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ABSTRACT:

Between 1708and 1763, metropolitan officials tried to promote a system of intercolonial
commerce between French possessionsin the Americas because of France@® inability to
provide sufficient supplies to its colonies. The god of this policy was to create a self-
sufficient economic spheae within the French Atlantic World. While legd intercolonial
traderose to significant levels during the eighteenth century, it was overshadowed by the
great quantitative supeiority of illegd contraband commerce between British and French
colonies. Because of a variety of structural factors, as well as a series of indficient
policies, illegd commerce was more profitable for French colonies than legitimate
intercolonial trade, and this eventudly led to failure of the @olbertistOecononic system

tha had prevailed in the colonies since the 1670s
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I ntr oduction

In Octoba 1727, Jean-FrZdZic PhAypeaux, comte de Maurepas and acting
minister of the Marinein charge of the colonies, enacted new letters patent that have been
labded by some historians as the Gnog savage piece of colonia economic legislation
ever promulgated.3 Intended at hdting illegd commerce between French and foreign
coloniesin the Americas, theletters paent are the mod significant symbol of the collapse
of French absolutist rule over the econoric fate of its colonies.? Incapable of providing
sufficient supplies to its imperial posessions French authorities enacted legidation to
promote the growth of legd intercolonial trade between the French colonies in order to
create a self-sufficient econonic sphae within the Atlantic world. However, theredlity in
the colonies was tha colonial officials were working towards a de-facto liberalization of
commerce as they became increasingly assodated with the growth of illegd contraband
trade between the French and British colonies.

While recent scholarly work in the field of French Atlantic History has
emphasized the importance of illegd contraband trade beween New England and the
French colonies, the growth and significance of legd, state-spon®red intercolonial trade
has been largdy overlookdl. In Chasing Empire Across the Sea, Kenndh Banks andyzes
the problems of communication and control within the French Atlantic World.2 While he
demondrates the growing role played by metropolitan merchants in creating neworks of

communications Banks fails to discuss the significance of the growth of intercolonial

! James S. Pritchard, In Search of Empire: the French in the Americas, 1670-1730 (Cambridge; New Y ork:
Cambridge University Press, 2004), 241

2 During the eighteenth century, the major French colonies in the Americas were New France, which was
comprised of Canada (modern-day Quebec) and |le Royale (modern-day Cape Breton); Martinique &
Guadeloupe (known as the French West Indies); and Louisiana.

% Kenneth J. Banks, Chasing Empire Across the Sea: communications and the state in the French Atlantic,
1713-1763 (Montreal: McGill-Queen® University Press, 2002).



trade in creating links beween colonies in the French Atlantic. Meanwhile, James
Pritchard® In Search of Empire provides an excellent discussion of the seeds of failure of
the French colonial project in the Americas, but Pritchard largdy overlooks the
importance of intercolonial trade and focuses rather on the growing economic role of
New England as amajor contraband partner for the French colonies.*

While contraband was becoming increasingly important during the eighteenth
century, the growth and impact of intercolonial trade deserves more andysis. The most
significant work on this topic has been written by Jacques Mathieu, who provides precise
data regarding the growth and significance of commerce beween New France and the
West Indies.®> Mathieu fails, however, to compare the growth of legd intercolonia trade
with tha of illegd contraband, akey andysistha has been totally overlooked by scholars
studying intercolonia trade Commerce between New France and the West Indesis also
discussed by L ouis-PhilippeMay, Dale Miqgudon and Clarence Gould, thelatter of whom
aso provides a rare andysis of the commerce between Louisiana and the West Indies.®
Findly, Allana G. Reid is the only scholar to have discussed the process of French
intercolonial trade as a whole, althoughher work provides limited quantitative andysis
and focuses mostly on commerce between Canada and lle Royde.” Quantifying the
growth and andyzing the significance of the major types of intercolonia trade prior to
the Seven YearsOWar will therefore be the first aim of this paper. This andysis will

demondrate tha athoughintercolonial trade did not congitute a large propottion of the

* Pritchard, 197-208

® Jacques Mathieu, Le Commerce entre la Nouvelle-France et les Antilles au XVIlle siécle (MontrZal
Fides, 1981).

® Louis-Philippe May, Histoire Economique de la Martinique (1635-1763). (Paris : M. Riviere, 1930); Dale
Miquelon, GCanada place in the French imperial economy.OF rench historical studies, vol.15, n.3 (spring
1988); Clarence Gould, Orrade between the Windward 1slands and the Continental Colonies of the French
Empire.OMississippi Valley Historical Review 25 (1939).

" Allana G. Reid, Ontercolonial Trade during the French Regime.OCanadian Historical Review 32 (1951).



overall trade of the colonies, it grew at a steady pace during the eighteenth century and
had a great influence on the development of strategic links within the French Atlantic
World.

This pgoe will adsofill an andytical void by comparing dataregarding the French
intercolonial trade with figures regarding commerce between the British colonies in order
to demondrate tha French authorities were at least as successful as British ones in
promoting intercolonial trade The topic of intercolonia trade within the British Atlantic
World has been thoroughly discussed by scholars such as Richard Pares and Richard B.
Sheridan? yet noneof the publicationsdedicated to the economic history of the Atlantic
World have provided a comparison between the French and the British intercolonial
trade This pgoe will aso provide a quantitative compaison between French
intercolonial trade and illegd contraband trade Indeed, scholars such as James Pritchard
have argual tha contraband was much more important than legd commerce® but a
gquantitative andysisis necessary to jugify that clam and will be provided in this pgper.

Findly, a discussion of the causes behind the failure of the French imperid
project in the Americas will be provided. This analysis will demongrate tha economic,
geographic and demographic factors created undeniable market forces tha led to the
failure of the development of a self-sufficient economic system, a phenomenon which

was amplified by ineffective metropoltan and colonial policies.

8 Richard Pares, Yankees and Creoles: The trade between North America and the West Indies before the
American Revolution (Hamden (Conn.): Archon Books, 1968); Richard B Sheridan, Sugar and Slavery: An
economic history of the British West Indies, 1623-1775 (Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, 1973).
® Pritchard, 197.



The @olbertistGeconomic System

In order to undestand the significance of intercolonial trade for metropolitan
authorities, one mug look at the system of economic thoughttha prevailed during the
seventeenth and eighteenth century. The econamic fate of the French colonies in the
Americas was initially in thehandsof a series of monopolstic companies tha were given
exclugve rights to the exploitation of theresources in the New World. In exchange these
companies were compdled to establish colonial settlements unde the authority of the
King. Unde the prevailing econonic system, France favored imports of raw materials
and exports of manufactured goodsby imposng heavy tariffs on the opposte cycle and
prohibiting its colonies from establishing manufactures.’®> Commerce between French
colonies and foreignas was also strictly forbidden and had been commonly known as
@ontrabandGsince the leadership of the Cardind de Richdieu, chief minister of France
from 1624 untl his death in 1642. Richdieu has been labded by severa authors as the
father of the economic system commonly known as MercantilismO" However, a large
debae regarding the meaning of MercantilismOhas been present in the historiography
since the 1960swith the publication of D.C. Coleman® Revisions in Mercantilism.*?
ercantilismOhas often been described as a policy directed at the badance of trade
where a county@ exports should always outweigh its imports in order to get a postive
flow of gold and silver, which would increase the state® tax revenueand in turn alow a

monach to have greater military and politica power. However, as Elie Hecksher argues,

19 Jacques Mathieu, La Nouvelle-France : les Frangais en Amérique du Nord, XVIe-XVIlle siécle (Sainte-
Foy (Qc): Presses de |@niversitZ Laval, 2001), 161.

Y Banks, Chasing Empire Across the Sea, 17

12 Donald Cuthbert Coleman, Revisions in Mercantilism (London: Methuen, 1969).



GMercantilismOis jug a convenient term for summarizing a phase of econormic policy
and econonic ideasQ) and each statesman advocated varying policies.

The econonic system tha prevailed within the French Atlantic world beween
Richdieu® desath and the Seven Years War was largdy influenced by the policies Jean-
Baptiste Colbert, minister of the Marine from 1660 to 1683 Colbert inheited some of
Richdieu® policies, but while the Cardind had stronge politicad motives, Colbert
Qhoughtin commercia terms and looked upon colonization as a mercantile venture, and
colonies as Gieux de commerce(3° Colbert established a much more detailed econonic
framework, and French econonic policy during the eighteenth century should therefore
belabded as @olbertisnQ since Colbat@ successors largdy followed the system putin
place unde his leadership.’® The basis of @olbertismOwas tha the main purpos of the
colonies was to increase France@ progerity. Indvidud merchants were free to condud
commerce between France and its colonies since mog monopoly companies were
dismantled before the end of the seventeenth century.!” Colonies were encouraged to
trade among themselves rather than resort to contraband, because the latter option meant
an outward flow of preciousmetals from French colonies to British ones, which reduced
thar capecity to pay taxes to the French monach. The commerce between New France
and the West Indies was therefore very significant for metropolitan authorities since it

reduced the coloniesOneed to rely onillegd contraband for their basic supply. Colbert@

13 Elie F. Hecksher, MercantilismOin Coleman, 33-34

4 For more on the life and policies of Colbert, see Charles W. Cole, Colbert and a Century of French
Mercantilism (Hamden (Conn.): Archon Books, 1964).

