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Introduction


This book has been written to support your study of:





•  the non-British Period Study Units Y212, The American Revolution 1740–96 and Y216, The USA in the 19th Century: Westward expansion and Civil War 1803–c.1890.





This introduction gives you an overview of:





•  the OCR A Level course



•  how you will be assessed on this unit



•  the different features of this book and how these will aid your learning.





1 The OCR A Level course


This study will form part of your overall History course for the OCR specification, of which there are three unit groups and a topic-based essay.


The unit groups comprise:





•  a British Period Study and Enquiry, which follow chronologically on from each other (Unit group 1 – A Level)



•  a non-British Period Study (Unit group 2 – A Level)



•  a Thematic Study and Historical Interpretations (Unit group 3 – A Level only).





This book covers two non-British period study topics (The American Revolution 1740–96 and the USA in the 19th Century: Westward expansion and Civil War 1803–c.1890) from Unit group 2 of the OCR History specification. You will study one of these for the examination. The chapters in the book correspond to the key topics in the specification, with four chapters for each period study.


The two units covered in this book deal with crucial periods in the development of the United States of America, with the first focusing on the reasons for its emergence as a nation and the second on its growth and consequences in the years that followed independence.


During the eighteenth century the British colonists in America – who had been closely attached to the mother country, fighting alongside it in a number of conflicts against the French, most notably the Seven Years War – came into conflict with Britain, particularly over issues of taxation. These disputes ultimately led to the Revolutionary War, which became a War of Independence, from which the colonists emerged victorious. However, in establishing the new state they faced a number of challenges in drawing up a constitution and with economic problems and civil disobedience in the period to 1796.


The nineteenth century was the period of great American expansion westwards and the creation of most of the geographical area we associate with the USA today. There were a number of reasons for this expansion, most notably economic, but it also had serious impacts, destroying the Native American way of life and causing conflict over the issue of slavery in the newly acquired lands. This, and other disputes between states, would lead ultimately to civil war between the North and South. However, after the war ended in 1865 expansion westwards continued and the new states developed economically as a result of the development of transcontinental railways, agricultural progress and other industrial activity, laying the foundations for American prosperity.



2 How you will be assessed



A Level


Each of the three unit groups has an examination paper, whereas the topic-based essay is marked internally but externally moderated.





•  Unit group 1 – the British Period Study is assessed through two essays, from which you answer one, and the Enquiry is assessed through a source-based question. This counts for 25 per cent of your overall marks.



•  Unit group 2 – the non-British Period Study is assessed through a shorter answer question and one essay. This counts for 15 per cent of your overall marks.



•  Unit group 3 – the Thematic Study and Historical Interpretations unit is assessed through two essays which cover at least 100 years, and one in-depth question based on two interpretations of a key event, individual or issue that forms a major part of the theme. This counts for 40 per cent of your overall marks.





For the topic-based essay you will complete a 3000–4000 word essay on a topic of your choice. This counts for 20 per cent of your overall marks.


Examination questions for Unit group 2


For the A Level you will have been entered for a specific unit and your examination paper will contain only the questions relating to that unit.


In the A Level examination there is just one section with two short answer essays and two period study essays. Two questions will be set and you must answer one. There will be two parts to the question; the short answer essay which carries 10 marks and the period study essay which carries 20 marks. You must answer both parts from the same question.


Questions on the period study


Examples of questions using some of the more common command terms and specific requirements for each can be found at the end of each of the chapters in this book. The command terms are important and a key to success is understanding what these terms mean and what you have to do in response to them.






	Command term

	Description

	Example in the book






	Assess

	Weigh up the relative importance of a range of factors and reach a supported judgement as to which is the most important

	Page 58







	To what extent

	Consider the relative importance of the named issue by comparing it with other issues and reach a balanced judgement as to its relative importance

	Page 58







	How far

	Consider the relative importance of the named issue and weigh up its role by comparing it with other issues to reach a balanced judgement as to its relative importance

	Page 58







	How successful

	Consider a range of issues and make a judgement as to how successful each was before reaching an overall judgement about success

	Page 58









Questions for A Level short-answer essay


The questions will be based around two key events, people or issues and you will be asked to explain which you consider to be of the greater importance, impact or significance for a particular issue.


Questions will be structured in the following way:


Which of the following was more responsible for bringing about the end of the Articles of Confederation?




    (i)   Economic problems



    (ii)  Civil disobedience






Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).


Which had the greater consequences for Native Americans in the years 1861–90?




    (i)   The ‘Indian Wars’



    (ii)  The Dawes Act






Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).


Answering the questions


The A Level examination is one hour. In the A Level period study essay, question (b) carries more marks than the short essay, question (a), and therefore it would be sensible to spend more time on the period study essay. Before you start any of the questions, make a brief plan. Advice on planning essays is given on pages 30–32.


The answers you write will be marked against the relevant mark scheme.


It would be useful to familiarise yourself with these before the examination so that you are aware of the criteria against which your work will be marked. Mark schemes offer guidance, but they cannot cover everything and if you write something that is relevant and accurate, but not in the mark scheme, you will gain credit for it. You will be rewarded for well-argued and supported responses. Marks will not be deducted for information that is incorrect, but you should remember that incorrect knowledge may undermine your argument.


What will the examination paper look like?


The cover of the examination paper will tell you the unit number, which for the A Level is either Y212 or Y216. It will also tell you the title of the unit, the date of the examination and the time allowed for the examination. The cover will also give you instructions about the answer booklet and the marks available.


3 About this book


At the start of each of the period studies covered in this book there is a section called ‘Gateway’. This provides a one-page summary of background material to the period you are about to study.


Each chapter in the book then covers one of the key topics listed in the OCR specification for the unit.


Chapters start with a brief introduction and a series of key questions. An overview of the period or theme of the chapter provides a brief introductory narrative along with a timeline which outlines the key events.


Key questions


The chapters are divided into sections, each addressing one of the key questions listed in the chapter introduction. The key questions may be broken down into sub-questions to help your understanding of the topic. By the end of the section you should be able to answer the key questions.


Key terms


The key terms that you need to understand in order to grasp the important concepts surrounding the topic are emboldened in the chapter the first time they are used and defined in the glossary on page 228.


Activities


Throughout the book there are activities to help you develop the key skills needed for the examination. They will focus on developing analytical skills and making judgements.


