wisconsin Historical Society, 1912), p. 1 9 1.

2o'¿>ee above, p. 5 3*
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with the British commander at Pensacola.
James Willing moved to the English settlement 

of Natchez in 1774-• Having failed in business ventures 
in New Orleans, this "finest and most fertile part of 
West Florida," no doubt, looked promising to him.^ In 
Natchez James Willing again was unsuccessful as a 
merchant-trader. The reasons are many. He had to com
pete with the three merchant establishments of Hanchelt 
and Newman, Thomas Barber, and Captain Blomart. Unlike 
his brother, Thomas Willing in Philadelphia, James 
squandered his money in wasteful living. With the com
ing of the Revolution, he tried to persuade the citi
zens of Natchez to actively support the American cause, 
but failed.'*

In 1777 Willing returned to Pennsylvania and 
met with Robert Morris and the Commerce Committee in 
the early fall at Lancaster. He pointed out that the 
population of Natchez consisted of many individuals

^John Miller, Fort Manchac., 11th May 1775, to 
Mr. Oliver Pollock, Merchant at New Orleans, in A Port
folio , Library of Congress, p. 120; and James, Oliver 
Pollock, pp. 117-18.

4 .Pittman, The Present State, p. 78.
5John F. H. Claiborne, Mississippi, As a Prov

ince, Territory and. State, with Biographical Notes of 
Eminent Citizens, Vol. I (Jackson: Power & Barksdale. 
1880), p. 116; Ibid., p. 117; and Caughey, Galvez in 
Louisiana, pp. 102-03.
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who silently supported the Revolution and of Loyalists 
who "had emigrated to the province expressly to avoid
taking part against their friends and kindred in rebel-

6lion." He assured the Committee that he knew many of 
the Loyalists and could obtain either their neutrality 
or support. Moreover, Willing suggested that the 
English, if left to control Natchez and West Florida, 
could prevent all American supply vessels from ascend
ing the Mississippi and Ohio enroute from New Orleans 

7to Fort Pitt. He urged the committeemen to sponsor 
an expedition against "the lower Mississippi to enlist 
or compel the support of West Florida. " 8

Morris and his colleagues were well aware that 
Congress in July, 1777, disapproved of George Morgan's 
plans for an assault against Mobile and Pensacola. 
However, the Commerce Committee agreed with Willing and 
wanted to undertake some action against West Florida.
It decided to sponsor an expeditionary force to New Or
leans without Congressional approval. James Willing 
was selected as leader and commissioned a captain be-

Claiborne, Territory and State, p. 117.
7Ibid.
g
John W. Caughey, "Willing's Expedition down 

the Mississippi, 1778," Louisiana Historical Quarterly, 
XV (January, 1932), 6 .

6
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cause of the influence of Robert Morris and family 
gfriends. His mission was manifold. According to the 

Captain, he was
to proceed from Yorktown to Fort Pitt there to 
equip and arm a batteau with twenty-four men the 
command of /which7 was given to him . . . /and 
that he also had7 orders to proceed with dis
patches to the Governor of New Orleans and to Mr. 
Oliver Pollock.

Among the papers for Pollock were documents officially
commissioning him the United States representative at 

11New Orleans. While enroute to the Delta City, Will
ing was to seek the neutrality or support of the men 
and women of Natchez and "to capture whatever british 
/sic7 property he might meet. " 9 * * 12 13 And finally, he was 
"expect/ed7 to bring at least five boats from New Or
leans laden with dry goods, and navigated by 20 or 25 
men each."  ̂ The merchandize had been deposited by

9Burnett, Letters of Members, II, 4-21-23, 443-
47; III, 96 and Claiborne, Territory and State, p. 117.

1(1 Burnett, Letters of Members, e*HH p. 565.
1 1Pollock, Letters and Papers, pp. 4-5.
12Burnett, Letters of Members, II, 565. Will-instructions from the Commerce Committee have not

been found. Whether or not he was to hold Loyalists as 
prisoners and to seize their property is, therefore, un
determinable. Willing himself stated that such action 
was expected of him. See Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, 
pp. 105-05-

13Captain James Willing, Fort Pitt, January 7,
1778» 60 General Edward Hand, in Thwaites, Frontier 
Defense, p. 198.
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Spain at New Orleans specifically for the Americans. 1 '1
Willing executed his orders to the letter. He 

and his force of thirty men left Fort Pitt on January 
1 0 , 1778, in their armed vessell, the Rattletrap. They 
traveled via the Ohio-Mississippi Rivers. 14 15 16 17 The Ameri
cans landed at the Black-Mississippi River junction and 
summoned the residents of surrounding villages to meet 
there. Some one hundred men gathered to hear James 
Willing. He spoke boldly of the Revolutionary cause 
and victory against the British. The Patriot told the 
crowd that General George Rogers Clark would soon "take 
possession and bring . . . /them/ under . . . /Ameri
can/ jurisdiction, and all that Congress and he, their 
agent, required . . . was the oath of neutrality. " 17 
After his eloquent speech, the people voluntarily de
clared themselves neutrals. 17

Natchez was the next landing point. Here 
the former resident and his men were well received.

14 ^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 104.
15

ibid., p. 105; General Edward Hand, Fort 
Pitt, December 24, 1 7 7 7, to the Secretary of War, in 
Thwaites, Frontier Defense, pp. 191-92; and General 
Edward Hand, Fort Pitt, February 12, 1778, to General 
Horatio Gates, in Ibid., p. 202.

1 6Claiborne, Territory and State, p. 118.
1 7Ibid.
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ri‘h.e people, especially Loyalists, of this town freely 
took oaths of neutrality after being informed that an 
American army would eventually occupy the area. They 
were "promised security for personal liberty and 
property, without any infringement of conscience or 
duty. " 19 20

But Captain Willing changed his neutralizing 
policy as he moved down the Mississippi. The Captain 
and his men raided the plantations of Loyalists below 
Natchez. Even his friend, Colonel Anthony Hutchins, 
who had sent his sons to take the oath in Natchez and 
befriended the American while he stayed in Natchez four 
years before, was attacked. "They plundered the house 
of its plate, money and other valuables; insulted the 
family, carried away twelve negro /sic/7 men and dragged 
the Colonel from his sick bed, a close prisoner.
The American pillaging of Hutchins' plantation is 
exemplary of how other Loyalist planters were treated. 
The raiders divided themselves in smaller groups and 
launched surprise attacks against virtually every

19̂ Herbert E. Bolton, ed. and trans., Athanase 
De Mezieris and the Louisiana-Texas Frontier 1765- 
1760, Vol. II (Cleveland: Arthur H. Clarks Co., 1914), 
P* 235.

20Claiborne, Territory and State, p. 118.
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Loyalist dwelling. Many victims managed to escape and
PIbecame refugees in New Orleans.

Governor Galvez welcomed them, because he had 
issued an order stipulating "that subjects of his
Britannic Majesty or of the united provinces" were free

o oto use New Orleans as a sanctuary. ^ Galvez, however, 
required the West Florida refugees to sign an oath of 
allegiance to Spain so long as they remained in Spanish 
Louisiana. The Loyalists agreed with the Governor's 
terms after being assured "that the said oath was /Tn7  
no way meant to affect their duty and allegiance to 
their natural Sovereign, and only meant as a Security 
for their neutrality Regarding the Spanish nations. "25

In February, 1778, while West Florida refugees 
flocked to New Orleans, Oliver Pollock received word of 
Willing's coming. The American agent immediately for
mulated plans for insurgent operations against the

21Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 102-05.
22Bernardo de Galvez, New Orleans, March 9, 

1778, to Captain Don Fernando de Leyba, in Kinnaird, 
Mississippi Valley, II, 60.
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British on the Mississippi. He sent two contingents 
to collaborate and support Willing in the conduct of 
his plans. Thomas Pollock, his nephew, led a force of 
fifteen men while Captain Lafitte directed twenty-six 
men. These support groups undertook different objec
tives. Thomas Pollock's force expected to take the 
British vessel, the Rebecca, just up the river from 
New Orleans. But they were surprised to find that 
Lieutenant Thomas McIntyre, one of Willing's men, had 
already seized the sixteen-gun sloop. While Pollock's 
nephew joined Willing's troops in other attacks in the 
area, McIntyre and his ten soldiers pushed on to New 
Orleans. There he delivered the dispatches which the 
Commerce Committee had given to his captain, James 
Willing. The Lieutenant informed Pollock of his Com
mander's actions north of the Crescent City. Pollock
then sent the raiders down the Mississippi in pursuit

24of other Lnglish vessels. 24

24Pollock, Letters and Papers, pp. 4-5; Clar
ence W. Alvard, ed., Kaskaskia Records, Virginia Series, 
Vol. II, Collections of the Illinois State Historical 
Library, Vol. V (Springfield, Illinois: Trustees of 
the Illinois State Historical Library, 1909), p. 4-5; 
Andrew Lllicott, The Journal of Andrew Ellicott: Late 
Commissioner on Behalf of the United States . . . for 
Determining_the Boundary between the tlnited States and 
the Possessions of His Catholic Majesty . . . , 2nd 
ed. (Chicago: American Classics Quadrangle Books,
1962), p. 130; James Willing, New Orleans, April 1,
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The Lafitte force, on leaving hew Orleans, had 
the objective "ostensibly . . .  of going to Manchac2  ̂
to bring down endangered British p r o p e r t y . T h e  
Americans, however, changed their direction after em
barking and headed down the Mississippi River. They 
sighted two British briganteens, the Despatch and 
Neptune. The former was captured while the latter 
escaped down river, only to be seized by the American 
privateer, Joseph Calvert. 2"'7 The waters of the lower 
Mississippi, thus, were navigated only by boats flying 
the Spanish or American colors. The British Union Jack 
had disappeared.

Meanwhile, with the virtual elimination of Brit
ish armed boats on the Mississippi, Willing and his 
band arrived in New Orleans with their booty. West

1^78, to Bernardo de Galvez, in Kinnaird, Mississippi 
Valley, p. 262; lames Willing, New Orleans" April 5 ,
1778, to Bernardo de Galvez, in Ibid., p. 266; James 
Willing, (New Orleans?), April 1 3 , 1778", to Bernardo 
de Galvez, in Ibid., pp. 263-64; and Caughey,
"Willing's Expedition," XV, 1 3 .