> MathZ Allain, Not Worth a Straw: French colonial policy and the early years of Louisiana (Lafayette
(Louisiana): The Center for Louisiana Studies, University of Southwestern Louisiana, 1988), 14.

' Maurice Filion, La pensée et I’action coloniale de Maurepas vis-a-vis du Canada, 1723-1749 : 'age d’or
de la colonie (MontrZal : LemZac, 1972), 85.

Y The only major monopoly company that remained during the eighteenth century was the Company of the
West Indies, which controlled Louisiana® commerce until 1731.



successors, induding JZome PhAypeaux, Count of Pontchartrain (16991715) and his
son, Jean-FrZdZic PhAypeaux, Count of Maurepas (17231749) made successive
attempts to promote intercolonial trade™® These efforts culminated with MaurepasQl etters
paent of 1727, which removed tariffs on Canada® exports to the West Indies while

preventing foreign shipsfrom sailing within amile of a French colony.*®

Commer ce between New France and the West | ndies

Quantifying the New France - West Indiestrade

Thefirst type of intercolonia trade that developed during the eighteenth century
was the commerce baween New France and the West Indies. Metropolitan officials
sought to promote trade beween these two colonies as early as the 1670s unde the
leadership of Jean-Baptiste Colbert. Throughouthis mandae, Colbert wrote to various
colonia officials ingsting tha they should promote the creation of a regular trading
patern between thetwo colonies:

Cll nOya rien a quoy vous deviez donner plus d@pplicaion qud-fortifier et

augmerter les commercemens de la navigation que leshahitants du Carada ont

ertreprise cete amZeauw ditesisles et” lesexciter de faire construire ou acheter

desvaisseaw pour y edablir leur commerce. E®

Unde Colbert® leadership, several attempts were made by Canadian merchants to send

ships to the West Indies in order to sell surpluses of wheat and flour, but commerce

'8 For more on the origins and importance of the Ph2ypeaux de Pontchartrain family, see Sara E. Chapman,
Private ambition and political alliances: the Phélypeaux de Pontchartrain family and Louis XIV’s
government, 1650-1715 (Rochester: University of Rochester Press, 2004).

9 Maurice Filion, Maurepas, Ministre de Louis XV (1715-1749) (MontrZal : LemZac, 1967), 115.

2 Colbert a Talon, intendant du Canada, 11 fArrier 1671 in Jean-Baptiste Colbert, Lettres, instructions et
mémoires. Tome III. 3° partie, instructions au Marquis de Seignelay, colonies (Paris : Imprimerie
ImpZiale, 1865), 411-412.



between New France and the West Indies was not doneon a regular basis prior to the
eighteenth century.

Jacques Mathieu argues tha the beginning of this commerce was in theyear 1708
in the mids of the War for the Spanish Succession? Although the Count of
Pontchartrain, minister of the Marine from 1699to 1715, was fearful tha any type of
trade between French colonies would undeminethe progeity of the French ports onthe
Atlantic coast, he was forced tha year to abolish duties levied in Martinique on imports
of wheat and flour from Canada® While France was busgy fighting British and Dutch
armiesin Europe it was unable to supply Martiniquewith the basic foodstuffs needed to
feed the growing popuktion and other sources had to be found Pontchartrain® decision
to remove duties created a more favorable context, yet the initial impulse for the
beginning of trade between New France and the West Indies grew out of a colonial
initiative, which was influenced by circumstances of war rather than variationsin the
econonic structure or changesin policy.?

As the eighteenth century progressed, a regular trading patern emerged between
New France and the West Indies and this commerce reached noteworthy propottionsafter
the creation of thefort of Louisbourg in the 1720s L ouisbourg was built on the colony of
Ile Royde after the loss of Acadiato the British unde the Treaty of Utrecht. Its purmpose
was to defend the access to the St-Lawrence River and the Atlantic fisheries. The fort
also became a warehou® for Canadian and tropical goods The West Indies could now

have access to Canadian goods during the winter when the St-Lawrence River was

2L Mathieu, Le Commerce, 14.

2 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 30-31.

% Miquelon, GCanada placeQ) 434.
2 pritchard, 197.



frozen. As for Canadians they could have access to goodsfrom the French West Indies
during the hurricane season tha made tripsto theislandsvery risky.? The great majority
of shipssailing from New France arrived at the port of Saint-Pierre, in Martinique where
goodswere re-exported to smaller islandssuch as Guadd oupe®® Thegoodssent by New
France to Martinique congsted primarily of flour, wheat, fish, peas and lumber. In
exchange New France received syrups molasses and other derivatives of suga, as well

as some coffee and a variety of tropical and metropolitan goods?’

Table 1: Average annual value of shipping from New France to Martinique in 10
000 livres tournois
200 -

180 17483
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97.34
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80 70.79
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51.13
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40

20

T T T T T
1730-1734 1735-1739 1740-1744 1745-1749 1750-1754 1755-1760

Source: Mathieu, Le Commerce, 231.

Table 1 demondrates the growth of the annud value of New France® exports to

Martinique The data comes from Mathieu® work in the French Archives des Colonies,

B Mathieu, Le Commerce, 157 & Filion, La Pensée et I’ Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 164-172.
2 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 87.
7 Ibid., 170

10



where he collected information from ship censuses and official correspondence. In order
to eliminae large annud variations caused by incomplete information and poor
agricultural yields table 1 was condructed by creating periods of five years in which
annud averages of the value of shipping are calculated. Althoughlittle data is available
regarding this commerce before 173Q table 1 demondrates that New France® exports to
Martiniqueincreased steadily after 1730, suffered an important decrease during the War
of the Audrian Succession in thelate 1740s and reached a significant level in the period
17501754, when exports were valued at 1 748 300 livres toumois annudly. During that
period, Martinique® imports from New France represented approximately 7.34% of the
goods it imported from France® As for Canada commerce with the West Indies
represented 8.1% of the colony@total commerce in 1739,and althoughno information is
available regarding the 17501754 period, this propottion likely reached an even greater
level during that period®

Themethod previoudy outlined was also used to create Table 2, which portrays a
similar growth of intercolonial trade beween 1730 and 1754. The available daa
demondrates tha the value of New France@® exports to the West Indies was congstently
greater than the value of its imports. This is explained by the fact tha metropolitan
officials and merchants consdered a triangular trade to beideal.*® Shipswould sail from
France to Quebec or Louisbourg, where metropolitan goodswould be sold in exchange
for food and lumber. These goodswould then be trangported at a high profit to the West
Indies where sugar and othe tropical goodswould be loaded for shipping to France.

Double profits could therefore be achieved ona single trip to the new world.

% May, 321-324.
B Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 197.
% Reid, 248 & Mathieu, Le Commerce, 116.
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Table 2: Average annual value of shipping from Martinique to New France in
10000 livres tournois

60 -
5521

50 [ |

40 —
35.44

30 —

21.04
19.86
20 —

1357

1730-1734 1735-1739 1740-1744 1745-1749 1750-1754

Source: Mathieu, Le Commerce, 232.

Thistrading patern had in fact been advocated by Colbert hdf a century before:
Cexciter-lesfortemert a faire badir de nouveaux vaisseatx et a s@&n servir pour
le tramsport de leur bois et derrZesawx isles et a y charger des sucres les
apporter en Frarce, et de la rapporter auxdits pays les derrZes et aures

marchandisesqui leur sont nZcesaires E*
Althoughsome ships sailed in the other direction to carry tropical goodsto New France
and furs to France, dtatistics available in the archives demondrate tha this form of

triangular trade predomnaed throughoutthe eighteenth century.

3 Colbert a Talon, intendant du Canada, 11 fAsrier 1671 in Colbert, 412.
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The significance of the New France DPWest Indiestrade

Althoughit represented a small propottion of thar overall trade, the New France
D West Indies had an important quditative impact on the development of these colonies
and led to thecreation of strategic linkswithin theFrench Atlantic world.

The Canadian econony was undegoing a severe criss at the onst of the
eighteenth century because of declining fur prices in Europe® From 1685 to 1687,
Canadaproduced an average of 140000 poundsof beaver fur annudly, while the French
market could only absorb between 40 000and 45 000 pounds By 1697, a surplusof more
than 850 000 poundsof beaver had been accumulated and the market was completely
saturated.® This situaion was due to a large increase in the supply of furs, because
French colonists had to increase trading with the naives in order to keep them from
trading with the British. Meanwhile, cheaper furs were inareasingly mixed with beaver to
produc @emi-castorOhats, while European fashion decreed tha has should be smaller
and lighter, which had anegative impact onthe demand for Canadian furs.