Historical debates


As historians often disagree about the causes or significance of historical events or personalities, each chapter has contrasting extracts from the writings of two historians. Not only will this introduce you to some of the key historical debates about the period you are studying, but also by using your historical knowledge and the information in the chapter you will be able to test the views of the historians in order to determine which view you find more convincing. There will also be a list of books for further reading on the issue. Knowledge of the debate is not necessary for the examination in Unit 2, but it will enrich your knowledge and help to develop a valuable skill, which is tested in Unit 3 of the A Level.


Summary of the chapter


At the end of each chapter there is a bullet-point list of the key points covered in ‘Chapter takeaways’, which will help with revision.


Study skills


Each chapter has a Study skills section. These gradually help you to build up the skills you need for the period studies examination papers, providing examples of parts of strong and weak responses and further questions and activities in which you can practise the skills.


Revise, reflect, review


At the end of each unit there is a section which helps you to consolidate your understanding of the whole topic. It encourages you to think about the period as a whole and question many of your earlier views. There will also be further activities to help you prepare for the examination.





Gateway to The American Revolution 1740–96
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The nature of the colonies


North America contained three main European settlements by 1750: 13 British colonies along the Atlantic coast; Spanish colonies in Florida, California and New Mexico (including parts of the modern-day states of Texas, Colorado, Nevada, Utah, Oklahoma, Kansas and Wyoming); and French colonies in the Mississippi Valley, Canada and in the great area of Louisiana. The nature of the colonies was very different. The Spanish colonies had a relatively small population and many isolated outposts. They were ruled as part of the Spanish Empire in the new world by viceroys. There was little population growth and limited economic prosperity. The French Empire was essentially based on fur trade and missionary activity and ruled directly from France. Its population had not expanded as rapidly as that of the British colonies, which had more diverse economic activity, more developed self-government and higher levels of prosperity. The British colonies had been founded at different times for different reasons and New England, the Middle colonies and the Southern colonies had their own characteristics and were more diverse than the colonies of Spain and France.
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Government




•  There was little colonial self-government in the French and Spanish colonies, but the British colonies had representative assemblies.


•  These local parliaments could be overruled by royal governors who were mostly appointed by the British crown.


•  They had a restricted franchise – women, slaves (who were 20 per cent of the population) and one half of the white male population did not vote for the assemblies.


•  There were more democratic ideas and more freedom to prosper by owning land and starting businesses.


•  In terms of equality of political rights, democracy in a modern sense was limited.
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Freedom




•  Nine colonies were ruled by royal governors.


•  Georgia and Pennsylvania remained the property of their founders and Rhode Island and Connecticut elected their own governors.


•  Britain hardly interfered with the colonies in 1750 and British rule has been described as ‘statutory neglect’. Laws controlling trade were ignored and there was little attempt to tax the colonies.


•  The French and Spanish crowns also, in practice, allowed their colonists freedom from control.


•  African slaves, who made up a large proportion of the workforce and population in the Southern colonies, did not have freedom.


•  Many white colonists were indentured servants contracted to work often for long periods for their masters.
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Economic life




•  There were no substantial cities in New Spain.


•  Quebec and New Orleans were important urban settlements in French North America.


•  In the British colonies there were only four substantial cities.


•  Most of the people (80–90 per cent) lived and worked in the countryside, with better developed farms in the British colonies.


•  British colonies saw a population growth from 300,000 in 1700 to over 2 million by 1775.


•  British colonies had more diverse economies with different types of agriculture: from the arable farming in the North to the tobacco, rice, indigo and cotton of the middle and southern colonies.


•  The French were active traders, especially in furs.


•  British exports were more diverse and there was some small-scale manufacturing.
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Religion and culture




•  French and Spanish areas were predominantly Catholic, though there were French protestant colonists.


•  British colonists were diverse with Anglican, Presbyterian, Congregationalist, Quaker, Catholic and some Jewish settlers.


•  Many were not religious despite a religious revival or Great Awakening in the 1730s and 1740s.


•  Educational development was greater in the British colonies with the growth of schools and colleges, the impact of Enlightenment thinkers from Europe and also from the colonists, such as Benjamin Franklin.





[image: ]







[image: ]


Expansion




•  There was a great desire for expansion among the colonists and this led to conflict.


•  Spanish expansion into modern day Nebraska was halted by French opposition in 1720.


•  There were clashes between British and Spanish colonists in Florida, and French and British settlers where the territories met.


•  The population growth in the thirteen colonies led to pressure to move west and this brought colonists into conflict with the Native Americans.
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Chapter 1



The development of British hegemony in America




[image: ]


This chapter focuses on the development of British hegemony (dominance) in America in the period from 1740 until the ending of the Seven Years War in 1763. It will consider the main characteristics of the British, French and Spanish colonies in North America at the start of the period, analysing their similarities and differences. The chapter will explain how society and the economy had developed in the British colonies and analyse the relationship between British colonial authorities, settlers and Native Americans in the period from 1740 to 1763. It will consider why Britain expanded its territory in North America in this period and discuss the consequences of the expansion. The chapter will also explain why Britain was successful in the Seven Years War against France.


The main questions to be considered in this period are as follows:




•  What were the key characteristics of British, French and Spanish colonies in North America in 1740?


•  How had colonial society and the economy developed by 1740 in British North America?


•  How strong were the relations between the British colonial authorities and settlers and Native Americans?


•  How successfully, and with what consequences, did Britain expand its territory in North America in the period 1740–63?


•  Why were the British successful in the wars with France 1740–63?





This chapter will also explain how to understand the wording of a question and then how to plan a response to the question. It will focus on identifying the key words within the question and then explain how to ensure that you address the key demands of the actual question, rather than simply writing all you know about a topic.
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Timeline






	1607

	Establishment of British colony of Virginia






	1620–50

	Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Hampshire, Rhode Island and Maryland established






	1660s

	New Jersey, North and South Carolina founded






	1664

	New York captured from the Dutch






	1680s

	Pennsylvania and Delaware established






	1689–97

	War of the League of Augsburg/King William’s War






	1702–13

	War of Spanish Succession/Queen Anne’s War






	1732

	Georgia established






	1740–48

	War of Austrian Succession/King George’s War






	1745

	New England colonists capture Louisbourg






	1748

	Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle






	1753–4

	Ohio Company established






	1754

	Albany Congress






	1756–1763

	Seven Years War






	1757

	Duke of Newcastle recalled to power and William Pitt the Elder appointed Secretary of State






	1759

	Britain captures Quebec






	 

	Naval victory at Quiberon Bay






	1760

	Accession of George III






	 

	Britain captures Montreal






	1763

	Peace of Paris
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Overview


The settlement of North America by Europeans was started by the Spanish in the sixteenth century and this was followed by the establishment of colonies by the French and the British in the seventeenth century. Spanish settlement was confined to the south and Florida, while French settlement was in an inland strip running up from the Gulf of Mexico, with the British settlements on the Eastern Seaboard. The attitude of the colonial powers to these colonies was very different with Spain, in particular, viewing them as a means of spreading Catholicism into the New World. French settlers were more interested in trapping and fishing, often establishing close relationships with the Native Americans, while the British saw it as an opportunity for economic gain through plantation agriculture. While France and Spain retained a firm hold over their colonies, Britain adopted a more liberal approach.