25Manchac was located at the Iberville- 
Mississippi junction south of Natchez.20

Caughey, "Willing's Expedition," XV, 1 3 .
27Captain William Barker, Manchac, May 3 0,

1778, to Bernardo de Galvez in Kinnaird, Mississippi 
Valley, p. 283; James, Oliver F'ollock, pp. 120-21; 
and Caughey, "Willing*s' Expedition," 1 3 .



98

Florida refugees were outraged when Governor Galvez 
welcomed Willing and his men. Pollock and Galvez had 
made preparations for their coming after the American 
agent had learned of their approach. Willing and his 
troops were given living quarters, freedom of the city,

poand Pollock sold the confiscated Loyalist property.
The Governor had disregarded a Crown ordinance pro
hibiting commerce with foreigners, justifying his 
actions "as advantageous to the King's province."2^

The sale of the plunder yielded $37,500. In
stead of auctioning the captured English ship, the 
Rebecca, financier Pollock chose to re-equip it as a 
cruiser. The vessel was renamed the Morris (in honor 
of Robert Morris) and flew the American colors when it 
put to sea. On March 15, 1778, the English launched a 
series of petitions protesting such sales of British 
property in New Orleans. Governor Galvez became con
cerned and set up a review commission to investigate

28Pollock, Letters and Papers, p. 5; Governor 
Peter Chester, Pensacola, September 11, 1778, to Lord 
George Germain, in Rowland, English Dominion, pp. 27- 
28; James Willing, New Orleans, May 30, 1778, to 
Oliver Pollock, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, pp. 
282-83; Oliver Pollock, New Orleans, May 31, 1/78, to 
James Willing, in Ibid., pp. 283-8J; Caughey,"Willing's 
Expedition," 15-16; and James, Oliver Pollock, pp. 
120- 121 .

Caughey, "Willing's Expedition," 16.29
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the American confiscations and British complaints that 
auctions of English property were illegal. ^

While the commission dealt with the protests 
lodged by the English petitions, Royal Naval Commander 
John Fergusson of the HMS Sylph arrived on the Missis
sippi. He engaged Governor Galvez in an embarrassing 
polemic concerning British complaints. His charges 
that Galvez' actions were indicative of "a declara
tion of war, violation of the treaties of peace, the 
Law of nations, and the rights of mankind," were re
buffed as groundless. '̂ >1 Galvez stated that he had not 
violated Spain's neutrality in the Willing affair; on 
the contrary, he had preserved it by receiving both the 
English refugees and the American forces.^ 2 But the 
English naval officer and the Governor settled the mat
ter with respect to confiscated property. In accord 
with the treaty of Paris (17 6$), both men reaffirmed 
that Spain and England shared control of the Mississippi 
above Manchac. Spain, however, alone controlled the * 32

30-Pbid. and James, Oliver Pollock, p. 120.
$1Caughey, "Willing's Expedition," p. 16.
32" Ibid.; Pollock, n.p., May 6 , 1778, to Con

tinental Congress, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley,
II, p. 2$7; Kathryn Trimmer Abbey, "Spanish Projects 
for the Re-occupation of the Ploridas During the Ameri
can Revolution," Hispanic American Historical Review,
IX (August, 1929), 117.
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river below this settlement. 59 Thus, Governor Galvez 
was not responsible for Willing's confiscation on the 
upper Mississippi. But the lower Mississippi belonged 
to Spain. The Governor, consequently, was responsible 
for American seizure of British property there.^

Governor Galvez, on the basis of the agreement 
with Eergusson, took firm action in the English favor. 
He ordered all British property taken by Willing be
tween Manchac and Balize to be returned to its owners. 
Loyalist prisoners were also to be freed. This action 
angered Willing somewhat, and he wrote a series of 
letters to the Governor clarifying the nature of his 
confiscation activities and justifying the seizure of 
prisoners. Nevertheless, Galvez' orders were executed 
in spite of the irrate commander's protests. On April 
10th, Eergusson left for Pensacola, having accom
plished his mission. 9 -5

33According to the Treaty of Paris, Spain 
owned New Orleans. This city was situated on an island 
between the Mississippi River (East) and the connected 
water bodies: Iberville River and the Lakes Maurepas 
and Pontchartrain. Consequently Spain alone controlled 
the lower Mississippi or waters below Manchac at the 
juncture of Iberville River and Mississippi. See 
Appendix IV for illustrative map.34

Caughey, "'Willing's Expedition," 20-23.
35vlbid., and James Willing, New Orleans, March 

24, 1778; April 1 , 1778; April 5, 1778; and April 1 3 ,
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Although the confiscation issue had been re
solved, the English still were perturbed about Galvez' 
protection of Willing and his men. Governor Peter 
Chester of Pensacola sent reinforcements to West 
Plorida posts and armed vessels to patrol the Missis
sippi. The English naval forces intended to block 
further American traffic from the north and to stop 
Willing's possible retreat by sea. Shortly after 
Pergusson's departure, Captain Joseph Nunn, aboard the 
armed sloop the HMS Hound, took his place just outside 
New Orleans. Later in April Nunn was joined by a 
second brigantine.

In view of the resumed English threat to his 
city, Governor Galvez made every effort to improve its 
defenses. He informed his uncle, Jose^ de Galvez, of 
his predicament. Both he and Pollock wrote the Con
tinental Congress in May, 1778, asserting that New Or
leans faced possible British attack because of Spanish 
protection furnished Willing. 57 Pollock also men-

1778, to Governor Galvez, in Kinnaird, Mississippi 
Valley, II, pp. 260-64. --------

36-r-, • jIbid., p. xxvi and Caughey,"Willing's Expe
dition," 2 5.

37Ibid., 24; Pollock, n.p., May 7, 1778, to 
Congress, in Ibid., p. 257.
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tioned that Galvez' position in New Orleans was in 
Jeopardy. English pressures upon Madrid officials for 
an explanation of Galvez' extraordinary actions in the 
Willing affair might result in "censure from his own 
Court for acting as publicly in our favor, but ironi
cally . . .  he remains fully satisfied with what he 
has done." Moreover, Galvez informed Governor Don 
Diego Jose Navarro of Cuba he believed that a British 
offensive against the port city was forthcoming because 
of the asylum granted Willing and the sale of prizes. 
The presence of two armed brigantines outside the city 
and a letter of protest from Governor Deter Chester, 
he stated, confirmed his suspicions. In spite of pos
sible English reprisals, Galvez boldly stated,

I should be, as I am, determined to defend these 
Americans and their prizes, and to employ in that 
purpose all the forces I have, although very few, 
because the King would certainly not approve of 
my allowing them to violate with impunity the 
asylum sought by the said Americans in his royal 
name.

He told Navarro of the insufficient defenses at his

Pollock, n.p., July 6 , 1778, to Congress, in 
Ibid., pp. 257-58.

^Governor Galvez, New Orleans, April 14-, 1778, 
to Governor Jose Navarro, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Val
ley, II, p. 265. --------- -----

58



10$

disposal, and requested reinforcements immediately. 40
James Willing's extended stay in New Orleans 

made the Governor's position uncomfortable. He and 
Pollock were anxious to see the commander and his men 
leave. Besides, in May, 1778, Willing's force had 
failed in a second attempt to raid West Florida. More
over, both Gadvez and Pollock found ’Willing to be unco
operative on many occasions. Plans were in the making 
to get the American raider and his troops back to the 
States. In August, 1778? Robert George, one of 
Willing's officers, was given the mission of leading 
the troops back to the Illinois Country. 41 Galvez se
cured George's promise to follow the designated return 
route north through Spanish controlled Natchitoches, 
Ophelousas, and the Arkansas Post. 42 Such a route 
would ensure that the Americans would not come in con
tact with the English. The Governor issued the 
Willing party a safe-conduct pass, and they departed

40 T, . , ~Ibid.
4-1William Ferguson, Natchez, November 6 , 1779, 

to /?/ in Ellicott, Journal, p. 1$0 ; Athanacio de 
Mesieres, Natchetoches, November 15, 1778, to Senor 
Commandant-General Croix, in Bolton, Louisiana-Texas 
Frontier, p. 235; Caughey, "Willing's Expedition," p.
2 8 ; and Pollock, Letters and Papers, p. 6 .

42See map, pp. 29-30.
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the city. Eventually Madrid approved Galvez' actions.
The entire expenses of the journey were covered by
Oliver Pollock from his personal funds.^

At the end of September, 1778, Pollock sent
James Willing and two of his lieutenants by sea to
Philadelphia. He again bore the expenses involved.
Pollock was glad to be rid of Willing, even though he
incurred additional expenses. Governor Galvez, no
doubt, concurred. Willing was reported to have

44stopped at Mobile where he sought to repeat his 
Natchez efforts by gaining support of the Tensaw 
River inhabitants for the Revolutionary cause. Al- 
ledgedly, he freely distributed copies of the Declara- 
of Independence. British officials imprisoned him at 
lort Charlotte because of such activity. In any case, 
Willing was captured by the British and subsequently 
shipped to New York where he again was incarcerated. 
Deliberations between American and English authorities * 44

45Robert George, New Orleans, August 14, 1778, 
to Governor Galvez, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, 
p. 505; Robert George and R. G. Harrison, New Orleans, 
August 18, 1778, to Governor Galvez, in Ibid., pp. 
305-04; Caughey, "Willing's Expedition,""337 James, 
Oliver Pollock, p. 148; and Pollock, Letters and 
Papers, p. 6 .

44The Willing episode in Mobile is unsupported 
by document. The following story is a legend in Mobile, 
according to Mr. Delaney, curator of Mobile Museum.
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eventually brought; about Willing's exchange for the 
captive Governor of Detroit, Henry Hamilton.̂

Just as James Willing had predicted in his Big 
Black River speech to the people of Natchez, General 
George Rogers Clark and his men ari’ived by July, 1778^ 
in the 1rans—Appalachian West. Their coming produced 
the second episode in the Anglo-American struggle for 
the West: Clark's conquest of the Illinois Country. 
Although Governor Bernardo de Galvez was not initially 
involved in this Revolutionary campaign, he provided 
vital logistical and financial support through Oliver 
rollock to help these Americans maintain their victory 
in the Northwest. In other words, Clark conquered the 
Illinois Country, but Galvez' aid through American 
agent Oliver Pollock was a vital factor in helping to 
sustain American control of the area.