Since furs represented a very large pat of Canada@® exports, the colony was in
desperate need to diversify its econony, and agricultural produdion was its best option.
Therura popuation was inareasing rapidly in the eighteenth century and greater yields
often meant tha agricultura surpluses were log if a trading partner was notfound® The
problem was tha Canada could not sell agricultura goods to France because
metropolitan officials did not want colonial prodwcers to compete with European ones, as

Maurepas argued in 1730:

32 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 16.
% Allain, 47.

4 Ibid., 47.

3 Mathieu. Le Commerce, 16.
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Ole degZ sous lequel cete colonie eg situZene peut point lui procurer la meme
richesse quOax Isles de IGA\mZrique, les cultures qui sOypratiquert sont les
memesqui se font dans Le Roiaume, exceptZle vin.G°

Exporting agricultural surplus to the West Indies was therefore Canada@ only legd

avenueto diversify its econony.
Table 3: New France's exports to Martinique, 1739
planks & lumber others

3% 1%
vegetables
-\

3%

cod & other fish
28%

flour
65%

Source: Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 237

Tables 3 and 4 are drawn from MaurepasO official correspondeice, which
provides a detailed statistical table quantifying the value of the different goodstraded
between New France and the West Indies in 1739. This level of precision in the daa

exists only for the year 1739 and it would certainly be false to make assumptions

% Jean-FrZdZric PhAypaux, Comte de Maurepas. Situation du Commerce Extérieur du Roiaume exposée a
Sa majesté par M. le Comte de Maurepas Secrétaire d’Etat aiant le département de la Marine dans le
Conseil Roiale de Commerce tenu a Versailles le 3 Octobre 1730, in Filion, Maurepas, Ministre de Louis
XV, 118-119.

14



regarding the overall patern of trade between the two colonies. It isinteresting, however,
to use that year as a basis for our andysis of the significance of this trade since the daa
provided by Maurepas judifies the arguments made by scholars regarding the New

France DWest Indies trade

Table 4: New France's imports from Martinique, 1739

other goods from France
13%

wine & alcohol |
21% |

sugar & derivatives
58%

other tropical goods
8%

Source : Filion, La Pensée et I’ Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 239.

Table 3 clearly demongrates tha flour and fish condituted the great majority of
New France® exports to theislands. All of the agricultural produds came from Canada,
since no produdion was possible on Ile Royde, and the mgority of cod and other fish
came from lle Royde. This was significant because ships salling from Quebec to
Louisbourg would sell pat of thear foodto the papulation of Ile Royde, and then use the
proceedsto buy cod in orde to complete thar cargoes of flour and lumber for trangport

to the West Indies. This made commerce with the idands more profitable because

15



cargoes were more diversified and profits were less dependent on the price of a single
produd.®’ Thesignificance of Ile Royade( produdion of cod is better explained by Gilles
Hocguat, Intendant of New France from 1729to 1748:

OThe cargo of a 200-ton ship coming from the Iles du Vent with molasses

sugars syrups and other goods would be worth 40,000 to 50,000 livres The

Caradan produce that the same ship could cary to the islands in wood and

provisions would total at most 15,000 livres Thus the trace of the islands with

Carada camot be balancedexcep by the shipmerts of flour and biscuit mace to

Ile Royale, thereto be converted into cod that goesto the islands or to Frarnce.

Almost all the ships from Frarce after having mack their sales at Quebec go to

the llesdu Vert via lle Royale. Those that go directly from Carada to the llesdu

Vent canonly make a part of their return cargp in the produce of that colony and

thereg in bills of exchange.3®
Intercolonial trade was therefore very significant for New France because it enabled the
Canadian econony to diversify its expoits away from the declining fur market while
allowing Ille Royde to find a market for its cod produdion. As table 4 demongrates,
trading with the idlandsalso meant tha both colonies ensured a steady supply of tropical
and metropolitan goods which France did notsupply in sufficient quantity.®

The New France B West Indies trade was adso significant for the idands since
risng suga prices meant tha the West Indies became highly specialized in the

produdion of cash crops butalso highly dependent on supplies of food and lumber, both

3" Miquelon, GCanada® placeQ 439.

% Hocquart au Ministre, Quebec, 8 oct. 1743, quoted and translated in Dale Miquelon, New France, 1701-
1744 “A Supplement to Europe” (Toronto: McClelland & Stewart, 1987), 141.

3 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 22-25.
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of which were not adequaely supplied by France.** Food was needed in great quantity to
feed the growing dave popuktion, and lumbe was necessary to fud the cane-processing
mills. Clarence Gould calculates tha fish imported throughintercolonial trade replaced
about ten percent of the protein intake provided by European beef, which in many years
made the difference between plenty and want** This is in stark contrast with James
Pritchard® argument that there was a lack of profitable cargo for ships sailing from
Canadato the West Indies.*? Pritchard even argues tha Canadian softwood lumber was
less durable and less demanded than timber from New England. This is, however,
contradicted by the fact tha intendants in Martiniquerepeatedly wrote to the minister in
France to report that ships from New France sold thar goodsimmediately uponarrival
and tha demand for Canadian produds was never satisfied; and they ingsted uponthe
minister@ hdp in promoting that trade® Mathieu also demondrates tha lumber from
New France was in such demand that it was generaly sold at eleven times its cost of
produdion and trangortation** Goods from New France were therefore in heavy
demand in the West Indies, and it was not because of alack of competitiveness, as James
Pritchard argues, tha this commerce failed to reach its full potential.

Metropolitan merchants had large incentives to paticipae in the growth of
intercolonial trade As was previoudy demongrated, a form of triangular trade existed
between France and its colonies, and this enabled merchants to doubk ther profits on a
single trip to the New World. Interestingly, the predomnant France-Louisbourg-

Martinique France trading patern took an average of 14 to 25 weeks to complete,

“© Ibid., 25.

1 Gould, 485.

“2 pritchard, 199.

43 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 23;172-173.
4 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 177-180.
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whereas the France-Martinique L ouisbourg-France patern usudly required between 115
and 20 weeks.*® The triangular trade conduded by metropolitan authorities was slower,
and therefore more expensve than the opposte route, yet statistics presented in tables 1
and 2 clearly demondrates tha it was predomnant. One could therefore arguethat the
New France-West Indies-France triangular trade was very profitable for metropolitan
merchants, since they accepted higha cods in order to follow this specific patern of
intercolonial trade

Anothe factor tha madeintercolonial trade so significant for the West Indies was
tha New France consumed the low qudity syrups tafias and molasses tha were the
byproduds of suga produdion. These byproduds were consumed in New France as a
cheape aterndive to suga, while there was hardly any demand for them in Europe This
was very significant because planters could increase the level of refining of thar suga,
since the increased amount of byproduds would not be wasted but exported to other
colonies. This made suga plantations more profitable because highe qudity suga was
exported to Europe a much highe prices.*® John J. McCusker has demonstrated tha
another key impact of the increased refining of suga in the West Indies was that
molasses could be distilled into rum.*’ The production of rum in the Atlantic world
increased rapidly from the sixteenth century onwards and rum was initially distilled in
the French West Indies and Canada In thelate seventeenth century, however, the English

paliament banned imports of French brandy to protect its own producers. In response to

*® Statistics drawn from table presented in Banks, Chasing Empire Across the Sea, 70-71

4 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 22.

47 John J. McCusker, Orhe business of distilling in the Old World and the New World during the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries: therise of a new enterprise and its connection with colonial
America.Oin John J. McCusker & Kenneth Morgan (eds.) The Early Modern Atlantic Economy
(Cambridge; New Y ork: Cambridge University Press, 2000).
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the loss of the English market, the powerful French brandy lobby was able to persuade
the govanment to ban the distilling of anything other than wine, not only in France but
aso in the French colonies.”® This decision had a negative impact on the demand for
molasses in Canada, and encouraged French planters to engagein contraband with British
colonies, which boughtincreasing amounts of French molasses for thar distilleries. In
Bogon aong the imports of French molasses increased from about 3000 hogseads in

1725t0 20000 hogsheads six years later.*

Illegal commer ce between New England and the French West Indies

When discussing the importance of intercolonia trade within the French Atlantic
world, onemud not forget that the significance of legd exchanges between colonies was
severely undemined by the presence of illegd commerce with foreign colonies. As we
have seen previoudy, contraband was prohibited unde the French @olbertistOsystem,
yet this did not prevent merchants from engagingin illegd commerce. Thegreat mgjority
of contraband was not recorded in French sources for obviousreasons and a significant
amount may have skewed the ddaa sets presented in tables 1 and 2. Some officias
claimed tha contraband ships from New England sailed to Louisbourg, pretended to be
carrying goodsfrom New France, and then carried these goodsto Martinique without
having to pay any duties.® While James Pritchard argues tha contraband was more
significant than intercolonial trade for the development of French colonies, no publication

has compared the two paternsof tradein quantitative terms.>

48 McCusker, 212.

“9 Sheridan, 352-353.
%0 Gould, 484.