These different views about the colonies and the control exerted by governments at home eventually brought the settlers into conflict. Spanish power was in decline, but they were likely to support France as fellow Catholics against the Protestant British settlers in any dispute. The French were also usually able to count on the support of the Native Americans whom they rewarded to keep on side. However, it was only in the eighteenth century that conflicts really developed. To some extent these conflicts were part of the power struggle in Europe between the major powers and North America became just another front in the conflict. With much of the fighting in the War of Austrian Succession from 1740 to 1748 taking place in Europe, it was often the settlers who fought in North America, with the greatest triumph for the British settlers being the capture of the major strategic French fort of Louisbourg in 1745. However, this gain was short-lived, as it was returned to France by the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle in 1748.


However, the growing population in the British colonies and the desire for more land caused the conflict in North America to escalate. Attempts by both the British and French to move into the Ohio Valley, with their construction of forts, led to skirmishes in the early 1750s. In these conflicts, the British were unable to extend their influence and had to settle for holding what territory they had, such as Nova Scotia, while also seeing the French establish Fort Duquesne at their expense. However, in 1756 the British declared war against the French. Unlike the situation in the 1740s, when fighting in America was mostly skirmishes between settlers, this time the British Secretary of State, William Pitt the Elder, adopted a strategy in which North America became the major front in the struggle. His military appointments, access to large sums of money to pay Frederick of Prussia to fight for Britain in Europe and his ability to establish naval superiority over the French were all key factors in the development of British hegemony. French forces were weakened as they could not be supplied from France after the naval battle of Quiberon Bay. The French settlers were outnumbered and also lost the support of the Native Americans, many of whom backed the British once they saw the tide of war change. As a result, the British were able to drive the French from Canada following the capture of Quebec and Montreal. At the Treaty of Paris in 1763 Britain were able to take French possessions east of the Mississippi making them the dominant power in North America. However, the victory did have an impact on relations between the colonists and the British government, and would play a role in the gradual breakdown in relations and ultimately the outbreak of the American War of Independence.
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What were the key characteristics of British, French and Spanish colonies in North America in 1740?



The Spanish colonisation of America followed Christopher Columbus’ first voyage to the New World in 1492. Although the Spanish did colonise parts of North America and establish New Spain, which was the term used to describe the Empire north of the Panama isthmus, much of their Empire in the Americas was in the south. However, they did control the south-west and Florida. The French arrived in North America in the sixteenth century and established control over the Mississippi River – lands that ran from the Gulf of Mexico through to modern day Canada, although their control did not extend to the Eastern Seaboard (the eastern coastline of North America bordering the North Atlantic Ocean, the area containing the original thirteen British colonies). Britain was the last of the Western European powers to establish settlements in North America, with the first permanent colony, Virginia, established in 1607, followed by Massachusetts in 1620. By the eighteenth century Britain had established a series of thirteen colonies on the Eastern Seaboard, which can be divided into three groups:





•  New England colonies: New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island and Connecticut



•  Middle colonies: New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Delaware



•  Southern colonies: Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia.





British influence also extended into Canada as the Hudson Bay Company had been incorporated by charter in 1670 and acted as the government for the area. Britain also had numerous holdings in the Caribbean, most notably Jamaica, which would be of strategic importance in the later American Revolutionary War. However, the colonies of the three powers differed considerably in their economic, social and political outlook.
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Economic and social differences


The French controlled the interior of America and economically their aim was to supply France with raw materials, particularly furs and fish. This brought them into close contact with the Native Americans with whom they largely enjoyed a good relationship. In contrast, the British were more concerned with farming the new lands, where tobacco was the key crop, and, in contrast with the French, adopted fewer Native American customs. This meant that the Native Americans often joined with the French to raid and attack the western borders of the British possessions.


The economies of the colonies were also developing at very different rates. This was not only due to the attitudes of the British, French and Spanish governments, but also because of population growth. There were very few Spanish settlers in New Spain or Florida, which would have hampered any attempt to develop their economies. Similarly, the population of New France or Louisiana was also very low compared with that of the British colonies. By the mid-eighteenth century there were probably no more than 60,000 French settlers, whereas the population of the British colonies had reached 1 million and was growing rapidly, with Virginia the most populous of the colonies. Population growth was also reflected in the development of towns. Most French settlements were small, often little more than forts or outposts, while there were five seaports in the British colonies of reasonable size: Philadelphia, New York, Boston, Newport and Charleston.


The political and religious nature of the French and Spanish colonies (see below and page 14) also had an impact on the development of the colonies. While both the Spanish and French colonies were reluctant to allow in people from other nations or of other religions, this was not the case with the British colonies. In total, some 400,000 people went to the thirteen British colonies in the period from 1700 to 1763, among them migrants from Europe and forced migrants or slaves from Africa. This had a major impact on the nature of the settlers. This diversity led to a much more religiously tolerant outlook in the British colonies compared with those of France or Spain, and also had an impact on the religious composition of the colonies.


Religious differences


There were religious differences between the colonies, with both France and Spain being Catholic states who did not tolerate other religions. Spain had established an empire in the New World partly to spread Catholicism, whereas many of the original British settlers had gone to the New World to escape religious persecution. There were, therefore, fears among the British settlers that the two Catholic powers would join forces to prevent the expansion of British influence, which could not be tolerated for a number of reasons.


The large-scale immigration from Europe meant that in contrast with the French and Spanish colonies, which had mainly Catholic settlers, there was religious diversity within the British colonies with a range of different Protestant denominations, including Congregationalists, Presbyterians, Methodists, Quakers, Baptists, Lutherans, German and Dutch Reformed churches joining Anglicans within the colonies, although Maryland was a Catholic colony. In contrast with the French and Spanish colonies and most European States, there was no dominant religious group in the British colonies and greater religious toleration.