In 1774 George Rogers Clark had moved from his 
native Virginia to frontier Kentucky. The region was 
under constant attack from the Indians, whose actions 
were instigated by the British. Clark took the lead in 45

45 ----
n ^ setters and Papers, on. 6—7 *
Caughey, Willing's""Expedition, 11 33-34-; P,fhwaites
e m o n E I  f ? 36 ’ P P -  1 ^ - 9 2 ;  and Pet J . l a E f t o n ,  ko.Ionial Mobile: a historical dtnriv. Largely from Ori- 
ginal Sources of the Alabama-Tombigbee Basin f̂-pnma k c a , e r 7| o f B o g le  Pa.y R  l l ,  m £ l
— , w 5“  w M .W S t °°- ^uglxton, Merlin and
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striking at the heart of the problem: British con
trolled settlements in the Illinois Country. This area 
was bounded east and west by the Allegheny Mountains 
and the Mississippi, north and south by the Great Lakes 
and Ohio River respectively. The key settlements to be 
attacked by Clark's expedition in this region were Kas- 
kaskia and Cahokia on the southern portion of the Mis
sissippi River border between present-day Illinois and 
Missouri, and Vincennes^6 which was situated on the 
east bank of the Wabash River. ^

The English commander of the Illinois Country 
was Lieutenant-Governor Henry Hamilton. He made Fort 
.Detroit, at the Juncture of Lakes Erie and Huron, his 
headquarters. Hamilton urged the Indians to attack 
Trans-Allegheny settlements, because the British had 
few troops to deploy in the 'West during the Revolution. 
He used Indian tribes like the Chippewas, Hurons, Mo
hawks, and Potawatomies for harassment purposes. The 
colonists called him the "Hair Buyer," because he in
discriminately gave rewards to individual Indians for * 47

Bee map, pp. 29-3 0.
47 .■Milo M. Quaife, The Capture of Old Vincennes 

(Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill Co., 1927), p. 44 and 
Frederic Austin Ogg, The Old Northwest: A Chronicle 
of the Ohio Valley and Beyond (Dew Haven: líale Uni
versity Press, 1921), XIX, p. ix.
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)\ Othe scalps of white colonists.

Clark was determined to strike against Hamil
ton's subordinate commanders whose orders were respon
sible for such atrocities against the Kentucky pioneers. 
He sent two agents to spy upon British-controlled Illi
nois settlements. Their report revealed that: (1 ) the 
posts were poorly guarded; and (2) the French inhabi
tants were apathetic in their support of the war, hav
ing little allegiance to Great Britain. The report 
encouraged Clark to proceed with his bold plan of at
tack. He and a group of Kentuckians ¿journeyed to Vir
ginia to enlist government support for his venture.
By the time they reached Williamsburg, the state capi
tal, Clark's design to eliminate the British and Indian 
menace in the Trans-Allegheny areas of Virginia had 
been transformed into a scheme for the conquest of the

¿lQentire Northwest.
Clark was only twenty-five years old when he 

presented his plan to Governor Patrick Henry and the 
Virginia Assembly for their approval. In 1777, he 
wrote a letter, probably addressed to Governor Henry, 
requesting the official appointment of the mission:

48Ogg, Old Northwest, pp. 45, 45-47.
4qIbid., p. 50.
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Was 1 to undertake an expedition of this sort, and 
had authority from government to raise_my own men, 
and fit myself out without /much delay/ I should 
make no doubt of being in full possession of the country by April next.50

lhe Governor, with the approval of the Virginia Assem
bly appointed Clark to lead an expedition against
Kaskaskia with as little delay and as much secrecy as 

51possible." For this purpose the Treasurer gave new
ly-commissioned Colonel George Rogers Clark twelve 
hundred pounds in oontinental currency. He also re
ceived an order authorizing the procurement of neces
sary equipment from Fort Pitt for the venture.

Clark left the Virginia capital on January 4 , 
1778, enroute to Fort Pitt. He arrived with four com
panies of frontiersmen at this stockade which then com
manded the principal water route to the West. The com
mander of the fort, mdward Hand, gave Clark boats, arms, 
gunpowder, and other necessities. -Hand was complying

50George Rogers Clark, n.p., 1777, to (Patrick 
Henry.;, m  James Alton James, ed., George Rogers Clark 
Papers 1771-1781, Virginia^Series, Voi. Ill, in the 
Illinois State Historical Library, Trustees of the Il
linois State Historical Library, 1921, p. 3 2.

^ Ibid.
52 ^Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, pp. 93-94; and 

william Wirt Henry, Patrick Henry: Life, Correspondence 
and Speeches (New York': Charles Scribner's Sons, 1891) 
i, pp. 384-85.
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with Governor Henry's request to aid the expedition, in 
spite of the fact that the Continental Congress had not 
authorized the grant.^

The colonel, having acquired the supplies, pro
ceeded down the Ohio enroute to Kaskaskia, located at 
the ¿junction of the Mississippi and Kaskaskia Rivers.
It was the chief town in the "'American Bottom,' the 
strip of settlements along the east hank of the Missis
sippi from the mouth of the Missouri to the Ohio."5^ 
Rive hundred whites, who were predominantly French, and 
an equal number of Negro slaves made up its population. 
Gahokia, north of this settlement where the Mississippi 
and Missouri joined, was the second largest town in the 
area with a population of three hundred whites. The 
French also comprised the marjority of its population; 
fewer Negroes populated this settlement. Military men 
made up the colony's British minority. The French 
citizens of both these towns maintained close ties with 
the Indians in the vicinity. They traded and conversed 
particularly with the Kaskaskia, Sauk, Fox, Pohawatomie,

5 3.,Quaife, Old Vincennes, pp. A3 , 45-A6; and 
Governor Patrick Henry, Williamsburg, Virginia,
January 2, 1778, to Edward Hand, commander of Fort 
Pitt, in James, Clark Papers, pp. 36-37.

3AOuaxfe, Old Vincennes, p. xi.
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Miami, and Shawnee tribes. The Trench settlers con
trolled the economic interests of Kaskaskia and Caho~ 
kia, while the British governed the towns. In spite 
of the Treaty of Paris of 1763 which brought English 
hegemony to the region, the Trench found it difficult 
to become reconciled to British rule. They gave lit
tle support to the British during the Revolution. ^

Colonel Clark, keeping this fact in mind, led 
his force of approximately two hundred men in a suc
cessful surprise attack against Kaskaskia the night of 
July 4-, 1778. The Trench inhabitants of the town were 
persuaded to support the Americans. Subsequent to 
this victory, the Trench inhabitants of Cahokia also 
were won over to the colonial side. Clark also cap
tured Vincennes, which commanded both the Wabash and 
the lower Ohio, without a fight. Tather Pierre 
Gibault, representing the Trench inhabitants of Kas
kaskia, persuaded relatives of his parishioners in 
Vincennes to surrender. The Colonel held conferences 
with the Indians at Vincennes and Cahokia and con
cluded peace treaties with them because he had learned 
the Tranco-Spanish technique of handling the Indians. 
Such techniques usually included the giving of gifts

Ibid., pp. x-xi.55
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and supplies to the Red Man, in order to gain his 
allegiance. George Rogers Clark had conquered the 
vast region north of the Ohio without bloodshed.

Governor Hamilton challenged Clark's extra
ordinary victories in the Illinois Country. Clark had 
left Captain Leonard Helm in command of Vincennes 
while he journeyed to Virginia for the winter. Hamil
ton, with a force of five hundred men, recaptured the 
village on December 1 7 , 1778. Helm was forced to sur
render after his garrison force of seventy officers and 
men deserted. Colonel Clark, however, returned to the 
Illinois Country the following spring. He marshalled 
a Franco-American force for a counterattack and forced 
the British commander and his troops to surrender 
Vincennes. Later Hamilton became a prisoner of war in 
Virginia. George Rogers Clark had finally established 
America's unquestioned control over the region north 
of the Ohio.^  * 57

Ibid., pp. 62, 64— 67, 80-81; Ogg, Old North
west , p. 515; and Clark, n.p., September 19, 1779, to* 
George Mason, in James, Clark Papers, pp. 120-25.

57General Henry Hamilton, Hermyn Street, 
London, July 6th, 1781, to General Sir Frederick 
Haldimand, in Quaife, Old Vincennes, pp. 216-219; and 
Clark, n.p., September T9, l7'79, to George Mason, in 
James, Clark Papers, pp. 123-25.
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How was Clark able to provide vital logistical 
support for his troops while holding this region for 
the independent states of America? He had exhausted 
the initial funds provided by Virginia for the expedi
tion. Maintaining control of the Illinois Country 
drained his commissary. Hood ran low, and other items, 
ranging from gunpowder to materials for building forts, 
were needed. Provision had to be made for widows, and 
gifts and supplies were needed for the Indians. The 
Continental Congress did little to meet Clark's needs. 
Virginia had initially financed the venture without 
Congress' support. But this State, which bore the 
brunt of supporting General George Washington's army 
in the East, had little left to aid Clark in the West. 
Congress and Virginia could only give the Colonel 
moral support.^

Consequently, Clark turned to unofficial 
sources for aid. Illinois inhabitants gave assistance, 
such as livestock and gunpowder. But Clark depended 
ultimately upon Pollock and Governor Galvez. Pollock 
secured credit for America in New Orleans, in order

CO
James, "Revolution in the West," p. 73; and 

James G. Randall, "George Rogers Clark's Service of 
Supply," VIII (December, 1921), 251-253, 255.
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that expeditions like Clark's might function properly. 
Pollock was able to purchase and transport supplies to 
Clark due to Galvez' assistance.^

The aid which Galvez and Pollock gave Clark 
while he held the Illinois Country was twofold: logis
tical and financial. Supplies were sent up the Mis
sissippi to Clark on boats flying the Spanish flag. 
These vessels were constantly harassed by British war 
ships and came under fire from English guns at Natchez 
In September, 1778, Pollock sent provisions valued at 
57,200 which enabled Clark's troops to secure the area 
Clark also depended upon Galvez and Pollock for credit 
used to defray the mounting expenditures of his com
missary department. Traders and merchants, who would 
no longer accept Virginia paper currency or drafts 
upon the state, were paid in drafts backed by Pollock. 
The financier covered notes with his own personal 
funds and loans advanced by Galvez.^