51 Pritchard, 197.
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An andysis of the data gahered by lan K. Steele in English archives allows for a
guantitative assessment of the number of ships sailing from the British port of Bogon to
the French West Indies. While this commerce was illegd in British colonies, colonia
officials in New Engand recorded the volume of shipping with foreign colonies with
much more precision than French colonial officials. This indicates that protectionist
legidation was more loo=ly applied in the British Empire than in the French colonies,

since officials recorded illegd commercial activities.

Table 5: Average annual number of ships sailing to the French
West Indies
Period From Boston From New France
1732-1733 62 23.6
1737-1738 82 21.6

Source: lan K. Steele, The English Atlantic, 1675-1740: An exploration of communication and
community (New Y ork: Oxford University Press, 1986), 297; Mathieu, Le Commerce, 224-225.

The peiods 17321733 and 17371738 are the only periods for which it is
possible to compare the daa provided by Mathieu regarding the volume of shipping
between New France and the French West Indies with the daa provided by Steele
regading the volume of contraband from the port of Bogon. This compaison clearly
demondrates tha contraband from the port of Boston aloneexceeded the volume of legd
intercolonial trade by two and a hdf to three and a hdf times during the 17305, and this
propottion does not even indude contraband shipping from other British ports such as
New York or Chaleston. Table 5 clearly demondrates tha illegd commerce represented
amuch greater propottion of the French West IndiesCtrade than intercolonial trade

The daa provided by Steele does not indicate the type and value of goods
exchanged throughcontraband, however other sources demondrate tha the British North

Americans carried food, draught animals and lumber to the French West Indies and
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received in exchange syrups molasses, suga and other tropical goods™ Contraband was
therefore in direct competition with intercolonial trade because the same types of goods
were exchangead. However, this competition does not seem to have affected intercolonial
trade very much, since it inareased significantly between 1730and 1754, as tables 1 and
2 indicate. Despite the quantitative predomnance of illegd commerce, the trade between
New France and the West Indies was significant enoughfor both colonies to pursueit in
inceasing volume. The available daa does not demondrate whether the rise of
intercolonial trade had a negdive impact on contraband, which was one of the origind
objectives sought by Maurepas and othe metropolitan officials who promoted this

commerce.

Commer ce between L ouisiana and the West | ndies

Quantifying the Louisiana - West Indiestrade

From the 1730sonwards, another type of intercolonial trade between Louisiana
and the West Indies emerged. The French colonization of Louisianabegan in 1699 with
the congruction of Fort Maurepas. The colony® trade was monopolzed by a series of
unsuccessful companies during its first decades, the mog famous of which was John
Law@ West India Company. Initially, the West Indies provided L ouisianawith foodguffs
because France sent too few shipsto supply themainland colony>® Indeed, between 1703
and 1711, only five metropolitan ships sailed to Louisianato provide foodguffs, which

often forced thesoldiers to live in thewoodswith the Indianswhile the colonists survived

2 McCusker, 211.
3 Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 368.
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on sagamitZ and boiled comn.> After a few years of econonic and demographic growth,
Louisana began produang more food than its colonists could consume. However, a
regular trading patern between the colonies only emerged after the dissolution of the
West India Company and the remova of tariffs on Louisiana@ exports to the West Indies
in 1731.As Clarence Gould demondrates, political actionsrather than economnic forces
stimulated the beginning of regular trade between thetwo colonies.® Throughan andysis
of official correspondence between the ministers of the Marine and colonia officials,
Gould shows tha Louisiana sent lumber, livestock and flour to the West Indies, as the

idandsconsstently tried to find suppliers of these basic commodities to sugain the

Table 6: Number of ships sailing between Louisana and the West Indies, 1735-1764
25
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development of thar cash crop econonies. In exchange Louisanaimported a variety of
tropical and metropolitan goodsthat were severely lacking in the colony >

Recent archival research peformed by Shannon Lee Dawdy provides daa
regarding the volume of shipping between Louisiana and the West Indies. This daa set
should only beregarded as indicative, since only twenty to thirty percent of shipping was
actudly recorded.”” Table 6 shows tha the LouisianaWest Indies trade reached its peak
in the period 17411746 a decade earlier than the New France B West Indies trade The
volume of trade also reached impressive levels in the early pat of the 1760, after the
hodilities of the Seven Y ears War ended in the New World, and this can be attributed to
theend of the New France BDWest Indies trade when the former colony fell into thehands
of the British. Colonists in the French West Indies had to find other sources of food and
lumber, which led to an increase in tradewith Louisiana This phenomenonindicates tha
there was a certain amountof competition between Louisianaand New France regarding

exports to the West Indies.

The significance of the Louisana BDWest Indiestrade

During thefirst decades of French settlement in Louisiana, trade with the French
idands played an important role in the development of the colony as Saint-Domingue
provided Louisianawith foodduffs in years of famine Geographical proximity explains
why, unlike New France, Louisana continued its commercia relationsip with Saint-
Dominguewhen it began exporting wood and, to a smaller extent, meat and vegetables.

Sixty percent of ships sailing from Louisiana to the Antilles between 1735 and 1763

56 77

1bid., 474.
> Shannon Lee Dawdy, La Ville Sauvage: ‘Enlightened’ colonialism and creole improvisation in New
Orleans, 1699-1769. (unpublished PhD dissertation, University of Michigan, 2003), 132.

23



indicated Saint-Domingue as ther destinaion>® Not enough statistics are available to
provide a detailed andysis of the propottion of the different commodities traded between
the two colonies. Official correspondence demondrates, however, tha this commerce
was significant for Louisiana because it provided a market for its initial produdions
before the colonists resorted to produdng tobacco and other cash crops® Trading with
theidandsalso ensured a greater access to metropolitan and tropical goods since France
sent very few shipsto the mainland colony.*

As for the West Indies, officias were looking for any alternaive source of food
and lumber as it decreased dependence on France or contraband trade to supply the
growing suga economes. This commerce was also significant for metropolitan
authonties tha were attempting to restrict trade with British colonies unde the
@olbertistGeconormic system. In fact, Le Moynede Bienville, @ommissaire-OrdonaeurO
of the colony, wrote to Maurepas in 1732 argung tha Louisiana should be given every
oppotunity to supply the idandsin the same way as New England did for the British
West Indies.”* This demondrates Louisianal3 potential as a major supplier of food and

lumber to the West Indies, a statustha New France was also trying to achieve.

Illegal commer ce between Louisiana and foreign colonies
When andyzing the volume of trade between Lousianaand the West Indies, one
should not forget tha this was only a fraction of the total colonial commerce of the

mainland colony. Dawdy@® research demondrates that trade with the West Indies only

8 Dawdy, 137.

* Nancy M. Miller Surrey, The commerce of Louisiana during the French Regime: 1699-1763 (New Y ork:
Columbia University, 1916), 159.

60 Banks, Chasing Empire Across the Sea, 167.

- Miller Surrey, 374.
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represented 49% of officially recorded intercolonia trade duning the period 17351764,
compared to 40% for trade with Spanish colonies and 11% for trade with British and
Dutch colonies.®? Given the harsh pendties advocated in the 1727 letters paent for
merchants engaging in illegd commerce, it can be assumed tha the mgority of the
contraband was not officially recorded.®® Therefore, trade with the West Indies probably
represented a much smaller propottion of Louisiana@® trade than the 49% calculated by
Dawdy. Regardless, the daa sets she provides demondrate the emergence and growth of
aregular patern of commerce between Louisanaand the West Indies after 1731, with at
least oneship sailing between thetwo colonies in twenty-two of thethirty years tha form

theperiod 17351764.

Commer ce between Canada and |le Royale

Quantifying the Canada Blle Royaletrade

Within the region of New France, a significant trading patern emerged between
the colonies of Canadaand Ile Royde after the condruction of the fort of Louisbourg in
the 1720s Since no agricultural produdion was possible on lle Royale, the colony
imported the majority of its food from Canada Louisbourg was aso dependent on the
mainland colony for lumber and even for muritionsin times of war.** In exchange Ile
Royde merchants exported cod, but also salt and other types of fish, which were added to
cargoes sailing to the West Indies or brought back to Quebec for consumption in

Canada® During the first hdf of the eighteenth century, Ile Royde( fishing indusry

2 Dawdy, 137.

% Dawdy, 163.

® Reid, 240.