Political differences


France was still ruled by a divine right, absolutist monarchy. The French state, unlike Britain, still maintained close control over its colonies and was very demanding, conscripting its subjects and levying large amounts of taxation. Moreover, as a Catholic state it did not practise religious toleration, unlike Britain. In comparison with continental standards, Britain was much more liberal and had a minimalist, much less powerful central government along with a tradition of freedom of speech, assembly and the press. This freedom also applied to the colonies and, unlike the French, there was often minimal contact with the home government. These differences meant that British settlers did not want to come under the rule of France, and this led to a great fear of the French among the settlers, which helped to bind them more closely to Britain.


The population growth of the British colonies and the associated economic development would play a significant role in Britain becoming the dominant colonial power in North America. The power of the Spanish in North America was already declining before this period, even if it still maintained control in much of South America, but in part because of their religious similarities, the Spanish worked with the French to limit British influence. However, given the different economic, political and ideological outlooks of Britain and France it was increasingly likely that the two would be drawn into conflict, whereas the location and size, relative to British lands, of Spanish settlement meant they were not seen as a serious threat.
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Activities





1  Complete a copy of the table below to compare how different the British and French colonies in America were by 1740.









	Factor

	British colonies

	French colonies






	Population growth

	 

	 






	Economic activity

	 

	 






	Migration

	 

	 






	Religion

	 

	 






	Political outlook

	 

	 






	Interference from the ‘mother’ country

	 

	 










2  Then consider how these differences might cause conflict in the future.
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How had colonial society and the economy developed in British North America by 1740?


The economy of the British colonies grew dramatically in the period from 1650 to 1740, averaging a growth rate of some three per cent per year. This was, in part, as a result of increased trade between Britain and the colonies, but also because of trade between the colonies. Within the American colonies there was evidence of economic diversification, with industrial enterprises such as textiles, iron production and shipbuilding starting to develop. These developments were encouraged by the availability of credit and investment from Britain, but also because the population of the colonies was growing. More land was available and this was exploited to produce crops, most notably tobacco in the south, for export. British settlers on the Eastern Seaboard were gradually settling the area near the coast known as the Tidewater and due to overpopulation people were moving inland into the area known as the Backcountry. The colonists themselves were prosperous and wanted to increase their influence by moving into the interior. They were encouraged to do this by the British government who wanted to see as much prosperity as possible in the colonies. The growing prosperity also led to what has been called a ‘Consumer Revolution’, with many colonists buying more and better goods, mostly from Britain.


The importance of mercantilism in the development of the economy


The British government’s support for increased colonial prosperity was due largely to the belief in mercantilism. This meant that they believed the colonies’ main purpose was to serve the economic interests of Britain by providing it with raw materials, a market for British goods and employment through shipping. It also meant that Britain could collect customs duties on enumerated goods that were sent from America to Britain before they were shipped onwards. All of this meant that the greater the colonial prosperity, the greater the advantages for the British government.


This mercantilist policy was upheld by a series of Navigation Acts which had been passed by parliament between 1651 and 1673. These stated that only English ships could carry colonial goods and that these ships had to be crewed by largely English crews, providing a considerable boost to the English shipping industry. The British government also passed laws that restricted colonial manufacturing of goods, such as woollen yarn and cloth, beaver hats and even iron.


Although it might be expected that such laws would have created anger among the colonists, this was often not the case because the system was only loosely enforced. The high duties that the Navigation Acts stated should be levied were rarely collected. The lack of enforcement was in part caused by those who were supposed to collect the duties remaining in Britain, and instead sending deputies to the colonies who were often open to bribery. Attempts to tighten control were made but the colonists continued to avoid the laws and smuggling flourished. However, the major reasons why the colonists supported the system was because it provided them with a protected market in Britain and the wider Empire, which was especially important for tobacco, and because American shipping was able to benefit from the exclusion of foreign ships from trade.


Agriculture and fishing


Despite the growth in manufacturing, 90 per cent of the working population in the colonies farmed for a living. There were, however, considerable contrasts and differences between regions.


It is helpful to see the colonies as three distinct regions and it is in the middle and southern colonies that agricultural activity was particularly dominant. In the middle colonies, it was wheat and flour that was the mainstay and these were often exported to other colonies or across the Atlantic. However, in the southern colonies, where, unlike the north and mid-Atlantic colonies, slaves were used, tobacco was the most important product. Grain, rice and indigo were also produced. The value of tobacco exports rose significantly from £14 million in the 1670s to £100 million by the outbreak of the American War of Independence.
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In New England, poorer soils meant that agriculture was mainly subsistence farming. There were many fishermen exploiting the rich seas around Newfoundland and Nova Scotia, which provided a plentiful supply of cod, which was then dried and often exported. The New England colonists were also involved in a lucrative trade with the French and British West Indies and this brought in sugar and molasses, which New England distillers turned into rum.


Colonial society


Colonial society was very different from that of Britain. Although there were some very wealthy people in the colonies who often owned considerable estates, they did not have the social prestige or titles that the landowners in Britain had. The elite in the colonies were more likely to be hard-working capitalists who made their money through the commercial exploitation of their estates or by land speculation, whereby they bought land in the hope that it would increase in value.


Below the elite there were three main social groups:





•  professionals, property-holding farmers or plantation owners and craftsmen



•  labourers



•  slaves.





The first group included people such as teachers and doctors, who were seen as pillars of the local community and often held positions of public responsibility. Many in this group owned their own farms, but they were not large-scale land holders and often worked the land with the help of their families. In the towns, many were either shopkeepers or craftsmen.


In the second group were those who worked for others or rented land as tenant farmers. However, their numbers were limited to about 20 per cent of the adult male population, many of whom had only just arrived. This was because many could afford to purchase cheap frontier land.


The final group were the black slaves – African Americans – most of whom were located in the South and worked on the farms and plantations, although some were domestic servants within the houses of the elite in the North or in the homes of the plantation owners in the South.


The growth of the middle class


The historian Richard Hofstadter has put forward the view that the number and influence of the middle class in the colonies was far greater than in Britain and that they were over-represented, whereas the poor and what might be termed the aristocracy, were under-represented. This was because of the availability of land, which meant that most people were able to own land as there was so much available. The North American colonies were some five times the size of Britain. Whereas in Britain, most of the population were tenant farmers and most colonial farmers owned their land. Craftsmen did well and because of the shortage of skills were able to demand high wages.