Spanish assistance was also given to Clark 
through Galvez' Lieutenant Governor of St. Louis, * 60

^Caughey, Glilvez in Louisiana, pp. 85-86, 97- 
98; and Oliyer Pollock, n.p., 1718, to Governor Ber
nardo de Galvez, in Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley, p.
258. -------

60Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 98 and 
Randall, "Service of Supply," MVHR, VIII, 256, 259.
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lernando de Leyba. After receiving Galvez' orders to 
aid the American colonel on August 6, 1778, Le.yba ex
tended an invitation to Clark to visit his city. The 
two men became good friends while Clark stayed for two 
days at the Lieutenant Governor's home. When Clark 
was unsuccessful in getting further credit from St. 
Louis merchants, Leyba vouched for him. The Spanish 
leader even advanced personal loans to Clark, in order 
that his friend might feed and shelter his troops. 
Later Leyba's personal fortune was depleted as a re
sult of such grants. His wife died and he suffered 
because of impoverishment.*^

Governor Galvez, like his Lieutenant-Governor, 
advanced loans to Pollock for support of Clark. Such 
grants amounted to approximately $80,000 by June, 1781. 
Pollock acknowledged that these funds had been re
ceived secretly "for the use of the United States but 
chiefly on his own credit, and they were delivered

61-Hernando de Leyba, St. Louis, October 18, 
1(79,_fo Governor Bernardo de Galvez, in Lawrence 
Kinnaird, "Clark-Leyba Papers," American Historical 
Leview, XL1 (October, 1955), 111-112; Louis Houck, 
ed.. The Spanish Regime in Missouri. Vol. I (Chicago: 
R* R. Uonnelley & °ons Company, 1909), p. 161.
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usually at; night by Juan Morales, Galvez' private 
secretary." The loans were oftentimes granted with
out Madrid's approval. Galvez' generosity in granting 
loans and supplies to Pollock enabled the Revolutionary 
agent to support Clark's holding action in Illinois.65

A year and a half before Spain entered the war 
against Great Britain, gradually Governor Bernardo de 
Galvez had come to openly support the Revolutionaries, 
in spite of Spanish orders for clandestine assistance. 
With Spain's declaration of war against Great Britain 
in June, 1779, Madrid's covert policy for aiding the 
insurgents became overt. Galvez had actively and 
boldly supported James Willing and George Rogers Clark 
in their western missions. Madrid officials, with the 
war declaration, consequently gave official approval 
of the Governor's conduct of Spanish-American rela
tions.

62Caughey, Galvez in Louisiana, p. 98.
63Randall, "Service of Supply," 256, 259.



CHAPTER V
g/lvez in retrospect

This discussion of Governor Bernardo de Galvez 
has focused upon his activities from the time he first 
took office on January 1, 1777-, to Spain's official 
declaration of war against Great Britain on June 21, 
1779* 'Within this approximately three-year time-span 
Galvez effectively executed Madrid's directives to 
give surreptitious aid to the Americans. The govern
ment did not specify how its policy was to be carried 
out. Although Galvez looked to the precedents for 
aiding the insurgents set by his government and pre
decessor, Louis de Unzaga, he developed his own aid 
techniques. Confronted with British violations of the 
sovereignty of Spanish vessels on the Mississippi 
River and prolific smuggling activities, he became 
strongly partisan to the rebel cause. Galvez em
phasized Spain's neutral position in the war, but the 
Governor, in reality, was an undercover ally of the 
Patriots.

After Galvez informed U.S. agent Oliver Pol
lock of his pro-American sentiments, he was deluged 
with American requests for support. When he first
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gave aid in 1 777 it was agreed always that Spanish 
assistance must be kepi secret. However, from 1778 
up to his government's entry into war with Britain in 
June, 1779, the Governor rapidly dispensed somewhat 
with clandestine support of the Americans. The coming 
of James Willing and George Rogers Clark to the Trans- 
Appalachian West effected the change.

Governor Galvez and Oliver Pollock worked hand 
in hand to support the Willing and Clark missions. 
James Willing's expedition to New Orleans ended as a 
fiasco. His plunder of the Natchez district of West 
Florida defeated the goal of his original orders from 
the Commerce committee to obtain the area's support or 
neutrality. Willing's presence in the lower Missis
sippi, and later at New Orleans, caused the British to 
leinforce Natchez and to blockade the lower Mississip
pi River. American supply vessels could no longer 
ascend the Mississippi-Ohio without considerable risk. 
Governor Galvez' support of the Willing force in his 
city prompted the English to protest at both New Or
leans and Madrid. Galvez feared that his government 
would question his bold unauthorized support of the 
Americans in the view of British allegations that he 
was not following Spain's so-called neutral path. 
Moreover, the Willing affair was of no use in winning
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the Revolution in the West. Instead it impeded Span- 
ish-American assistance and ¿jeopardized Governor Gal
vez* position. George Rogers Clark's military ven
tures, however, were largely responsible for winning 
the West in the American Revolution. The Governor as
sisted Oliver Pollock in aiding Clark. Without their 
financial, logistical, and moral support the Colonel 
would not have been able to maintain his domination of 
the Illinois Country.

Governor Galvez' motives for supporting the 
Western Patriots were as diverse as his aid. His 
varied assistance made the American western objectives 
easier to accomplish. Galvez* strong backing of the 
Willing and Clark expedition might, on the surface, 
indicate that he was committed personally to the revo
lutionary cause. One must remember, however, that 
Galvez was first a Spaniard; his principal concern was 
Spain's interest. Aiding the Americans would halt 
possible British aggression against Spanish America.
It might also bring certain territorial gains to his 
country.

What formative forces tended to shape Governor 
Galvez' pro-American sentiments? The Governor's close 
friendship with Oliver Pollock and the desire to re
store Spanish glory to the Caribbean might help
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answer this question. Oliver Pollock exerted a strong 
influence upon Galvez through, his warm Irish per
sonality, ability to speak Spanish, and the personal 
friendship he cultivated. Moreover, one can consider 
the relationship between Governor Galvez and Pollock 
as a symbiotic one. Symbiosis is a biological term 
denoting the living together of two dissimilar organ
isms in close association or union, especially where 
this is advantageous to both as distinguished from 
parasitism. That is, one can consider Gálvez and Pol
lock as two distinct patriots, one Spanish and one 
American, collaborating for the defeat of Great Brit
ain in the West. However, both men had their own 
country's interest at heart. Galvez wished to elimi
nate the British threat and to regain the Floridas; 
Pollock desired to aid the American independence move
ment. Both men were seeking to expand the dominion of 
their own country.

Perhaps Galvez' desire to restore Spanish con
trol around the Caribbean explains his pro-American 
attitude. Certainly the Galvez family heritage played 
a vital part. Angeles Rubio-Arguelles, Condesa de 
Berlanga of Málaga, states that "the men of the Galvez 
iamily were essentially a patriotic and ambitious 
group and were slaves to their duties toward Spain and
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toward. King Charles III, to whom they owed their emi
nence. " 1 Moreover, Mr. Dewey Crowder, Mobile, Ala
bama, suggests that Governor Gciivez, while following 
the policy dictated by Madrid, was young and eager to 
make a name for himseli and to live up to the responsi
bility given him by the Spanish government. 1 Thus the 
remarks of the Countess of Berlanga and Mr. Crowder 
suggest that Governor Galvez sincerely, or out of 
blind respect for his sovereign, wanted to revenge 
Spain's loss of Florida to England. Following in the 
footsteps of the Conquistadores who conquered Mexico 
and Peru, Galvez envisioned himself the reinstator of 
Hispanic hegemony in the Caribbean.

Governor Galvez moved effectively to activate 
this dream. When the French declared war against Great 
Britain in 1778, Galvez suspected that Spain would fol
low suit. He carefully made plans to attack the Brit
ish at Manchac, Baton Rouge, 5 Natchez, Mobile, and

1Letter from Angeles Eiibio-Argue'llas, Condesa 
de Berlanga, Malaga, Spain, April 8, 1969; also see 
orig in a l and translation , Appendix I I .

2Dewey C. Crowder, Jr., private interview held 
at Dewey Crowder Associates Architectures Office, 253 
St. Anthony Street, Mobile, Alabama, January 3 , 1969.

3
Julien_Poydras, "La Prise Du Morne Du Baton 

Rouge, /In praise of Governor Galvez' seizure capture 
oi Baton Rouge^/ in Edward L. Tanker, Louisiana1s
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Pensacola. In short Galvez anticipated taking East and
West Florida whenever Spain entered the war. Spain
f in a lly  declared war in June, 1779, and Gctlvez executed
his designs. He personally led a series of military
campaigns which eventually brought Spanish control over
the English lower Mississippi posts and the Floridas.

4.Mobile and Pensacola, key British positions in West 
Florida, were taken, ending the British threat to the 
annual flotilla route.^

Daring Bernardo de Galvez, moreover, even went 
to Santo Domingo in order to participate in his coun-

: Julien Poydras and the Poems to Galvez
(New ¥ork:New York Public Library, 1 9 3 5), pp. 33-34-.

4-In Mobile's Spanish Plaza commemorating the 
port city's sister city relationship to Malaga, Spain, 
stands a statue of Governor Bernardo de Galvez. The 
inscription at the base reads: "Bernardo de Galvez, 
174-6-1788, Born in Macharavialla, Malaga, Spain. Gov
ernor of the territory of Louisiana. Captured Mobile 
March First 1780. Beginning thirty-three years of 
Sparing in Mobile. Vicinte Rodilla Zanon of Valencia, 
Sculptor 1967." See also Spanish Plaza Section, Mo- 
bile Press, March 20, 1968, pp. 1-23.

^Kinnaird, Mississippi Valley. Vol. II, pp. 
xxvii to xxxi; "Diary of the Operations of the Expe
dition Against the Place of Pensacola, Conducted By 
the Arms of His Catholic Majesty, Under the Orders of 
the Field Marshall Don Bernardo de Galvez," Louisiana 
Quarterly, I (1917), 4-6-84-; and Allen Johnson and 
Dumas Malone, eds., Dictionary of American Biography 
(New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1931), VII, p.
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try's Joint move with France in the pi'ojected assault 
against British Jamaica. Apparently the Governor's ac
tions reflected Madrid's policy to restore Spanish 
hegemony over the entire rim of the Caribbean. Charles 
III granted a number of honors and promotions to Galvez 
because of his noble deeds. He was made Captain- 
General of Louisiana, the Floridas, and Cuba, as well 
as Viceroy of New Spain after his father's death. This 
gallant Spaniard who, in the tradition of the Con- 
quistadores, had avenged Spanish losses in North 
America died of natural causes at the young age of 
forty. 6 Americans are to some extent in his debt. 
Bernardo de Galvez' actions, if not his loyalty, were 
ostensibly pro-American. America, as well as Spain, 
can claim him as a hero.