8 Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 179-180.
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produced over ten percent of al the cod caughtin North American waters, and more than
athird of the French share of tha catch.®® Because the waters near Louisbourg are at the
intersection of the streams from Labrador, the Gulf Stream and the waters of the St-
Lawrencerivers, thisareais particularly favorable to the development of microorganisms
conaumed by cod, which madeit oneof the densest fishing areasin theworld.®’

Table 7: Annual average number of ships sailing from Quebec to lle Royale

35 4

30.2
30 —
27.75

25 —

20 —

1720-1724 1725-1729 1730-1734 1735-1739
Source: Mathieu, Le Commerce, 224-225.
The key to undestanding this trade however, is tha Louisbourg became a

warehous where Canadian and tropical goodswere exchanged.®® After the congruction

of thefort, the New France DWest Indies trade could take place year-round,regardless of

€ Christopher Moore, (Cape Breton and the North Atlantic World in the Eighteenth Century.Oln Kenneth
Donovan (ed.) The Island: New Perspectives on Cape Breton History, 1713-1990 (Fredericton: Acadiensis
Press; University College of Cape Breton Press, 1990), 34.

®7 Jean-Franeois Brisre, La péche francaise en Amérique du Nord au XVIlle siécle (Saint-Laurent

(QC): Fides, 1990), 2.

%8 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 157 & Filion. La Pensée et I’ Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 164-172.
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the frozen state of the St-Lawrence or the risks of huricanes in the Caribbean. It is
therefore important to remember tha although some of the goods trangoorted between
Canada and lle Royde were conumed in these colonies, many were aso pat of the
greater New France DWest Indiestrade

Thedaaregading the volume of shipping beween Canadaand Ile Roydeisvery
limited. Table 7 was condructed usng the same method as for tables 1 and 2, and
demondrates the growth of the volume of shipping beween the two colonies in the
period 17201739.Since the propation of goodstha were actudly consumed as pat of
this trading patern is unknown, an andysis of the value of shipping beween the two
colonies would be useless. We can observe, however, tha the number of ships sailing
between the two colonies reached a significant propottion as early as the peiod 1725
1729.Althoughlittle datais available regarding the years after 1739,onecan assume that
thevolume of shipping between Canadaand Ile Royde grew to even greater levels asthe

New France DPWest Indies tradereached its peak in the 1750s

The significance of the Canada Plle Royale trade

The main significance of the Canada - |le Royde pattern of tradelies in the fact
tha Ile Royde was dependent uponimports of flour, biscuits, vegetables and munitions
from Canada® athough these produds were aso illegdly supplied by the British
through contraband. By giving Canada the role of supplying lle Royde, metropolitan
authorities were trying to eliminae any incentive for colonial merchants to trade with
foreignas. The dstatistics presented in table 8 are once agan drawn from MaurepasO

correspondence detailing the quantity and types of goodsimported in Ile Royde from

% Reid, 240.
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Canada in 1739. This table clearly demonstrates that the great majority of Canadal3
exports to Louisbourg were flour and biscuits, some of which were consumed in the
colony with the rest re-exported to the West Indies. Althoughthe propottionsvaried on
an annud basis, one can clearly see tha it would have been difficult for the French
garison stationed at Louisbourg to survive withou intercolonia trade, given the fact tha
France was providing very limited supples. Findly, the central role played by
Louisbourg in the New France BDWest Indies commerce trandormed it, if only for afew

decades, into a progperouscommercia center.”™

Table 8: Canada's exports to lle Royale, 1739

planks
1%

others

/’2%

tobacco

4%

peas
5%

flour
49%

biscuits
37%

Source: Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 178.

For Canada, the significance of the commerce with Ile Royde lay primarily in the
previoudy demondrated fact that the presence of Louisbourg alowed the greater New

France-West Indies to take place year-round. The importance of Louisbourg for Canada

" Mathieu, Le Commerce, 15-16.
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is exemplified by thefact tha grain prices in Quebec City immediately fell by half when
lle Royde was captured by theBritish in 1745

Trading with Ile Royade was aso extremely important for Canadian merchants,
since they could paticipate in intercolonial trade by selling their produds in Louisbourg
with small forty to sixty ton ships whereas sailing to France or the West Indies required
larger shipstha they did not possess.’? With the creation of the fort of Louisbourg, they
could afford to engage in trade whereas they had previoudy been dependent uponthe
interests of metropolitan merchants.” TheNew France Blle Royde trade was therefore a

significant stimulusfor thelarge New France BWest Indies commerce.

Illegal commer ce between New England and Ile Royale
When discussing the commerce between Canada and Ile Royde, it should not be

forgotten tha there was an important patern of contraband trade between lle Royde and

the British colonies of New England and Acadia. Table 9 is drawn from daa gathered by

Table 9: Average annual shipping to Louisbourg
period From France From French Colonies From British colonies
1733-1735 63.7 44.3 48
1736-1740 58 31.25 40.25
1742-1743 57.5 36.5 72.5

Source: John S. McLennan, Louisbourg from its foundation to its fall, 1713-1758 (Sydney, N.S,,
Fortress Press, 1963), 222.

J. S. McLennan, which demondrate that illegd contraband with British colonies was
greater than the intercolonial trade conduded by Ile Royde. Almog all of the foreign
ships recorded at Louisbourg came from New England because the British mainland

colony was closer to lle Royde and could supply it with the same type of goodsproduced

I Moore, 45.
" Reid, 236.
8 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 89.
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in New France.”* British sources indicate tha contraband trade with Louisbourg was a
very profitable busness for colonia merchants because they could acquire tropical goods
without having to sail to the West Indies. Peter Faneuil, a prominent Massachusetts
merchant, received in 1729rum, suga, molasses, meat, cotton wool, cocoa wine, brandy
and silks from Louisboury, al of which had been sent there by merchants in Guaddoupe
and La Rochdle.”® As for the inhabitants of Louisbourg, contraband allowed them to

acquire much-needed food and building material, since they did not produce these goods
themselves. In fact, Jacques IHermitte, a French engineer working at Louisbourg in the
mid-1710sargued tha New Englandes sold their goodsat lower prices than French

merchants, which might explain why illegd commerce was more important than
intercolonial trade’® As for the volume of shipping between France and Ile Royde
recorded by McLennan, it should not be forgotten tha the majority of metropolitan ships
were fishing boas tha anchored at Louisbourg in order to get supplies without engaging
in any type of large-scale commercia activity. Contraband trade therefore condituted a
vital pat of the commerce of Ile Royde, yet table 9 still demondrates that intercolonial

trade was an important source of supplies and wealth for the popuktion of Louisbourm.

Other patter ns of French intercolonial trade

Other paterns of intercolonia trade were too inggnificant to judify further

andysis. Trade beween the various West Indies colonies was never very large because

™ Donald F. Chard, Orhe Price and Profits of Accommodation: Massachusetts Louisbourg Trade, 1713-
1744.0in Seafaring in Colonial Massachusetts, a conference held by the Colonial Society of
Massachusetts, November 21-22, 1975 (Boston: The Society; Charlottesville: distributed by the University
Press of Virginia, 1980), 150 & Pritchard, 201.

" Chard, 146.

" Ibid., 135.
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these colonies producd similar types of goods During the Seven Y ears War, some trade
took place between Saint-Domingueand the other idandssince the former could supply
some of the basic needs of its neghboss, especialy in terms of lumber, but this was
exceptiond.”” As for trading between Canada and Louisiana, it was not mentioned once
in abodk by Alfred Hero dedicated to therelations between Canada and Louisianasince
1673, which indicates tha it was not done on a regular basis because both colonies
produced the same types of goodsduring tha period.”® Regarding commerce between
Cayenne and the West Indies, Ciro Flamarion Cardo® argues tha it began after the
Seven Years War because the French colony of Guyanafailed to develop economcally
prior to 1763” Cayenne merchants did send two small ships carrying wood, cacao and
other tropical goads to the French West Indies in 1752, but the experiment was not
repeated until 1766.After tha dae, aregular trading patern emerged as Cayennebecame
an dternative source of supplies for the French idands who re-exported metropolitan

goodsto the mainland colony in exchangefor lumber, cacao and coffee.®

The British intercolonial trade

In 1732, Le Moyne de Bienville, the @ommissaire-OrdonaeurOof Louisiana,
wrote to Maurepas arguing tha Louisiana should be given every oppotunity to supply
theisandsin the same way as New England did for the British West Indies®! One can

therefore wonde the role played by intercolonia trade within the British Atlantic

"May, 154.

"8 Alfred O. Hero, Louisiana and Quebec: bilateral relations and comparative sociopolitical evolution,
1673-1993 (Lanham (Md.): University Press of America, 1995), 39-45.

" Ciro Flamarion Cardoso, La Guyane Francaise (1715-1817): Aspects économiques et sociaux (Petit-
Bourg (Guadeloupe) : Ibis Rouge, 1999), 284-287.
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Empire. Compaing the evolution of this commerce with French intercolonial trade can
provide a framework to determine the extent of the success, or failure, of French colonia
and metropolitan policies amed at promoting commercia links between the French
colonies.