This view is open to challenge because there is little evidence that colonial society provided the opportunity for people to make a fortune and climb up the social ladder because society was still very hierarchical. This view has been emphasised in the work of the historian Gordon S. Wood, The Radicalism of the American Revolution and society was even more rigidly structured in the south because of the great differences in the scale of land and slave holdings.


Religious and educational developments


Both of these developments played a crucial role in the structure of colonial society. Many of the original settlers had gone to America to avoid religious persecution in Britain. Although most were Protestants there was a great diversity of denominations and this was further encouraged by immigration from other countries. As a result, there was no overall dominant religious denomination, which was in stark contrast with both New Spain and New France. This led to a degree of religious toleration, unlike the other nations. However, this toleration was largely confined to Protestant groups and there was a general anti-Catholic feeling, as in England, which played a role in the later conflicts, particularly with France. The colonies were also affected by a religious revival called ‘The Great Awakening’ at the start of the eighteenth century. This movement led by Methodists and Baptists emphasised the personal relationship between the individual and God, with some arguing that this encouraged an egalitarian and democratic spirit among people, which would help to fire opposition to the nature of British rule later in the century.


Similarly, educational developments have also been seen to play an important role in creating a society more receptive to new ideas, which would again encourage the colonies to challenge British rule later in the period. The encouragement given to education meant that literacy rates in the colonies, at 75 per cent of adult males by 1763, were 15 per cent higher than those in Britain. This also encouraged the growth in the number of printing presses and bookshops, with the result that Enlightenment ideas influenced an ever-increasing number of people and caused them to think about the nature of the society in which they lived.
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Activities


This section has suggested that there were a number of developments taking place in the British colonies before 1763 that either strengthened or weakened the relationship of the colonies with Britain.





1  Complete the table below to provide a summary of these developments.









	Development

	Strengthened relations with Britain

	Weakened relations with Britain






	Mercantilism

	 

	 






	Industrial growth

	 

	 






	Agricultural developments

	 

	 






	Social structure

	 

	 






	Religious developments

	 

	 






	Educational developments

	 

	 










2  Which of the developments do you think did the most to strengthen relations with Britain? Explain your answer.



3  Which of the developments do you think did the most to weaken relations? Explain your answer.
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How strong were the relations between the British colonial authorities and settlers and Native Americans?


The relationship between Britain and the colonists was very strong at the start of the period in 1740, mostly because of a fear of the French. Despite some apparent decline in France’s power in North America, most British settlers believed that the worst thing that could befall them was to fall under French control as France was Catholic.


Colonial government


The colonies were tied to Britain by charters which had been issued in the seventeenth century. The governors of the Crown colonies were, in most instances, appointed by the Crown and could be dismissed only by the British government. However, in the proprietary colonies and the corporate colonies the situation was somewhat different and the Crown’s authority was less strong. In theory, the governors had considerable power, but in practice it was rather more limited as they could be dismissed by the British government and they also depended on the colonial assemblies for revenue.
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Proprietary colonies


In the colonies of Maryland, Pennsylvania and Delaware the Crown had granted political authority to certain families, and these were known as proprietary colonies.
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Although the governors were responsible for the administration of the colonies, each colony also had an assembly, which had a number of functions:





•  advising the governor



•  initiating legislation to raise money



•  controlling spending



•  representing their communities



•  approving legislation for local laws.





The colonial assemblies were elected and appear to have been quite democratic for the time, but it is important to note that, although some 50–80 per cent of American white adult males could vote, many were excluded from voting because they did not own enough property, while women and slaves could not vote. As a result, elections usually saw the return (election) of those of wealth and high social standing.


The colonies were able to pass laws, but these laws were reviewed by the British sovereign and Privy Council. Although very few laws were rejected, this did mean that ultimate legislative authority over the colonies still rested in Britain. This was further reinforced by other British government officials, such as the Board of Trade, providing the governors with advice, and the Treasury, War Office and Admiralty all had a role to play.


Despite what appears to be close control by Britain of the colonists this was actually not the case in practice. The colonies were over 3000 miles away and it was therefore deemed more sensible to leave the colonies largely to their own devices. This policy was known as ‘salutary neglect’. Such a policy may have encouraged the colonists to feel that they were not subject to British legislation, which would have significant consequences in the later period. At this time, many would have probably given little thought to their relationship with Britain until they felt threatened by the French, when aid became necessary. Such a view might suggest that the colonists were drifting away from Britain, and governors did complain that they had to deal with a growing sense of independence. However, it should not be forgotten that the colonial system was based on a ‘light-touch’ approach and the colonies were, in practice, fairly autonomous, suggesting that a close relationship was still possible. Moreover, there was probably more envy and jealousy between the different colonies, as they had different governments, laws and interests, than there was ill-feeling towards Britain. There were also arguments between the colonies over boundaries and claims to land. Given that many of the issues over how the colonies were governed present in the thirteen colonies were also present in Canadian lands, where they did not lead to independence, it would therefore seem difficult to support the view that, by 1763, there was already a breakdown between Britain and its authorities and the colonists.


Native Americans


Unlike the French, British settlers had made little attempt to adopt the lifestyle of or assimilate with the Native Americans. The Native Americans had been unable to resist the advance of the white settlers on the seaboard and many had moved further inland over the Appalachian Mountains. The nature of French economic activity had drawn French settlers into a much closer relationship with the Native Americans who saw them, rather than the British, as a source of rewards and outlet for trade from the forts that the French had established. The French were also more willing to allow the Native Americans to pursue their own methods of fighting, such as tar and feathering and scalping, but also joined with them to destroy villages such as Pickawillany in 1752. Compared with the French, the British did not trust the Native Americans and, at least at the start of the period, were less willing to consider making agreements with them. The British attitude is probably best summed up by Edward Braddock, a British general in the Seven Years War. He was simply unaware of how much he needed the native people and actually commented, ‘No savage should inherit the land’, with the result that the Native Americans who had been in discussions about supporting the British returned home and joined the French.


The support the Native Americans gave to the French was important as they knew the land and by closely co-operating with them the French were able to conduct what became known as La guerre sauvage, or guerrilla warfare, which allowed attacks by small unseen bands, making use of the undergrowth, on large British forces.


However, towards the end of the 1750s and 1760s there was a growing awareness among the British that they needed a much closer relationship with the Native Americans. This was initially acknowledged at the Congress of Albany in 1754 but became even more apparent during the Seven Years War. As the tide of the war turned in British favour, relations did improve with the Native Americans, who started to see the British and the colonists as more likely to provide rewards and a source of trade than the defeated French.
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Activities





1  Re-read this section and earlier sections and then consider the following statements:







    •  There was sufficient evidence by 1763 to suggest that the development of the colonies would result in them breaking away from Britain.