6Ibid.
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D E F IN IT IV E  T R E A T Y  OF PE AC E  B E T W E E N  
G R E A T  B R IT A IN , F R A N C E , A N D  S P A IN

1763

Peace.__Art. 1. There shall be a Christian, universal, and
perpetual peace, as well by sea as by land, and a sinceie and 
constant friendship shall be re - established between then 
Britannic, most Christian, Catholic, and most Faithful ma
jesties, and between their heirs and sucessors, kingdoms, 
dominions, provinces, countries, subjects, and vassals, of what 
quality or condition soever they be, without exception of places, 
or of persons: so that the high contracting parties shall give 
the greatest attention to maintain between themselves and 
their said dominions and subjects, this reciprocal friendship 
and correspondence, without permitting, on either side, any kind 
of hostilities, by sea or by land, to be committed, from hence
forth, for any cause, or under any pretence whatsoever, and 
every thing shall be carefully avoided which might, hereafter, h  
prejudice the union happily re-established, applying themselves, 
on the contrary, on every occasion, to procure for each other 
whatever may contribute to their mutual glory, interests, and 
advantages, without giving any assistance or protection, directly 
or indirectly, to those who would cause any -prejudice to either 
of the high contracting parties: there shall be a general 
oblivion of everything that may have been done or committed 
before, or since, the commencement of the war, which is just 
ended.

Treaties Confirmed.— Art. II. The treaties of Westphalia of 
1648 ; those of Madrid between the crowns of Great Britain 
and Spain of 1667 and 1670; the treaties of peace of Nimeguen
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of 1678 and 1679; of Ryswick of 1697; those of peace and 
of commerce of Utrecht of 1713 ; that of Baden of 1714 ; the 
treaty of the Triple Alliance of the Hague of 1717 ; that of 
the Quadruple Alliance of London of 1718 ; the treaty of peace 
of Vienna of 1738 ; the definitive treaty of Aix la Chapelle 
of 1748 ; and that of Madrid between the crowns of Great 
Britain and Spain of 1750, as well as the treaties between 
the crowns of Spain and Portugal, of the 13th February 1668 ; 
of the 6th February 1715 ; and of the 12th February 1761 ; and 
that of the 11th April 1713 between France and Portugal, 
with the guarantees of Great Britain, serve as a basis and 
foundation to the peace and to the present treaty ; and for this 
purpose, they are all renewed and confirmed in the best form, 
as well as all the treaties in general, which subsisted between 
the high contracting parties before the war, as if they were 
inserted here word for word, so that they are to be exactly 
observed, for the future, in their whole tenor, and religiously 
executed on all sides, in all their points, which shall not be 
derogated . ironi by the present Treaty, notwithstanding all 
that may have been stipulated to the conti’ary by any of 
the high contracting parties: and all the said parties de
clare, that they will not suffer any privilege, favour, or in
dulgence, to subsist, contrary to the treaties above confirmed, 
except what shall have been agreed and stipulated by the 
present Treaty.

Exchange o f Prisoners.— Art. III . All the prisoners made, 
on all sides, as well by land as by sea, and the hostages carried 
away, or given during the war, and to this day, shall be restored 
without ransom, six weeks, at latest, to be computed from the 
day of the exchange of the ratification of the present treaty, 
each crown respectively paying the advances which shall have 
been made for the subsistence and maintenance of their prisoners, 
by the sovereign of the country where they shall have been 
detained, according to the attested receipts and estimates, and 
other authentic vouchers, which shall be furnished on one side 
and the other: and securities shall be reciprocally given for the 
payment of the debts which the prisoners shall have contracted 
in the countries where they have been detained, until their 
entire liberty. And all the ships of war and merchant vessels 
which shall have been taken since the expiration of the terms 
agreed upon for the cessation of hostilities by sea, shall be
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likewise restored bona fide , with all their crews and cargoes ; 
and the execution of this article shall be proceeded upon 
immediately after the exchange of the ratifications of this 
treaty.

Nova Scotia and Canada. —  Art. IV . His most Christian 
majesty renounces all the pretensions which he has heretofore 
formed, or might form, to Nova Scotia, or Acadia, in all its 
parts, and guarantees the whole of it, and with all its de
pendencies, to the king of Great Britain: moreover, his most 
Christian majesty cedes and guarantees to his said Britannic 
majesty, in full right, Canada, with all its dependencies, as well 
as the island of Cape Breton, and all the other islands and 
coasts in the gulph and river St. Laurence, and, in general, 
every thing that depends on the said countries, lands, islands, 
and coasts, with the sovereignty, property, possession, and all 
rights acquired by treaty or otherwise, which the most Christian 
king, and the crown of France, have had, till now, over the said 
countries, islands, lands, places, coasts, and their inhabitants, so 
that the most Christian king cedes and makes over the whole to 
the said king, and to the crown of Great Britain, and that in the 
most ample manner and form, without restriction, and without 
any liberty to depart from the said cession and guaranty, under 
any pretence, or to disturb Great Britain in the possessions 
above mentioned. His Britannic majesty, on his side, agrees 
to grant the liberty of the Catholic religion to the inhabitants 
of Canada; he will, consequently, give the most precise and 
most effectual orders, that his new Roman Catholic subjects 
may profess the worship of their religion, according to the rites 
of the Romish Church, as far as the laws of Great Britain permit.
His Britannic majesty further agrees, that the French inhabi
tants, or others who had been subjects of the most Christian 
king in Canada, may retire, with all safety and freedom, wher
ever they shall think proper, and may sell their estates, provided 
it be to subjects of his Britannic majesty, and bring away their 
effects as well as their persons, without being restrained in 
their emigration, under any pretence whatsoever, except that 
of debts, or of criminal prosecutions : the term limited for this 
emigration shall be fixed to the space of eighteen months, to 
be computed from the day of the exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty. ^

Fisheries.— Art. V . The subjects of France shall haVe the f\y
vn
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liberty of fishing and drying, on a part of the coasts of the 
island of Newfoundland, such as it is specified in the 13th 
Article of the Treaty of U trecht; which article is renewed and 
confirmed by the present treaty (except what relates to the 
island of Cape Breton, as well as to the other islands and 
coasts, in the mouth and in the gulph of St. Laurence); and 
his Britannic majesty consents to leave to the subjects of 
the most Christian king the liberty of fishing in the gulph of 
St. Laurence, on condition that the subjects of France do not 
exercise the said fishery, but at the distance of three leagues 
from all the coasts belonging to Great Britain, as well those 
of the continent, as those of the islands situated in the said 
gulph of St. Laurence. And as to what relates to the fishery 
on the coasts of the island of Cape Breton out of the said gulph, 
the subjects of the most Christian king shall not be permitted 
to exercise the said fishery, but at the distance of 15 leagues 
from the coasts of the island of Cape Breton; and the fishery 
on the coasts of Nova Scotia or Acadia, and everywhere else 
out of the said gulph, shall remain on the foot of former 
treaties.

Fishing Stations.— Art. Y I .  The king of Great Britain cedes 
the islands of St. Peter and Miquelon, in full right, to his most 
Christian majesty, to serve as a shelter to the French fisher
men : and his said most Christian majesty engages not to fortify 
the said islands; to erect no buildings upon them, but merely 
for the convenience of the fishery; and to keep upon them a 
guard of 50 men only for the police.

The Mississippi Line.— Art. V II . In order to re-establish 
peace on solid and durable foundations, and to remove for ever 
all subject of dispute with regard to the limits of the British 
and French territories on the continent of America ; it is 
agreed, that, for the future, the confines between the dominions 
of his Britannic majesty, and those of his most Christian 
majesty, in that part of the world, shall be fixed irrevocably 
by a line drawn along the middle of the river Mississippi, from 
its source to the river Iberville, and from thence, by a line 
drawn along the middle of this river, and the lakes Maurepas 
and Pontchartrain, to the sea ; and for this purpose, the most 
Christian king cedes in full right, and guarantees to his 
Britannic majesty, the river and port of the Mobile, and every
thing which he possesses, or ought to possess, on the left side
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of the river Mississippi, except the town of New Orleans, and 
the island__in which it is situated, which shall remain to France ; 
provided that the navigation of the river Mississippi shall be 
equally free, as well to the subjects of Great Britain, as to those 
of France, in its whole breadth and length, from its source to 
the sea, and expressly that part which is between the said 
island of New Orleans, and the right bank of that river, as 
well as the passage both in and out of its mouth: it is further 
stipulated, that the vessels belonging to the subjects of either 
nation, shall not be stopped, visited, or subjected to the pay
ment of any duty whatsoever. The stipulations, inserted in 
the 4th Article, in favour of the inhabitants of Canada, shall 
also take place, with regard to the inhabitants of the countries 
ceded by this Article.

Restoration o f  French Islands.— A rt. V I I I .  The king of Great 
Britain shall restore to France the islands of Guadaloupe, of 
Marie Galante, of Desirade, of Martinico, and of Belleisle; 
and the fortresses of these islands shall be restored in the same 
condition they were in, when they were conquered by the 
British arms; provided that his Britannic majesty’s subjects, 
who shall have settled in the said islands, or those who shall 
have any commercial affairs to settle there, or in the other 
places restored to France by the present treaty, shall have 
liberty to sell their lands and their estates, to settle their 
affairs, to recover their debts, and to bring away their effects, 
as well as their persons, on board vessels, which they shall be 
permitted to send to the said islands, and other places restored ' 
as above, and which shall serve for this use only, without being 
restrained on account of their religion, or under any other 
pretence whatsoever, except that of debts, or of criminal pro
secutions : and for this purpose, the term of eighteen months 
is allowed to his Britannic majesty’s subjects, to be computed 
from the day of the exchange of the ratifications of the present 
Treaty; but, as the liberty, granted to his Britannic majesty’s 
subjects, to bring away their persons and their effects, in vessels 
of their nation, may bo liable to abuses, if precautions were not 
taken to prevent them ; it has been expressly agreed between 
his Britannic majesty and his most Christian majesty, that the 
number of English vessels, which shall have leave to go to the 
said islands and places restored to France, shall be limited, as 
well as the number of tons of each one ; that they shall go in
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ballast; shall sut sail at a fixed tim e; and shall make one 
voyage only, all the effects, belonging to the English, being to 
bo embarked at the same time. It has boen further agreed, 
that his most Christian majesty shall cause the necessary pass
ports to be given to the said vessels; that, for the greater 
security, it shall be allowed to place two French clerks oi
gnards, in each of the said vessels, which shall bo visited in 
the landing places, and ports of the said islands, and places, 
restored to France, and that the merchandise, which shall bo’ 
found therein, shall be confiscated.