Intercolonial trade within the British Atlantic Empire began much earlier than
French intercolonial trade As early as the 1620s the colony of Virginia exported
livestock and naval stores to other British colonies such as Massachusetts and
Barbados® Large-scale intercolonial trade started in 1647, when New England began
sending regular shipments of grain, beef, bread, fish, live cattle and horses to the British
West Indies in exchangefor sugar, cotton, tobacco and indigo 2 Most of the ships sailing
from British North America to the West Indies anchored at Barbados which remained
Britain® mos progperoustropical colony unil the mid-eighteenth century.®* A form of
triangular trade similar to wha was observed within the French Atlantic world linked
England, North America and the West Indies during the seventeenth century. By 1700,
however, the mgjority of shipping was done directly between North America and the
West Indies as colonia ships rarely sailed for England® Indeed, a mgjor difference
between the French and British intercolonia trade was tha British colonial merchants
dominated the supply of foodguffs to the West Indies and the region@ inter-island trade,

and metropolitan merchants had little influence upon the patterns of intercolonial trade®

8 April Lee Hatfield, Arlantic Virginia: Intercolonial relations in the seventeenth century.

(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2004), 43.

% Sheridan, 314.

:;‘Anthony McFarlane, The British in the Americas, 1480-1815 (London; New Y ork: Longman, 1994), 133.
Peres, 6-7.
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British intercolonial trade played a very significant role in the econonic
development of British colonies. British North America faced the same econormic
problems as New France because mog of its produdion could not be sold in England
because it was in competition with metropolitan producers. Commerce with the West
Indies enabled North American produers to find a market for ther produdionsof food,
lumber and ships®” From the eighteenth century onwards, the relationship of dependency
was reversed, as tropical colonies such as Barbados became increasingly dependent upon
the steady supply of food and lumber offered by New England and other mainland
colonies.® In exchange North American merchants received suga and other tropical
goods as well as derivatives of suga. Molasses were paticularly important as the raw
material for rum digtilleries, which not only supplied mainland markets in North
America, butwere also exported to marketsin Europeand Africa®

Intercolonial trade was therefore as significant for British colonies as it was for
French colonies, which explains why British officials were aso trying to prevent the
growth of illegd contraband. In 1675,the Lords of Trade a standing committee of the
Privy Coundl, was created to oversee England® Atlantic Trade and the administration of
its colonies. The growth of contraband between British North America and the French
West Indies was such, however, tha British planters pressured the British government
into enacting the Molasses ActOin 1733 to forbid the imports of French molasses in
British colonies. This measure was aimed at eliminaing the main market for French

molasses in orde to provide a competitive advantage to British suga planters, but the

8 McFarlane, 119.
8 Sheridan, 314.
8 McFarlane, 161.
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Act was barely applied by North American colonia officials and contraband continued to

disrupt paternsof intercolonial trade®

Table 10: Average volume of shipping within the British and French Empires

Period British North America to Barbados New France to Martinique

1681-1682 141 n.a.

1700 188 n.a.
1715-1716 208 n.a.
1720-1721 250 n.a.
1736-1737 160 32
1740-1744 n.a. 29
1750-1754 n.a. 714

Source: Steele, 284; Mathieu, 225.

Table 10 demongrates tha the volume of British intercolonial trade was much
more important than the volume of French intercolonial trade Unfortunaely, the mos
detailed data regarding the British intercolonial trade is provided by Steele, who
restricted his research to the period 16811737, whereas the daa provided by Mathieu
regarding the French intercolonial trade beginsin 1730.However, the period 17361737
can be used as a direct comparison between the two paterns of trade, and during this
period, the British intercolonia trade was exactly five times larger than the French
intercolonial trade This comparison clearly demondrates that intercolonia trade was
guantitatively much more important for the British colonies.

However, when the daa concerning intercolonial trade is scaled to reflect the
popuktions of the different colonies, one can observe tha commerce beween French
colonies could possibly have been of greater significance than British intercolonia trade
despite the large differences in the volume of shipping. Jacques Mathieu argues tha the
popuktion of New France rose from 14 000in 1700 to 55 000in 1755%* which equaes

to an annud growth rate of 2.52%. This means that the popubtion of New France was

% McCusker, 217.
%1 Mathieu, La Nouvelle-France, 156.
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approximately 35150in 1737.Tha year, there was therefore one ship sailling from New
France to the West Indies for approximately every 1100inhéabitants of theformer colony.
As for British North America, Anthony McFarlane argues tha its popuktion rose from
300 000 in 1700to 2.3 million in 177Q% which equaes to an annud growth rate of
2.95%. This meanstha the popuktion of British North America was approximately 879
600in 1737.There was one ship sailing from British North America to the West Indies
for approximately every 5500inhabitants of theformer colony. French intercolonial trade
was therefore five times larger than British intercolonial trade in propottion to the
popuktion of the mainland colonies, although the volume of shipping between New
France and the French West Indies might be skewed by the presence of contraband
among Mathieu® data®® Regardless of statistical discrepandes, it would certainly be
false to assume tha intercolonial trade had more significance for British colonies than it
did for French ones, and one could even claim tha French metropolitan and colonial
officials were at least as successful as British ones in promoting the growth of

commercia linksbeween colonies.

The seeds of failure of inter colonial trade

Within all three magjor paterns of intercolonial trade strategic links were created
between the colonies, which also became less dependent on France or contraband for
thar basic supplies. One could argue however, tha this quditative significance did not
trandate into a propottiond quantitative growth of intercolonial trade This commerce

gradudly increased throughout the eighteenth century, and was propottionaely as

92 McFarlane, 229.
% Thisis explained on p.17.
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significant as British intercolonial trade but the volume of trading remained small
compared to the volume of contraband trade with British colonies. One can therefore
arguethat the god of creating a truly self-sufficient econonic spheae within the French
Atlantic world was not reached during the eighteenth century. A further discussion of the
seeds of the failure of this project is necessary to demondrate tha a series of structural
factors, as well as inefective metropolitan and colonia policies, explain the contnued

role played by contraband in unde'mining the growth of French intercolonial trade

Geographic factors

Maurice Filion argues tha British colonies, especialy New England, were ideal
trading partners for the West Indies since they produced the goodsneeded by theidands
were closer and had easier sailing routes to the West Indies than other French colonies.**
Geographically, the port of Bogon had a much easier access to Louisbourg than New
France did, since the Gulf of the St-Lawrence was an extremely hard navigaiond route.
It was closed during the frozen months and when it was practicable, ships would
sometimes sail from Quebec to within four miles of Louisbourg and then bedrifted so far
by strongwindsthat the captain would chocse to sail to Martiniqueingead.” The ports
of New England were also closer to the West Indies than Louisbourg was. Findly, New
Orleans was geographically closer to the West Indies, especially Saint-Domingue than
British continental colonies but sailing to the colony was paticularly difficult. New
Orleans was Louisiana® main port, but it was not located on the coast, as Mobile was,

but rather 160kilometers up the Mississippi. Sailing up theriver was very dangerousand

% Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 248.
% Mathieu, Le Commerce, 80-81.
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restricted to smaller ships because of high sand-levels. At least Sx magor storms were
recorded in New Orleans between 1708and 1750 Qlismasting ships and ramming them
onto shods or the shore each time.(3° Geography therefore provided British colonies with
a mgjor advantage in al three paterns of intercolonial trade, since shorter sailling times
and easier sea routes meant lower cods of trangortation and insurance for British
merchants. This gave them an incentive to engage in contraband to supply Louisbourg or

theWest Indies with food, lumber and other necessities.

Demographic factors

Demography was another major factor tha affected the potentia development of
intercolonial trade On the eve of the Seven Y ears War, New France had a popuktion of
about55 000, while Louisiana® white popuktion in 1746was a mere 4100.%’ In contrast,
the popuktion of British North America was around 1.48 million inhabitants in 1755%®
The large difference between British and French colonial popuktions originaed durnng
the seventeenth century, as British emigration to the New World was ten times larger
than French emigration prior to 1700% Throughoutthe period of French colonization in
the Americas, mainland colonies remained chronically unde-populbted and this provided
an enomous economc advantage to British colonies such as New England. The latter
could supply al of the goodsneeded by the West Indies or Ile Royde, in greater

abundance and at lower costs. The export potential of British colonies was aso much less

®Banks, Chasing Empire Across the Sea, 86.

7 Peter Moogk, (M anon@ Fellow Exiles: Emigration from France to North America before 17630in
Nicholas Canny (ed.) Europeans on the Move: Studies on European Migration, 1500-1800 (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1994), 253.
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dependent on agricultural yields because greater popukbtions resulted in economies of
scale in the agricultural sector. This was not the case for the French mainland colonies,
where bad weather conditionsin the 1740sled to poor havests and forced Canada to
import wheat and flour rather than export these commodities to the West Indies.*® As for
Louisiang its popuktion was smply too small to provide the West Indies with enough
food or lumber to significantly reduce thar need to resort to contraband. The popuktion
of the French colonies was therefore too small to alow for the posibility of a self-
sufficient economic zonewithin the French Atlantic world.