    •  By 1763 the colonies virtually ran their own affairs.


    •  The arrival of non-British immigrants weakened the ties of the colonists to Britain.


    •  The easy-going nature of British colonial rule gave the colonists no reason to break away from Britain.


    •  The mercantilist system brought the colonists considerable benefits.








2  Find evidence to support and challenge each of the statements.



3  In light of the evidence write a paragraph explaining how strong you think relations were between the colonial government and the colonists.
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How successfully, and with what consequences, did Britain expand its territory in North America in the period 1740–63?


The British settlers on the Eastern Seaboard were prosperous and were eager to expand their influence into the interior of America in search of new economic opportunities in the form of land and trade. The British government supported them as they were eager to encourage the prosperity that this would bring both to colonies and also to Britain through the mercantilist policies pursued. However, much of the interior was in French hands, in New France or Louisiana. Therefore any expansion inland would bring the settlers into contact with a power whose Catholic religion, absolutist political values and economic interests were diametrically opposed to theirs. This was likely to lead to conflict. It was not just the French with whom the British would come into contact, but also the Native Americans and therefore it is not surprising that conflict was a major consequence of British expansion.


The expansion of British territory in North America 1740–63


The population of the British colonies had grown considerably in this period with the result that the population in the Tidewater (the area on the Eastern Seaboard) was quite dense. This encouraged settlers to move into the Backcountry, which was also becoming increasingly populated as settlers searched for ever increasing land and profits. The French were determined to restrict the expansion of British influence in North America. The British could not accept such restriction for political, economic or ideological reasons. The British prime minister, the Duke of Newcastle commented that, ‘The French claim almost all of North America except a line to the sea, to which they would confine all our colonies, and from whence they may drive us whenever they please. This is what we must not suffer.’ As a result, the British encouraged the colonists to sign treaties of friendship with the Native Americans to avoid conflict with them and draw them away from supporting the French.


The War of Austrian Succession (Seven Years War)


The War of Austrian Succession (1740–48) or, as the colonists called it, King George’s War, spread from Europe to America in 1744 and the colonists saw this as an opportunity to defeat the French and Spanish, who were on the opposite side. Although Britain was unable to send many troops to America to help, the colonists were eager to make good use of the advantage they had of outnumbering the French by nearly fifteen to one and the inability of the French to supply their troops because of the superiority of the British navy. However, the advantages that the colonists had were balanced out by the French alliances with the Native Americans and this limited the expansion of British territory. The most notable gain was Louisbourg in 1745 as this fort controlled the passage to Quebec and the St Lawrence River, but this was handed back to France in the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle of 1748.


Despite signing the Treaty, many of the colonists viewed it as no more than a truce and they were eager to expand into the Ohio Valley, which was west of the Appalachian Mountains. Neither Britain nor France had a rightful claim to the land, but it bordered both of their imperial possessions and therefore it was hardly surprising that both sides attempted to assert their influence. In order to boost their authority, the British, aware that their policy of salutary neglect meant that there were few British troops in America, encouraged the colonists to try to gain the support of the Native Americans. The Albany Congress of June 1754 was a meeting of colonial delegates to discuss a joint Native American policy. Although the Congress failed to reach an agreement with the Iroquois, who were the most favourable of the Native American tribes towards the British, it did result in the establishment of a permanent inter-colonial confederation. However, this would ultimately fail to achieve its goals of establishing an elected colonial parliament which would have authority over colonial defence and Native American affairs.


At the same time, Virginia speculators were granted 200,000 acres of land in the Ohio Valley by the British government. This virtually guaranteed that they would be drawn into conflict with the French. British investors established a series of companies including the Loyal Land Company and the Ohio Company of Virginia, as well as starting to build Fort Prince George to protect the new settlers. Unsurprisingly, this led to a French response and they began to build a chain of forts between Lake Erie and the Allegheny River. This led to a Virginian force being sent under George Washington in 1754 to stop the French, but when the force arrived the French were already in possession of the site and had taken Fort Prince George and renamed it Fort Duquesne. However, it was vital that the fort was retaken as only by capturing it could the support of local Native Americans be won through trade. This, however, proved impossible and the colonial commander George Washington was forced to surrender at the Battle of Jumonville Glen in Pennsylvania.
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Although Richard Middleton in Colonial America has argued that this skirmish was no more important than previous encounters, he acknowledges that there was a difference this time as both the British and French crowns felt that their prestige was at stake. As a result, the British government decided to launch a four-pronged attack to secure the frontier:





•  two regular regiments under General Braddock, which were sent from Britain, were to secure the Ohio Valley



•  an attack on Fort Niagara



•  an attack on both Ticonderoga and Crown Point, French forts on New York’s northern border



•  secure Nova Scotia.





These attacks were not successful because the British were unaccustomed to fighting in a remote and hostile environment. Their red uniforms meant that they were easy targets and there were frequent ambushes in a conflict that had all the characteristics of guerrilla warfare rather than the set-piece battles that the British were accustomed to fighting. Braddock failed to retake Duquesne or assert British control in the Ohio Valley. He was killed in an ambush and his army routed in July 1755 at the Battle of the Monongahela (Pennsylvania). Similarly, the assault on Fort Niagara failed and Fort Oswego (both New York) also fell to the French (see map on page 19). The British were no more successful in the campaign at Crown Point, and it was only in the campaign in Nova Scotia that there was any success, with Forts Beauséjour and Gaspereau captured. As a result of the campaign French Catholics, known as Arcadians, who had lived there were removed so that they could not provide any help or shelter to French forces.