/¿lands Ceded to Kngland.— Art. IX . The most Christian king 
cedes and guarantees to his Britannic majesty, in full right, 
the islands of Grenada, and of the Grenadines, with the same 
stipulations in favour of the inhabitants of this colony, in
serted in the 4th Article for those of Canada; and ’ the 
partition of the islands, called Neutral, is agreed and fixed, 
so that those of St. Vincent, Dominica, and Tobago, shall 
remain in full right to Great Britain, and that of St. Lucia 
shall be delivered to France, to enjoy the same likewise in 
full right ; and the high contracting parties guaranty the 
partition so stipulated.

(xoree and Senegal.— Art. X . His Britannic majesty shall 
restore to France the island of Gorée, in the condition it was 
in when conquered : and his most Christian majesty cedes, 
m full right, and guarantees to the king of Great Britain, the' 
river Senegal, with the forts and factories of St. Lewis, Podor, 
and Galam ; and with all the rights and dependencies of thé 
said river Senegal.

India. Art. X I .  In the East Indies, Great Britain shall 
restore to 1<ranee, in the condition they are now in, the 
different factories, which that crown possessed, as well on 
the coast of Coromandel, and Orixa, as on that of Malabar, 
as also in Bengal, at the beginning of the year 1749. And his 
most Christian majesty renounces all pretensions to the acquisi
tions which he had made on the coast of Coromandel and Orixa, 
since the said beginning of the year 1749. His most Christian 
majesty shall restore, on his side, all that he may have con
quered from Great Britain, in the East Indies, during the 
present war; and will expressly cause Nattai and Tapanoully, 
m the island of Sumatra, to be restored ; he engages further, 
not to erect fortifications, or to keep troops in any part of the

PEACE OF PARIS
dominions of the subali of Bengal. And in order to preserve 
future peace on the coast of Coromandel and Orixa, the English 
and French shall acknowledge Mahomet Ally Khan for lawful 
nabob of the Carnatic, and Salabat Jing for lawful subali of 
the Decan; and both parties shall renounce all demands and 
pretensions of satisfaction, with which they might charge 
each other, or their Indian allies, Hor the depredations, or 
pillage, committed, on the one side, or on the other, during 
the war.

Minorca.— Art. X I I .  The island of Minorca shall be restored 
to his Britannic majesty, as well as Fort St. Philip, in the same 
condition they were in, when conquered by the arms of the 
most Christian king; and with the artillery which was there, 
when the said island and the said fort were taken.

Dunkirk.— Art. X I I I .  The town and port of Dunkirk shall 
be put into the state fixed by the last Treaty of Aix-la-Cliapelle, 
and by former treaties. The cunetto shall be destroyed im
mediately after the exchange of the ratifications of the present 
Treaty, as well as the forts and batteries which defend the 
entrance on the side of the sea ; and provision shall be made, 
at the same time, for the wholesomeness of the air, and for the 
health of the inhabitants, by some other means, to the satisfac
tion of the king of Great Britain.

Germany.— Art. X I V . France shall restore all the countries 
belonging to the electorate of Hanover, to the landgrave of 
Hesse, to the duke of Brunswick, and to the count of La Lippe 
Buckebourg, which are, or shall be occupied by his most Chris
tian majesty’s arm s; the fortresses of these different countries 
shall be restored in the same condition they were in, when 
conquered by the French arm s; and the pieces of artillery, 
which shall have been carried elsewhere, shall be replaced 
by the same number of the same bore, weight, and metal.

Time fo r  Evacuation.— Art. X V . In case the stipulations, 
contained in the 13th Article of the Preliminaries, should 
not be completed at the time of the signature of the present 
treaty, as well with regard to the evacuations to be made by 
the armies of France of the fortresses of Cleves, Wesel, Gueldres, 
and of all the countries belonging to the king of Prussia, as 
with regard to the evacuations to be made by the British and 
French armies of the countries which they occupy in W est
phalia, Lower Saxony, on the Lower Rhine, the Upper Rhine,
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and in all the empire, and to the retreat of the troops into the 
dominions of their respective sovereigns; their Britannic, and 
most Christian majesties promise to proceed, bona fide, with 
all the dispatch the case will permit of, to the said evacuations, 
the entire completion whereof they stipulate before the 15th 
of March next, or sooner if it can be done ; and their Britannic 
and most Christian majesties further engage and promise to 
each other, not to furnish any succours, of any kind, to their 
respective allies, who shall continue engaged in war in 
Germany.

Spanish Prizes before W ar.— Art. X V I . The decision of the 
prizes made in the time of peace, by the subjects of Great 
Britain, on the Spaniards, shall be referred to the courts of 
justice of the admiralty of Great Britain, conformably to the 
rules established among all nations, so that the validity of 
the said prizes, between the British and Spanish nations, shall 
be decided and judged, according to the law of nations, and 
according to treaties, in the courts of justice of the nation, who 
shall have made the capture.

Logwood.— Art. X V I I . His Britannic majesty shall cause 
to be demolished all the fortifications which his subjects shall 
have erected in the bay of Honduras, and other places of the 
territory of Spain in that part of the world, four months after 
the ratification of the present treaty; and his Catholic majesty 
shall not permit his Britannic majesty’s subjects, or their 
workmen, to be disturbed, or molested, under any pretence 
whatsoever, in the said places, in their occupation of cutting, 
loading, and carrying away logwood : and for this purpose, they 
may build without hindrance, and occupy without interruption, 
the houses and magazines which are necessary for them, for 
their families, and for their effects: and his Catholic majesty 
assuros to them, by this Article, the full enjoyment of those 
advantages, and powers, on the Spanish coasts and territories, 
as above stipulated, immediately after the ratification of the 
present treaty.

Spanish Fishery.— Art. X V I I I .  His Catholic majesty desists, 
as well for himself, as for his successors, from all pretension, 
which he may have formed, in favour of the Guipuscoans, and 
other his subjects, to the right of fishing in the neighbourhood 
of the island of Newfoundland.

Restoration o f Cuba.— Art. X I X . The king of Great Britain
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shall restore to Spain all the territory which he has con
quered in the island of Cuba, with the fortress of the Havana, 
and this fortress, as well as all the other fortresses of the said 
island, shall be restored in the same condition they were in 
when conquered by his Britannic majesty’s arm s; provided, 
that his Britannic majesty’s subjects, who shall have any com
mercial affairs to settle there, shall have liberty to sell their 
lands, and their estates, to settle their affairs, to recover their 
debts, and to bring away their effects, as well as their persons, 
on board vessels which they shall be permitted to send to the 
said island restored as above, and which shall serve for that 
use only, without being restrained on account of their religion, 
or under any other pretence whatsoever, except that of debts, 
or criminal prosecutions : and for this purpose, the term of 
eighteen months is allowed to his Britannic majesty’s subjects, 
to be computed from the day of the exchange of the ratifica
tions of the present treaty: but as the liberty, granted to his 
Britannic majesty’s subjects, to bring away their persons, and 
their effects, in vessels of their nation, may be liable to abuses, 
if precautions were not taken to prevent them ; it has been 
expressly agreed, between his Britannic majesty and his Catholic 
majesty, that the number of English vessels, which shall have 
leave to go to the said island restored to Spain, shall bo limited, 
as well as the number of tons of each one; that they shall go 
in ballast; shall set sail at a fixed tim e; and shall make one 
voyage only; all the effects belonging to the English being to 
be embarked at the same tim e: it has been further agreed, 
that his Catholic majesty shall cause the necessary passports to 
be given to the said vessels; that, for the greater security, it 
shall be allowed to place two Spanish clerks, or guards, in 
each of the said vessels, which shall be visited in the landing- 
places, and ports of the said island restored to Spain, and 
that the merchandise which shall be found therein, shall be 
confiscated

Florida.— Art. X X . In consequence, of the restitution stipu
lated -» ! the preceding Article, his Catholic majesty cedes and 
guarantees, in full right, to his Britannic majesty, Florida, with 
Fort St. Augustin and the bay of Pensacola, as well as all that 
Spain possesses on the continent of North America, to the east, 
or to the south-east, of tho river Mississippi. And, in general, 
everything that dopends on the said countries, and- lands, with

VOL. II. 2 r>

385
128



APPENDIX
tho sovereignty, property, possession, and all rights, acquired 
by treaties or otherwise, which the Catholic king, and the 
crown of Spain, have had, till now, over the said countries, 
lands, places, and their inhabitants; so that the Catholic king 
codes and makes over the whole to the said king, and to the 
crown of Great Britain, and that in the most ample manner 
and form. His Britannic majesty agrees, on his side, to grant 
to tho inhabitants of the countries, above coded, the liberty of 
tho Catholic religion : he will consequently give tho most express 
and the most effectual orders, that his new Roman Catholic 
subjects may profess the worship of their religion, according to 
the rites of the Romish church, as far as the laws of Great 
Britain permit: his Britannic majesty further agrees, that the 
Spanish inhabitants, or others who had been subjects of the 
Catholic king in the said countries, may retire, with all safety 
and freedom, wherever they think proper; and may sell their 
estates, provided it be to his Britannic majesty’s subjects, and 
bring away their effects, as well as their persons, without being 
restrained in their emigration, under any pretence whatsoever, 
except that of debts or of criminal prosecutions : tho term, 
limited for this emigration, being fixed to the space of eighteen 
months, to be computed from the day of the exchange of the 
ratifications of the present treaty. It is moreover stipulated, 
that his Catholic majesty shall have power to cause all the 
eltects, that may belong to him, to be brought away, whether 
it bo artillery, or other things.