Thequestion remains as to why the mog popubus county in Europecontributed
only aboutfive percent of thetotal European migration to the New World beween 1500
and 1800°* James Pritchard argues that the biggest factor was the lack of restructuring
of the French rural economny, which occurred in England very early.'®* The peasantsO
hold on the land remained strong throughoutthe seventeenth and eighteenth centuries;
and expanding French cities and the growing royal army absorbed the naural growth of
the popuktion. The general assumption at the time was tha few free people willingly
chos to settle in the New World because New France and Louisiana were consdered
colonies of criminds and prodgitutes. In redlity, criminds only congituted a small
propottion of French immigrants to the New World, with only 720 minor offendes
among the 27 000 settlers tha sailed to the colonies from 1721 to 1749 Living

conditionsin New France were aso better for peasants, as ningty percent of them owned

100 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 159.
191 pritchard, 17.

192 1pid., 17.

193 Moogk, 238.
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land, famines were arare event and life expectancy was greater than in France.’® French
colonies had a poor reputation nonghdess, which partly explains why few individuds
chos to settle permanently in the French colonies. Other factors indudethe tradition of
seasond work tha caused engagés to move back to France at the end of thar term; and
competition from the metropolitan army tha recruited the mgjority of men who left the
countysidein search of employment oppatunities.®®

There was a lack of effective immigration policy by the French Crown to change
the reputation of its colonies or to find ways to attract a larger quantity of immigrants.
The mog famousimmigration policy was the permanent resettlement in the 1660sof a
group of 850female orphansknown asthefilles du Roi. Theonly other large-scale policy
enacted by the Crown was a law passed in 1698 tha forced every metropolitan ship
sailing to the New World to carry a certain nunmber of settlers, but the majority of them
were indentured workers who returned to France within a few years.'® Leslie Choquéte
argues tha the mog serious mistake made by metropolitan authorities was the policy of
religious intolerance, because preventing Huguenots migrants from Northern Europe
from settling in Canada destroyed the colony® only hope for mass emigration*’
Metropolitan officials largdy failed to address the issue of the lack of popuktion of
French colonies, and it is unfortunge tha the largest effort was undetaken after the

108

Seven Years War with the Kourou expedition to French Guyana™" During that year, 17

000 settlers, many of them skilled workers, were sent to the French colony of Guyanabut

1% Marc Egnal, Divergent Paths: How Culture and Institutions Have Shaped North American Growth
(New York; Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996), 70-71.

105 Egnal, 256; L eslie Choquette, Frenchmen into peasants : modernity and tradition in the peopling of
French Canada (Cambridge; London: Harvard University Press, 1997), 245.

106 Egnal, 245.

197 Choquette, 282.

1% For more on the K ourou expedition, see Emma Rothschild, O\ Horrible Tragedy in the French
Atlantic.OPast and Present 192 (2006), 76.
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mog of them died of epidemic disease or hunge within a few months One could argue
tha such an expedition would have had a very postive demographic and econormic
impact on New France or Louisiana, where settlers were less proneto disease and there
were more economc oppotunities. The lack of effective immigration policy by the
French Crown prior to the Seven Years War had a very derimenta effect upon the
potential growth of the mainland colonies, and consequently on thar capecity to supply

theWest Indies throughintercolonial trade

Economic factors

Theeconomic structure of the French colonies in the eighteenth century is another
structural factor tha had a negative impact uponthe growth of intercolonial trade None
of the colonies produed manufactured goods and since France was unable to provideits
colonies with sufficient supplies, condudingillega contraband with British colonies was
a necessity. Allana Reid argues tha the lack of manufactures in the colonies was the
result of mercantilist policies tha arranged produdion to satisfy the needs of the

109

metropolis.™ This is patly true but one can observe tha as early as 1665 Colbert was

trying, at least theoretically, to promote the creation of manufacturesin New France:
OLlOu desplus grands besins du Canada es dOyegablir desmarufactureset dOy
attirer desartisans pour leschosesqui sont necesairesalavie; car jusquliy il a
fallu porter en ce pays des draps pour hahiller les hahitarts, et meane des

soulierspour leschausser.G*°

109 Reid, 246.
110 Colbert a Talon, 27 mars 1665, in Colbert, 395.
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Colbert ordered Jean Talon, the Intendent of New France, to establish manufactures to
reduce the colony® dependence on France for its supplies of manufactured goods He
was therefore trying to serve the needs of France, rather than promote the economic
growth of its colonies. Regardless, @olbertismOdid not discourage colonies from
developing manufactures, and thelack of such establishments was theresult of a shortage
of human andfinandal capital.

The central element of contraband was molasses, which the French West Indies
produced in increasing quantity and at a cheaper price than the British dueto greater land
produdivity and a more efficient use of saves.™* Because of the laws prohibiting the
distilling of rum within the French Empire, molasses could not be exported in sufficient
gquantity to New France and, despite its illegdity, contraband became a very profitable
aterndive for French planters. Meanwhile, French planters often outbid British planters
for foodguffs by fifty to onehunded percent because of the greater profitability of thar
plantations and France® inability to supply them.*? Findly, Christophe Moore argues
tha since British fishe'men received thar supplies of food, drink and shipsfrom cheaper
British sources, they could sell thar cod at cheaper prices than New France fishermen,
and therefore supplied mog of the demand for cod in the French West Indies.*® The
structure of colonial economes in the New World made contraband a more profitable

optionfor thepatiesinvolved in theillegd commerce.

1 Engerman, 232.
12 gheridan, 352-353.
113 Moore, 36.
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I neffective metropolitan policies

The geographic, demographic and economic structure of the British and French
Atlantic colonies created a reality in which the god of an economcally self-sufficient
French Atlantic world could not be redlistically achieved during the eighteenth century.
However, metropolitan and colonial policies tha were aimed at promoting intercolonial
trade did not reduce the effect of these structural factors and further undemined the
growth of intercolonial trade

In order to address the effectiveness of the policies enacted by metropolitan
authorities, this section will focus on the colonia policy of the count of Maurepas,
minister of the marinein charge of the colonies between 1723and 1749,a period crudal
to thedevelopment of intercolonial trade Maurepas was a great advocate of commerce as
a source of wealth: Qle commerce maritime] est la source prindpae delarichesse et des
revenusdes Etats maritimes, et la cause, par consZquent, deleur puissance. 3** Maurepas
aso bdieved tha France® enemies, such as Britain, were trying to undemine France®@
commercia relationghip with its colonies: QI est de I@ntZt des naions voisines de
Votre roiaume de chercher les moiens de |nterrompre [le commerce] pour augmenter
celui qu@le font 3™ It is therefore not surprising that Maurepas enacted the 1727l etters
paent to eliminae all forms of illegd commerce conduded in the colonies. While this

piece of legidation was explicitly encouraging the growth of intercolonial tradein order

114 Jean-FrZdZric PthanX, Comte de Maurepas, Memoire sur la Marine et le Commerce, 1745 in Filion,
La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 44.

15 Maurepas, Situation du Commerce Extérieur, 1730 in Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de
Maurepas, 74.
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to stop contraband, France did not have the means to enforce it and colonia officials had
too many incentives to ignore thelaw.*°

Thefear of contraband was such tha a counter-produdive administrative system
was put in place to regulate commerce. Crown officials feared tha ships from New
England might sail to Louisbourg, pretend to be carrying goodsfrom New France, and
then carry these goodsto Martinique without having to pay any duties**” During the
period 1709- 1758, there were twenty-nine years in which some form of interdiction of
trade in flour occurred because colonia officias feared it would benefit illegd
commerce.™® When trade was not stoppel atogeher, there were very thorough
ingoectionsof merchandise carried by ships to make sure tha it did not come from New
England and tha the totality of the goods were declared. Merchants were al so required to
gothroughalonglist of administrative formalities before they could sail from onecolony
to the other. These condraints created a set of extra cods tha were carried by merchants
and made intercolonia trade less profitable. Clarence Gould even argues tha by the
Seven Years War, metropolitan officials were consdering stopping intercolonial trade
dtogehe because of the fear of contaband™® Legidation tha was intended at
promoting the growth of intercolonial trade created such a heavy administrative burden to
prevent contraband tha it had a negative impact on commerce between French colonies.

MaurepasQOcolonial policy not only produced ineffective legisation, it also made
an unprodudive use of the crown(® resources destined to the colonies. The minister of the

Marine undetook severa disastrousinvestments in Canadatha did nothing to promote

Y8 Eilion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 220.
17 Gould, 484.