Because of the conflicts the British situation in 1756 was weak. British forces had failed to adjust to the different type of warfare, unlike the French. The British had failed to secure Native American support because the Native Americans realised that if they fought for the French they would receive greater rewards and be allowed to pillage conquered areas, something the British were unwilling to allow. Colonial troops were simply not good enough, would often not serve beyond their short enlistment period and could also desert. Civil administrators, who were put in charge, lacked the military expertise to handle the forces. Despite this, the British declared war on the French in 1756 and the Seven Years War began. As with the earlier conflict, the early events were not a success for Britain with the loss of Fort Oswego on Lake Ontario in 1756 and Fort William Henry on Lake George in 1757. It was only with the appointment of William Pitt the Elder as Secretary of State, responsible for foreign and colonial affairs and war, under the Prime Minister, the Duke of Newcastle in 1757 (see page 24) that fortunes changed. As a result of the conflict Britain was able to expand into North America:





•  capturing Canada from the French following the fall of Quebec in 1759 and Montreal in 1760 (see page 24)



•  gaining all French possessions east of the Mississippi



•  acquiring Florida from Spain.
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William Pitt the Elder 1708–1778


Pitt came from a wealthy family who had made a fortune in India. After studying at Oxford he became an army officer and then in 1735 a member of parliament thanks to being given a seat by his brother at Old Sarum in Wiltshire. He became part of a group of patriotic Whigs who criticised the government of Robert Walpole for not promoting British colonial interests. He was a popular figure known as ‘The Great Commoner’ and, as an unusually honest Paymaster General, took a leading part in war policy during the War of the Austrian Succession. He became Secretary of State in 1756 and after being briefly dismissed returned to this post in 1757 under the prime minister and his former opponent, the Duke of Newcastle. It was Pitt who dominated the government and ran the war. He left office in 1761 but was prime minister 1766–68 when George III made him the Earl of Chatham. He later argued against policies which led to the War of American Independence.
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These developments meant that Britain dominated the whole eastern coast and the French presence in North America was removed as France also ceded Louisiana to Spain. However, Spanish power was weak and unlike the French offered little threat to the British colonies. The gains would also open up the west beyond the Appalachian Mountains to settlers. The war should be viewed in its wider context as it turned Britain into the leading world power as it now controlled North America, the Caribbean and much of India. Despite this success, it also changed the relationship between Britain and its colonies. The colonists were no longer worried about the threat from France and therefore felt less dependent on Britain, a factor in the outbreak of the War of Independence (see pages 72–76).
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Activities


These activities will help you examine ‘How successful’ Britain was in the period to 1756.





1  The period to 1756 saw very limited success for Britain. Complete this table to help you analyse the successes and failures of Britain in the period 1740–56.
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2  Use the information in the table above to help you write a concluding paragraph in answer to the question: ‘How successful was Britain in advancing its territorial ambitions in North America in the period 1740–56?’
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Why were the British successful in the wars with France 1740–63?


The period between 1740 and 1763 saw Britain involved in two major conflicts with France. The first, the War of Austrian Succession (1740–48), started as a European conflict and spread to America, whereas the Seven Years War (1756–63) followed the outbreak of hostilities between Britain and France in 1754 over developments in the two rival empires in North America, with the two nations ideologically opposed to each other. This war, known in America as the French and Indian War, developed into a worldwide conflict, with fighting in America, Europe, Africa and India.


Success in the War of Austrian Succession for Britain was very limited (see above). As a result of involvement in Europe, Britain was unable to send much help to the colonists and it was the colonial militia who did much of the fighting and captured Louisbourg in 1745 (then given back to France in the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle in 1748). The outcome of the Seven Years War, once Pitt became Secretary of State in 1757, was rather different as early defeats were reversed and Britain was able to secure a series of victories over the French. The most notable of these in 1759, when the French navy was beaten in the Battle of Quiberon Bay. General Wolfe defeated the French on the Plains of Abraham outside Quebec and captured the city, and finally the British captured the Caribbean island of Guadeloupe. The capture of Canada from the French was completed in 1760 with the taking of Montreal. The British conquest in America, together with successes in other parts of the world, meant that the result that the Peace of Paris in 1763 was a far greater success for Britain than the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle had been.
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General James Wolfe 1727–59


A military commander who introduced a number of reforms, he took part in the War of Austrian Succession, the suppression of Jacobite unrest in Britain, but is best remembered for his victory on the Plains of Abraham in September 1759 which led to the capture of Quebec. He was injured by three musket balls in this battle and subsequently died of his wounds.
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The importance of William Pitt


There had been hostilities between France and Britain since 1754 following the establishment of the Ohio Company and French reactions to this. As the conflict developed the French king, Louis XV, increased pressure on the British by taking Minorca in the Mediterranean, which led to the formal declaration of war by the British. Furthermore, the French took Fort Oswego and then Frederick the Great of Prussia, who was Britain’s ally, declared war on Austria, France’s ally, which dragged Britain further into conflict. It was in these circumstances that William Pitt was appointed Secretary of State in July 1757. He himself stated that ‘I believe that I alone can save this nation and that no one else can’. Many historians, such as Dorothy Marshall, have supported his view and have seen his leadership as a crucial element in Britain’s victory by 1763.


Soon after his appointment British fortunes changed and much of this was due to his policies. Pitt showed a strong control over both policy and administration. He established a global strategy in which priority was given to defeating the French in America and the Caribbean. He deployed the most aggressive of his commanders in America, sending 25,000 troops under Lord Amherst and Wolfe. It was Pitt who developed the three-pronged strategy to attack Louisbourg, Ticonderoga and Quebec and to retake Fort Duquesne so that British power was re-established on the Ohio River.
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Lord Jeffrey Amherst 1717–97


An experienced soldier, he had fought in the War of Austrian Succession. Following his successful capture of Louisbourg in 1758 he was appointed commander in chief of forces in North America. He was also involved in the capture of Fort Ticonderoga and Montreal. He became the first governor general of the territories that would become Canada.
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Pitt was also aware of the importance of gaining the support of the colonists and he changed the policy of British officers taking precedence over colonial officers regardless of rank. He also ensured that the Crown paid for equipping and provisioning the colonial militias and reimbursed the colonial assemblies for other expenses, all of which helped to generate colonial enthusiasm for the war.


The success of Pitt’s policy was such that the war could be seen as a shared endeavour between Britain and the colonists, with the Crown deploying 45,000 troops by 1758, half of whom were colonial volunteers. The importance of this becomes even clearer as the French could raise only 6800 regulars. As Fred Anderson also noted in The War That Made America, Loudon, the previous British commander, had demanded fewer than 7000 provincial soldiers from the northern colonies in 1758 and been met with a mutiny of assemblies, but Pitt’s policies brought the assemblies to agree to 20,000 provincial soldiers or colonial troops within a matter of weeks.


The support he gained from the colonists was accompanied by a series of aggressive military appointments. The men Pitt appointed were prepared to launch offensives, which was in stark comparison with Loudon who had failed to attack Louisbourg in 1757. Pitt promoted junior officers who had a good reputation, bringing in George Howe, Jeffrey Amherst and James Wolfe.