Evacuation o f  Portuguese Territory.— Art. X X I .  The French 
and Spanish troops shall evacuate all the territories, lands, 
towns, places, and castles, of his most Faithful majesty, in 
Europe, without any reserve, which shall have been conquered 
by the armies of France and Spain, and shall restore them in 
the same condition they were in when conquered, with the same 
artillery, and ammunition, which was found there : and with 
regard to the Portuguese colonies in America, Africa, or in the 
East Indies, if any change shall have happened there, all things 
shall be restored on the same footing they were in, and con
formably to the preceding treaties which subsisted between 
the courts of France, Spain, and Portugal, before the present 
war.

Restoration o f Archives.— Art. X X I I .  All the papers, letters, 
documents, and archives, which were found in the countries,
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territories, towns, and places, that are restored, and those be
longing to the countries ceded, shall be respectively and bona fate, 
dolivei'ed, or furnished at the sumo time, if possible, that posses
sion is taken, or, at latest, four months after the oxchange of 
the ratifications of the present treaty, in whatever places the 
said papers or documents may be found.

Unknown Conquests.— Art. X X I I I .  All the countries and 
territories, which may have been conquered, in whatsoever 
part of the world, by the arms of their Britannic and most 
Faithful majesties, as well as by those of their most Christian 
and Catholic majesties, which are not included in the present 
treaty, either under the title of cessions, or under the title of 
restitutions, shall be restored without difficulty, and without 
requiring any compensation.

Epochs.— Art. X X I V . As it is necessary to assign a fixed 
epoch for the restitutions, and the evacuations, to be made 
by each of the high contracting parties; it is agreed, that the 
British and French troops shall complete, before the 15th of 
March next, all that shall remain to be executed of the 12th 
and 13th Articles of the Preliminaries, signed the 3rd of 
November last, with regard to the evacuation to be made in 
the empire, or elsewhere. The island of Belleisle shall be 
evacuated six weeks after the exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty, or sooner, if it can be done. Guadeloupe, 
Desirade, Marie Galante, Martinico, and St. Lucia, three months 
after the exchange of the ratifications of the present treaty, 
or sooner if it can be done. Great Britain shall likewise, at 
the end of three months after the exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty, or sooner, if it can be done, enter into 
the possession of the river and port of the Mobile, and of all 
that is to form the limits of the territory of Great Britain, 
on the side of the river Mississippi, as they are specified in the 
7th Article. The island of Corée shall be evacuated by Great 
Britain, three months after the exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty; and the island of Minorca, by France, 
at the same epoch, or sooner, if it can bo done : and according 
to the conditions of the 6th Article, France shall likewise enter 
into possession of the islands of St. Peter, and of Miquelon, at 
the end of three months after tho exchange of the ratifications 
of the present treaty. The factories in the East Indies shall 
be restored six months after the exchange of the ratifications 129



of tho present treaty, or sootier, if it can bo done. Tbo for
tresses of tho Havana, with all that has bean conquered in 
tho island of Cuba, shall be restored three months after the 
exchange of the ratifications of tho present treaty, or sooner, 
if it can bo done : and, at the same time, Great Britain shall 
enter into possession of the country ceded by Spain, according 
to the 20th Article. All the places and countries of his most 
Faithful majesty in Europe, shall bo restored immediately after 
tho exchange of tho ratifications of the present treaty : and 
the Portuguese colonies, which may have been conquered, shall 
be restored in the space of three months in the West lndios, 
and of six months in the East Indies, after the exchange of 
tho ratifications of the present treaty, or sooner, if it can be 
done. All the fortresses, the restitution whereof is stipulated 
above, shall bo restored, with the artillery and ammunition 
which were found there at the time of the conquest. In con
sequence whereof, the necessary orders shall be sent by each 
of the high contracting parties, with reciprocal passports for 
the ships that shall carry them, immediately after the exchange 
of the ratifications of the present treaty.

King George as Elector.— Art. X X V . His Britannic majesty, 
as elector of Brunswic Lunenbourg, as well for himself, as for 
his heirs and successors, and all the dominions and possessions 
of his said Majesty in Germany, are included and guaranteed 
by the present treaty of peace.

Mutual Guarantee— Art. X X V I. Their sacred Britannic, 
most Christian, Catholic, and most Faithful majesties, promise 
to observe, sincerely and bona fide, all tho articles contained 
and settled in the present treaty ; and they will not suffer tho 
same to be infringed, directly or indirectly, by their respective 
subjects ; and the said high contracting parties, generally and 
•reciprocally, guaranty to each other all the stipulations of the 
present treaty.

Ratification.— Art. X X V II. The solemn ratifications of the 
present treaty, expedited in good and due form, shall be 
exchanged in this city of Paris, between the high contracting 
parties, in the space of a month, or sooner if possible, to 
bo computed from the day of the signature of the present 
treaty.

In witness whereof, we the underwritten, their ambassadors 
extraordinary, and ministers plenipotentiary, have signed with
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our hand, in their name, and in virtue of our full powers, tho 
present definitive treaty, and have caused the seal of our arms 
to be put thereto.

Done at Paris tho 10th of February, 1763.

(L.S.) Bedford, C.P.S.
(L.S.) Choiseul, Due de Praslin.
(L.S.) El Marquis de Grimaldi.
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Separate A rticles.

Saving Titles.— I. Some of the titles made use of by the 
contracting powers, either in the full powers, and other acts, 
during tho course of the negotiation, or in the preamble of the 
present treaty, not being generally acknowledged ; it has been 
agreed, that no prejudice shall ever result therefrom to any 
of the said contracting parties, and that the titles, taken or 
omitted, on either side, on occasion of the said negotiation, 
and of the present treaty, shall not be cited or quoted as a 
precedent.

French Language.— II. It has been agreed and determined, 
that the French language, made use of in all the copies of the 
present treaty, shall not become an example, which may bo 
alleged, or made a precedent of, or prejudice, in any manner, 
any of the contracting powers ; and that they shall conform 
themselves, for the future, to what has been observed, and 
ought to be observed, with regard to, and on the part of 
powers, who are used, and have a right, to give and receive 
copies of like treaties in another language than French; tho 
present treaty having still the same force and effect, as if 
the aforesaid custom had been therein observed.

Portugal.— III. Though the king of Portugal has not signed 
the present definitive treaty, their Britannic, most Christian, 
and Catholic majesties acknowledge, nevertheless, that his 
most Faithful majesty is formally included therein as a con
tracting party, and as if he had expressly signed the said treaty : 
consequently, their Britannic, most Christian, and Catholic 
majesties, respectively and conjointly promise to his most 
Faithful majesty, in the most express and most binding manner, 
the execution of all and every the clauses contained in the 
said treaty, on his act of accession.
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The present Separate Articles shall have the samo force as 
if they were inserted in the treaty.

In witness whereof, we the underwritten ambassadors extra
ordinary, and ministers plenipotentiary, of their Britannic, most 
Christian, and Catholic majesties, have signed the present 
►separate Articles, and have caused the seal of our arms to 
bo put thereto.

Done at Paris the 10th of February, 17G3.

(L .S.) Bedford, C.P.S.
(L.S.) Ohoiseul, Due de Praslin.
(L.S.) El Marquis de Grimaldi.
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Department of History 
Creighton University 
Omaha, Nebraska 68131 
January 29, 1569

APPENDIX II

Angeles Rubio-Arguelles, Countess of Berlanma 
ARA Theater '
Málaga, Spain

Dear Countess of Berlanga:

Perhaps by now, Mr.•Dewey Crowder of Mobile, Alabama has written
a letter of introduction^concerning me, Harold Douglas Williams. 
Mobile, now trie siscer city to Malaga, Spain, is my hometown, I 
em^presently in ray second year of graduate study at Creighton 
University in Omaha, Nebraska. While pursuing a Master of Arts 
degree m  Colonial American and Latin American History—-my major 
and minor fields of study respectively--! serve as a graduate 
fellow, teaching World History at the University. I am to receive a Master of Arts in History in June, 1969.
I am presently in the final stage of completing my master’s thesis.
The tiL.le is ’’Bernaror de Galvez and the Anglo-American Struggle for 
tne Trans-Appalachian Nest, 1776-1779.’.’ It deals with Governor 
Bernardo de Galvez or Spanish Louisiana, whose headquarter was in 
New^Orleans, and the leading western colonists’ cooperative efforts 
during the American Revolution to defeat the British in the West.
This dynamic young Spanish governor and the Western Patriots under
took joint actions to win the war long before Spain officially de
clared war against Great Britain in June, 1779.

My interest in this subject developed from a number of sources.
Dr.^Lewis A.^Tambs, Director of the Center of Bolivian Studies at 
Creighton University, encourage my initial interest in this area.
X prepared a paper ror his seminar on Galvez last Spring and sent 
to the "Comision De Historia Del Instituto Panamericano De Geografia 
E His toria’A in Tacubaya, Mewico for publication. Further research 
on the Governor in America revealed his unlimited asistance for the 
Amei'ican cause,^especially his recapture of Mobile during his campaign to restore Spanish hegemony over the entire rim of the-Caribbean.
The Governorjandhis country's efforts to help the American insurgents 
launch:the i-irit successful w ar‘for independence from a colonial 
power in the Western Hemisphere. This matter has been somewhat
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j-uulude your ‘transía..ted. works in my pre-

After completion of this limited thesis topic--Governor Galvez' 
aid to American colonists from 17/7 to 1/79— 1 intend to write 
a doctoral dissertation on Gálvez and his military exploits to 
recap are tue Floridas., I hops to publish the master and doctoral 
work in order to clarizy to the American public.and my fellow 
scholars, that not nnly France, but Spain played a .'vital' Jrolé in 
this nation's independence,, ~ •

Kt® Crowder informed me of "the five books you have uritten on 
tne Galvez family, ns well as the fact that they have been 
.translated into English® I definitely would like.to obtain 
copies of these. The Un iversity will cover any finances in
volved® Since I would like to include your transia" ted. wp 
sent research, an immediate reply on this matter would be 
appreciated® .

I would value your authoritative opinions and information on 
the. Galvez family and the young governor’s activities in Spain 
and America® I am enclosing an interview-questionnaire for 
your comments. They certainly will shed light on this pro
vocative subject, as well as providing a native liátagan's 
/view of a dynamic Spaniard, Bernardo de Galvez.