118 Mathieu, Le Commerce, 43.

119 Gould, 489-490.
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the econonic growth of the colony. Maurepas invested large sums of money into the
development of a ship building indugry in Quebec because, as Colbet had previoudy
obsrved, New France had an enomous supply of timber tha could generate great
profits.*® This experiment failed and was a terrible investment for the Crown because the
lack of skilled labor in Canada drove wages to enomous levels and rendaed the
enterprise unpofitable® Maurepas also invested heavily into the exploitation of
Canada mining potential with the creation of the FForges de Saint-MauriceQ near Trois-
Rivieres, for the produdion of iron. This project failed because of alack of labor as well
as an incompetent and corrupt administration of the Forges.'** Had these efforts been
directed at the promotion of agriculture and lumbering, Canada® exporting capability
would have been inceased and this could potentially have reduced the impact of
contraband. MaurepasOpolicy towards the colony did little to promote intercolonial trade
and actudly undemined the potential growth of this commerce by creating excessive

administrative burdens on merchants and ineficiently allocating the crown@ resources.

I neffective colonial policies

While metropolitan officias implemented a system for preventing illegd
contraband, colonial officials had several incentives to allow ther colonies to engagein
commerce with the British colonies. As Shannon Lee Dawdy argues, drom a
metropolitan perspective, intercolonial smuggling was a disorder bordering on treason.

From alocal perspective, smuggling meant survival.3* When ndther France nor Canada

120 cole, 78.

2L Eilion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de Maurepas, 276-277.
122 Ibid., 301

122 Dawdy, 163.
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was able to supply thar colony with enoughfoodin 1733,1le Royde officials convinced

Maurepas to alow them to trade with New England **

Theminister received many other
requests to allow trade with British colonies, especialy from officials in the West Indies.
In 1738,hewas consdering giving the West Indies specia pemission to trade with New
England: G5i 1®n ne peut trouve les moyens de se mettre en szretZ contre les abus que
pourroit occasionng un commerce avec la Nouvelle-Angleterre, Sa MajestZ pourroit se
dzermineg ~ le pemettre. 3 However, Maurepas never ceded to the demands of
colonial officials, and his policy remained strictly oppo®d to any form of commerce with
foreign colonies.

Colonia officials saw in contraband a great tool to promote the growth of the
colonies. For the West Indies, New England represented an enormous market for syrups
and molasses, and the British colony offered manufactured goodstha nethe France nor
New France could provide The same argument applied to the other French colonies,
which needed contraband to ensure a steady supply of manufactured goodsand to
provide bigge markets for thar exports. It is not surprising, therefore, that Bienville, the
Governor of Louisiana consstently pleaded in favor of smugglers who broke the law of
1727,and urged the pog commande Diron d@rtagudte to look the other way when he
caught a Frenchman named Olivier in 1742 smuggling goodsfrom Carolina and New

Y ork.*® Thomes Allen, a British merchant, had no problem organizing thirteen trips to

the West Indies between July 1755 and Novembe 1758 to engage in contraband *’

124 pritchard, 193.

125 Maurepas a DelaCroix, 25 novembre 1738, 68v-68 in Filion, La Pensée et I’Action Coloniale de
Maurepas, 224.

126 Dawdy, 150.

127 K enneth J. Banks, (Peering Beyond the Horizon: Thomas Allen and the French llesdu Vent in the
Seven Y ears WarQ(Conference sur I@tlantique Franeais. Montreal, September 2006), 5.
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Colonial officials aso exploited many loophoks foundin the 1727l etters paent in order
to condud illegd commerce. Foreign shipstha suffered storm damage were alowed to
dodk in French colonia ports, and not surprisingly, GumricanedCforeign ships appeared
regularly at St-Pierre and other French ports.*?® During periods of war, ®lag-of-truce®
shipsrepeatedly sailed to the West Indies to return French prisonas, but this was usudly
used as an excuse by British merchants and French colonial officials to condud illegd
commerce.*®® Findly, Richard Pares argues that it was relatively easy for a British ship to
obtain a permit to enter French ports if one Gonsented to grease the right pams or put
himself unde the protection of a factor with the right connectionsG* The previous
examples illugrate the various ways in which colonial officials alowed contraband to
occur, and ther policies regarding wha metropoltan officials saw as illegd commerce
severely undemined the god of creating a self-sufficient economic sphee within the

French Atlantic World.

Conclusion

During the period 17081763, intercolonial trade became the mog significant tool
at the disposal of metropolitan officials who continued to beieve in the @olbertistOidesl
of a self-sufficient zone of French influence in the Americas. This form of legd
commerce grew to dgignificant levels during the eghteenth century, and was
propottiondly no less significant for French colonies than British intercolonial trade was

to British American colonies. It is therefore very important for scholars in the field of

128 K enneth J. Banks, GDfficial Duplicity: Thelllicit Slave Trade of Martinique, 1713-17630in Coclanis,
241.

%9 Ibid., 239.

130 pares, 62.
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French Atlantic History to remembe tha intercolonial trade had been the most
significant factor in the creation of econonic links beween French colonies in the
Americas during the eighteenth century. However, this phenomenon was overshadowed
by the increasing importance of illegd commercial activities within the Atlantic world.
Because of a variety of structural and political factors, contraband was a much more
profitable commercia activity than legd commerce, and as the century progressed
colonial merchants and officias were moving towards a defacto liberaization of
commerce within the Atlantic world. With the loss of al of its mainland colonies
following the military debacle of the Seven Years War, French metropolitan officials
were no longe in a postion to regard intercolonial trade as a viable alterndive to the
problem of contraband and they could no longe impos a rigid system of commercid
exclugvity to theremaining French colonies.

With the advent of the physocratic school of thought and other forms of political
econony during the second part of the eighteenth century,*** European intellectuds came
to undestand tha free commerce would not only ensure the economic growth of
American colonies, but tha it would also serve the interests of European naions In
1758, Francois Quesnay wrote his Problemes Economiques, currently consdered the
mog influential work producd by the French physiocratic school of thought Quesnay
argueal in favor of a complete liberalization of commerce, especially with regards to
grain, since bariersto trade had been largdy harmful to the econonic growth of France:

ONbus avons voulu nuire ™ nos voisins et les priver du profit quQis retiraiert de

nous par la verte de leus marchandises Par cette politique, nous avons Ziint

13! For more on the Physiocrats, see Paul Permezel, Les idées des physiocrates en matiére de commerce
international (New York : Burt Franklin, 1973).
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ertre eux etnous un commerce rZciprogque qui Ziait pleinemen anotre avantage ;
ils ont interdt chez ewx 10etrZe de nos derrZes et nous actetons dOex par
contrebande et fort trop cher les matieres que nous emgdoyons dans nos

marufacturesG*
Across the English channd, Adam Smith, known by many as the father of economic
liberalism, wrotein his Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nation tha:

Ohe monopoly of the colony trade, therefare, like all other meanand malignart

expedents of the mercartile system, depressesthe industry of all other countries

but chiefly that of the colonies without in the leat increasng, but on the

contrary diminishing, that of the country in whose favour it is etabished G*
Findly, some political economists such as Turgat, French minister of the Marine from
1774to 1776,denouned the very notion tha owning colonies broughtany increase in
wealth to the mother county. Indeed, Turgot argued tha for the state, the only revenues
derived from the colonies were the duties on commerce with these colonies, but the same
duties could be levied on trade with indgpendent naions Turgot conduded by stating:
n sera tentZ de douter sOI n@ut AZ plus avantageux pour nousde les abandonne a
leurs propres forces avec uneentieresindpendance. G*

Thefailure of French officials to developintercolonial trade as aviable aternaive
to contraband was the ultimate blow to the French colonial project of creating a self-
sufficient economic sphee in the French Atlantic World. Intercolonial trade was also the

last maor attempt by metropolitan officials to work within the confines of the

132 Erane ois Quesnay, Tableau Economique (Paris. Calmann-L Zvry, 1969 [1758]), 141.

133 Adam Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations (Oxford; New

Y ork: Oxford University Press, 1993 [1776]), 355.

132 Anne Robert Jacques Turgot, (M Zmoire sur lamanisre dont |a France et |@Espagne devraient envisager
les suites de laquerelle entre la Grande-Bretagne et ses coloniesO[6 avril 1776] in Turgot, Actes du
Ministere de Turgot, 563.
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@olbertistOeconorric system, asintellectuds of the second hdf of the eighteenth century
gradudly came to realize tha a liberdization of commerce would bring inaeased
prosperity to France as well as to its colonies. However, the evolution towardsfree trade
had begunas soonas metropolitan officials tried to impose restrictionson commerce, and
in this sensxe, one could argue tha the actionsof colonial merchants and officials made
them precursors to the theoretical drive towards greater commercia liberalism

characterized by theworks of intellectuds such as Quesnay, Smith and Turgot.
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