Domestic policy was just as important and not only did Pitt gain support from the colonists but he also united the country behind the war. He oversaw the introduction of the Militia Act 1757, which established local militias to protect Britain from possible French invasion. This gave him more front-line soldiers to fight in America. Even in 1759, when there appeared to be a serious threat of a French invasion of Britain, he refused to recall the troops from overseas, with the diarist Horace Walpole commenting on the support he had engendered, ‘All the country squires are in regimentals [military uniform]. There is a great spirit in motion, everybody is raising regiments. It has become almost as fashionable as loo [a card game].’


Finances


In order to allow Britain to concentrate its forces in North America, Pitt paid his ally, Frederick the Great of Prussia, to attack French forces in Europe. This meant that, even before naval superiority was ensured, France was unable to send reinforcements to North America as they were preoccupied in Europe. As a sign of support for Prussia, British troops were even sent to help the Duke of Brunswick and they participated in coalition victories in Europe, most notably in the Battle of Krefeld in 1758 (in modern day Germany). This policy was also a clear recognition that Pitt was willing to do whatever it took to secure victory, even though he had been very critical of the previous administration for its continental involvements. Pitt was therefore willing to secure whatever finances were needed to allow his strategy to succeed and in this he was helped by the system of parliamentary government that made it easier for him than the French to secure loans and to raise taxes to finance the war. However, he was also helped by the growing economy, which was sufficiently prosperous to support the war effort and provide the financial resources needed.


The role of the navy


The navy played an important role in both wars. In the War of Austrian Succession its role was crucial. With British land forces heavily committed in Europe, it was the navy which was much stronger than either the French or Spanish navies, that was able to prevent France and Spain from sending reinforcements to their colonists in America.


In the Seven Years War the navy would be even more important. Initially, Lord Loudon decided not to assault Louisbourg in 1757, because it had been reinforced by French naval squadrons. It was this that made Pitt realise that as long as the French were able to reinforce their colonies in America, it would be impossible to suppress resistance and therefore naval superiority was paramount. This led to the strategy of preventing French squadrons from resupplying New France so that the French would starve (unlike the British, they did not farm the land and relied on imports for survival). It also led to the British winning support from the Native American tribes. As a result, British naval forces under admirals Hawke and Boscawen patrolled the English Channel to prevent the French leaving their ports to go on to supply their colonies in North America and the Caribbean.


Although Pitt is usually credited with the successful policy, it was Lord Anson, who had been first lord of the Admiralty from 1751, who had carried out many of the reforms that made the policy possible. He played a key role in increasing the size of the navy and built up the force so that naval superiority was achieved, which allowed Louisbourg to be seized in July 1758 by a skilful amphibious operation. Similarly, overwhelming superiority, with some 18,000 sailors manning over 100 ships, allowed Quebec to be taken. These two reversals ensured that the French virtually gave up any hope of retaking their American colonies, given the impossibility of resupplying them. This was confirmed by the British admiral Hawke’s victory at Quiberon Bay in November 1759, which ensured that French aid reaching America was impossible. The importance of these successes became clear in 1760 when French forces came close to retaking Quebec, but were prevented by the British being able to send reinforcements from Louisbourg up the St Lawrence River. Pitt’s demand that ‘with the utmost vigilance, shut up the River St Lawrence and prevent all possibility of succour [aid or help] passing that way’ was justified and received further confirmation in 1760 when Montreal fell. That said, Britain was also helped in gaining naval superiority by the French decision to scale down their navy after the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle.


The importance of the Native Americans


At the start of the conflict Native Americans had played an important role on the French side, helping in the defeat of General Braddock on his way to Fort Duquesne and in devastating a number of frontier settlements. However, towards the end of the conflict, Britain began to make effective use of Native Americans. By cultivating their friendship, they were used successfully against the French, with Amherst commenting of the Native Americans, ‘They are a pack of lazy, rum drinking people and little good, but if ever they are ever of use it will be when we can act offensively. The French are much more afraid of them than they need be; numbers will increase their terror and may have a good effect.’ Their support was much easier to gain once Britain had secured naval superiority as the prestige of the British colonists grew and the Native Americans looked to them rather than the French. It was now the British who could supply them with goods.
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The role of the colonists


Colonial enthusiasm for the war had been lost by Braddock and Loudon because of their high-handed attitude towards the colonial militias. This was seen most clearly in the issue of precedence, whereby British officers of whatever rank took precedence over colonial officers even if the colonial officers outranked them. Pitt’s reversal of this policy and the financial commitments he made helped to generate enthusiasm and patriotism among the colonists. Although colonial troops would play only a limited role in the actual fighting, they contributed to the success by building roads and forts, which did much to free up British troops. This continued even with the increased number of colonial troops, but it still helped to create a sense of shared endeavour. It reversed the attitudes created at the start of the conflict and gained the support of the colonial legislatures.



French weaknesses
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Thomas Pelham-Holles, Duke of Newcastle 1693–1768


The Duke of Newcastle served under Walpole and was a dominant figure in foreign policy. He went on to serve twice as Prime Minister, the first time between 1754 and 1756. His weak diplomacy saw him fall from power, but he returned in 1757 and served again until 1762 and then served under Lord Rockingham before retiring.
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As the war progressed the French found it increasingly difficult to maintain an army in the field. The French colonists were small in number and depended upon supplies from France; they inhabited less fertile regions and this became more of an issue as Britain gained naval superiority and was able to prevent supplies reaching New France. This was made worse by poor harvests in 1756 and 1757. The cutting of supplies also had an impact on the Native Americans who had supported the French. The French were unable to continue offering supplies and gifts to the Native Americans to retain their support and as a direct result the Native Americans were less willing to support the French and instead began to look to the British.


Although it is difficult to argue against the importance of Pitt in bringing about victory in 1763, other factors should not be underestimated. Pitt’s strategy and energy were crucial, but he was helped by other people and other factors. It was the Duke of Newcastle, the Prime Minister, who played an important role in raising the necessary funds by winning over parliament and in winning over George II to Pitt. There was close co-operation between Newcastle and Pitt, with the former winning the argument over providing financial support to Prussia. In strengthening the navy, credit must also be given to Lord Anson, while Lord Loudon, whom Pitt had replaced with Abercromby, had done much to integrate regular forces with the militia so that they were better prepared for frontier fighting. Most importantly, the overall strategy that was successful in taking Louisbourg, Quebec and Montreal had largely been decided upon by Loudon. It is therefore important not to give all the credit to Pitt.
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A The British, French and Spanish colonies in 1740
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A Colonial economy by 1740
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