Any recommended"research sources-or materials on the Galvez family 
or the Governor that'you would like to provide will be welcomed® 
Please send any such materials as soon as possible, in order that 
I might consider them in my thesis--which is to be submitted to 
the Faculty of Creighton University in partial fulfillment for 
abater of Arts degree on April 1, lyGyl The final binded work 
will be submitted for publication to the University of Alabama 
Press® -
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toAny^as1stance in these matters will be appreciated. I hope 
visit sometime in the future Spain, especially Malaga, whiL 
during research for my Ph®D. degree. At that time I shall be 
happy." to meet you personally and discuss Bernardo da Galvez 
and his dynamic contributions'to Spanish and American History.
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Department of History 
Creighton University 
Omaha, Nebraska 68131 
April 1, l9Sy

Angeles Rubio—Ars'urLles n , -ARA Theater ° • Countess or Berlenga
Malaga, Spain

Dear Countess of Berlanga:

l i T J rrl£ting iTl refe‘fence to the letter of January 2y 1^6y 
? S Ct?,haVe,n°U/reCe:LV£d a replB as of today, i v/4 d4  if 
you. ”  US *oa® error in raail processing, ever reached

A l o - n f l f i  I f  ? ° H  1 f® e n c lo s in s  a copy of that letter.Alon0 witn m e  lecxer l sent an interview-questionnaire for
governoryour consents' on Don Bernardo de olives, Spanish

^ r e 3 * Sa f ? o ? i o u S g f e <* the questions
IX What onustending^ traits and characteristics of 7//r 
f ^ w o u l d  indicate reasons for the Governor’s 

' ' vi0°„ and errorts to restore Spanish glory and hr^emony 
over West end East Florida? ° oay

Salvaz so viSorously support the American FaLr-ols m  m.s west area between the Appalachian
ang tne Mississippi River) from' 1777 to 1779,

. Ion* be.lore his government officially declared war 
againsc Great Britain?

3) Can you offer any interesting comments about
Gaiveehometown, Malaga, with respect to

-nance upon his carry lire and career.
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Mr Harold D.Williams 
Instructor»Creighton University

Dear Mr Williams

i n 01VO

KD'S,

I am answer ing  your l e t t e r  as s o o n  as p o s i b l e , so  that  i t  can r e a c h  yo 
i n  t i m e . P l e a s e  excuse  me, but I am g o in g  t o  answer i n  Spanish  your 
i n t e r w i e w - q u e s t i o n n a i r e , s o  th a t  I can  do i t  more r a p i d l y  and I  h o 
pe our mutual f r i e n d  Mr Dewey Crowder ca n  t r a n s l a t e  i t ; I  thank him 
f o r  t h i s .

1——P r i n c i p a l e s  c a r a c t e r í s t i c a s  de la f a m i l i a  C a lv e z ,q u e  in d i q u e n  l a s  r a z o n e s  que 
impulsaban  a l  gobernador  para r e s t a u r a r  la  g l o r i a  y  hegemonía e s p a -  
ñola  sobre  e l  Este  y e l  Oeste de la  F l o r i d a  

u¡: Be s p u e s t a - L o s  Ga lvez  e r a n  una f a m i l i a  e s e n c i a l m e n t e  pa tr i o t a  , a m b i c i o s a  y e s c l a v a■d-̂
 de sus d e b e re s  con España y c o n  e l  Bey C a r l o s  I I I , e  q u ie n  d e b i a n  su

e n e umbramiénto .
2Q_ ;por  que Ca lv ez  ayudó a l o s  P a t r i o t a s  Americanos en l o s  Montes Ap pa la ch ian s  

y e l  Bio  M i s s i s s i p p i , an te s  de ser  o f i c i a l m e n t e  d e c l a r a d a  la  guerra  
por  e l  C o b ie r n o  Españo l  c o n t r a  Cran Bre taña?

Be sp ue s t a -B e r n a r d o  de Ca lv ez  era muy i n t e l i g e n t e , t en ia  una v i s i o n  muy c l a r a  de 
la p o l i t i c e  l l e v a d a  por  l o s  i n g l e s e s , ( s i emp re  t r a i d o r e s  y f a l s o s ) , y  
r e c o n o c í a  la e x t r a o r d i n a r i a  f u e r z a  de l o s  p a t r i o t a s  Americanos en su 
a f an de ganar t i e r r a s  para su j o v e n  ü a c i o n ; C a l v e z  a d iv in a b a  que se 
c o n v e r t i r í a n  co n  el  t iempo  en a l g o  mundialmente importante  y t en ia  
muy a p r e c i d a s  amistades  e n t r e  l o s  j e f e s  am er i c an os .

2 2 - c o m e n t a r i o s  sobre  la i n f l u e n c i a  de l a  Ciudad que v i ó  nacer  a l o s  c a l v e z



l a  im p o r t a n c i a  l e í  l u p r  ríe su n a c i m i e n t o  en sus v id a s  y  c u n e r o s .  
e s p u e s t a - L o s  G a l v e z , n a c i d o s  en j a c h a r a v i a y a ,d e  la p r o v i n c i a  de Malaga ,de  f a 

m i l i a  muy n o b l e , ]  e r o  s i n  medios  de f  or tuna , t u v i e r  on -pía luchar  co n  
todas, sus raer zas por  e l e v a r s e  a l o  c a t e g o r í a  pie l e s  c o r r e s p o n d í a  

en la  s o c i e d a d , e n  e l  mundo y en la  p o l í t i c a ; e r a n  una f a m i l i a  muy 
unida que se ayudaban l o s  unos -a  i o s  o t r o s  c o n  v e r d a d e r o  s a c r i f i c i o ;  
adorab an  a su p u e b l o  n a t a l  y a la Ciudad de "‘aulaga en la  que d i e r o n  
sus p r i m e r o s  pa so s  en sus b r i l l a n t e s  y fu l m in a n t e s  car . r e ra s .S i em pre  
m o s t r a r o n  su a g r a d e c i m i e n t o  a e s ta  t i e r r a  y sus r e c u e r d o s  perdura ban  
h a c i a  e l  lugar  que l e s  vic*!' nacer .Un  Macharaviaya c r e a r o n  a sus  expen
s a s , l a s  E s c u e l a s , l a  F abr i ca  de I ' laypes ,e l  Panteón  f a m i l i a r . E n  Malaga 
Crearon  la  C o o p e r a t iv a  de v i n a t e r o s , uno o dos  P a l a c i o s  ,1a E scu e la  
de E au t i c a  y t a n t a s  c o s a s  mas.

I  hope ,th is  w i l l  be o f  a s s i s t s n e e  f o r  your work and i f  you need more 
d e t a i l s , M  Crowdwr has a book o f -m in e  "V idas  que f u e r o n " , th a t  he can  
l end  i t  t o  you u n t i l  I  send i t  w i th  my o ther  p u b l i c a t i o n s .
I  w i l l  be ver p l e a s e d  t o  r e c e i v e  your news.
C o r d i a l l y  yours

136

A n g e l e s  Pub io -Ar  gua’l l e  s , Condesa de Carlanga
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T H E  C R E I G H T O N  U N I V E R S I T Y
a O M A H A ,  N E B R A S K A  6 8 1 3 1  

April 21, 1969
D E P A R T M E N T  O F  M O D E R N  L A N G U A G E S

Dear Harold:

Here is the translation of the Spanish portion of your letter from the Countess 
of Berlanga. The words in parentheses are my additions to make for a smoother 
translation. The one phrase in the letter that is set o ff  by parentheses is 
set o f f  by dashes ( - - )  in the translation.

Question Oner Principal characteristics of the Galvez family which may indicate 
reasons motivation the Governor to restore Spanish glory and hegemony to Eastern 
and Western Florida.

Answer: The Galvez were essentially a patriotic and ambitious family and were 
a slave to their duties toward Spain and toward the King Charles III, to whom 
they owed their eminence.

Question Two: Why did Galvez- help the American Patriots in the Appalachian 
Mountains and the Mississippi River before the Spanish Government "o ffic ia lly  
declared war on Great Britain?

Answer: Bernardo de Galvez was very intelligent, had a very clear vision (idea, 
concept) of the policies carried out by the English--always false and traitor
ous— and he recognized the extraordinary strength of the American Patriots in 
their eagerness to gain land for their young nation. Galvez guessed that in 
time i t  would change into something of world-wide importance, and he held his 
friendships among the American leaders in high esteem.

Question Three: Comment on the city  where the Galvez family originated, and on 
the importance of its birthplace on the lives and careers of the family (members).

Answer: The Galvez family, born in Macharaviaya of the province of Malaga, of 
a very noble but impoverished family, had to fight with a ll its forces in order 
to elevate its e lf  to the category to which it  belonged in society, in politics, 
and in the world, ( it  was) a very united family and (the members) helped each 
other with real sacrifice. They adored the town where they were born and the 
City o f Málaga, in which they began their brilliant and fulminant careers. They 
always showed their gratefulness to this land and their memories of their birth
place lasted a long time. They built, at their own expense, Schools, a Playing 
Card Factory, the family Mausoleum. In Málaga they created the winedealers' 
Cooperative, one or two Palaces, the Nautical School, and so many more things.

One final note—I have followed the Countess's capitalization. I have taken 
care in preparing this translation in case you should need to Quote it  in your 
thesis. If you need any more help with documents in Spanish, do not hesitate 
to ca ll on me.

Yours truly:
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APPENDIX I I I

Census Report, May 12, 1777

District of New Orleans
Balize 42
New Orleans 3202
Right Bank 1747
Left Bank 3206
Bayou Gentilly 411
Total 8428

/O th er D i s t r i c t s /

German Coast 2617
Acadian Coast 1363
Iberville 437
Pointe Coupee 16 35
Opelousas and

Attakapas 1072
Natchitoches and

Rapide 740
Arkansas 81
Illinois 1448
Capuchins 10
Nuns 15
Hunters 80
/Total 94987

Total 17926

Whites 8381
Free Mulattoes 273
Free Negroes 263
Mulatto Slaves 545
Negro Slaves 8464

Total 17926
Able to bear arms 1956

John W. Caughey, Bernardo de 
ualvez in Louisiana. 1776-

I m *  p . 78.------------- 2— —
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