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his issue of Mains’l Haul is about pirates,

but not about the pirates we have known

so long in popular conception. Those pirates
usually appear as fantastic figures
shrouded in romance. In the
maritime world we have constructed
for them, they share some of the
same attributes as the equally
fantastical outlaws of the Old West.
In their respective worlds, both
pirates and outlaws lived far out
on the frontiers of civilization,
beyond reach of the law and the civilized
society on which they preyed. Just as outlaws
roamed our mythological wilderness, using the
horse to grant them mobility and striking power,
so did pirates roam the oceans of the world,
using the sailing ship as their means of attack.
Because outlaws and pirates had only themselves
to depend upon, jthey established codes of loyalty
and conduct that hbound them together, in some cases
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by Ray Ashley,
Director

into a brotherhood more closely knit than anything
to be found in “normal” society. Or so we imagine.
The exhibit Pirates! In Story & History currently
installed aboard Star of India
poses the question of why we find
seaborne outlaws of the past so
compelling. The exhibit is less about
historical pirates themselves than
it is about what we have made of
them and how we have transformed
a modest amount of information—
gleaned from a selective reading
of a few texts—into a captivating myth. Alexander
Esquemelin, Robert Louis Stevenson, Gilbert and
Sullivan, countless Hollywood directors, and the
Disney and Jim Hensen Companies are among those
who have so refined our impression of who pirates
were, when and where they sailed, how they acted,
and what became of them that we now think of
pirates as old shipmates and trusted friends. Some
of them were very bad men, of course, some of




them were depraved even, but we are comfortable
in their predictability. They tend, we think, to be
Englishmen, to live in the late seventeenth and early
eighteenth centuries, to operate in the Caribbean, the
Eastern Seaboard and occasionally the Indian Ocean,
tend to attack Spanish ships and possessions, to
despise institutional authority and revere charismatic
leadership, to indulge in every vice available, and to
meet an early and violent end. Also, we don’t tend to
hear much from their victims.

n contrast, the following articles form a set of

snapshots taken of individuals who fall well outside

the bounds of our expectations. We have a legal
inquest into the violent seizure of a Spanish exploration
vessel of the sixteenth century, reconstructions of a
privateer ship which ended its career preserved as one of
the world’s first “museum ships,” to glorify and nationalize
the exploits of a man whom his enemies loathed as pirate.
We read of the misadventures of a Franco/Argentine
privateer-turned-pirate who attacked Spanish California,
and learn of the real and imagined plights of Western

women confronted with Eastern piracy, and of the
transformation of a minor historical figure into an Asian
“Pirate Queen” by twentieth century authors. Finally, to
put things in perspective, we see the effects of piracy in
today’s world and the efforts of modern seafaring nations
to stamp out an activity which we often prefer to believe
ended in the eighteenth century, about the time Lt.
Maynard decapitated Blackbeard at Ocracoke Inlet. Pacific
stories all, and none provides a familiar voyage with our
customary swashbuckling friends.

So why, as the exhibit asks, do we continue to
hang onto them? Perhaps one reason is because all
of us at some point feel oppressed by the society
we live in. Our “historical” pirates of the Golden
Age broke with their own society, and allow us to
sail with them beyond the limits of ours. The pirates
of our imagination permit us to live, if only
vicariously, free and unfettered beyond the horizon
of everyday drudgery and Control on a sea of
limitless p0551b1ht1es

The last of the great Chinese
- pirate armadas, led by Chui
Apoo was anlhﬂated in 1849.




wrder,
ayhem,
and
‘Discoveny:
The Mutiny
of Fortun
Ximénez

by W. Michael Mathes

A 16th century-type swivel cannon,
like those probably mounted on La
Concepcion's rail.

Exhibited in Pirates! In Story & History at the
San Diego Maritime Museum; courtesy of the
Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco; photo
by John Wright

rugged strip of the Pacific coast of Michoacdn, Mexico, is called
Motines—“Mutinies.” This unusual place name resulted from
brutal mutiny which broke out in 1533 aboard one of the first

Spanish ships to explore the region. The outcome had unintended,
far-reaching implications: the incorporation of the region known as the
Californias into the Spanish Empire and into the awareness of the Western
World. Though the mutiny is fairly well known, this article presents
excerpts of first-person accounts by its survivors, published here in English
for the first time.

Background to Murder

During, and immediately following, the conquest of México in 1521,
Fernando Cortés was informed of the existence of gold and silver mines, as
well as pearl oyster beds, located to the west. Almost immediately, he sent
out a series of expeditions in search of these potential riches.!

In 1528 Cortés traveled to the court of King Charles V, where he
received the title of Marqués del Valle de Oaxaca. As a result of his
petitions, he was given two royal orders and a provision which granted him
greater rights to continue his maritime enterprises. The first of these, of
April 1, 1529, amplified his appointment as Captain General of New Spain
to include the Pacific Ocean, and the second and third of October 27 and
November 5 of the same year granted him licenses and rights to explore
and colonize the coasts and islands that he would discover.?

Upon returning to Mexico, Cortés intensified his maritime activities
near Acapulco, and after finishing construction of two new ships, on June
13, 1532 he ordered his cousin Diego Hurtado de Mendoza to explore to
the northwest. Reaching the coast of New Galicia, however, Hurtado was
repulsed by Nufio Beltran de Guzman, governor of the region and enemy
of Cortés. Reports of Hurtado’s apparent destruction reached Cortés, who
ordered two more ships to be built in Tehuantepec to search for the lost
expedition—and to seek an island rich in gold and pearls, rumored to exist
for over a decade.?

ortés gave command of the new expedition to Diego Becerra

de Mendoza, a native of Mérida, as captain general aboard La

Concepcion, and named Hernando de Grijalva as captain of the
San Ldazaro. The key post of pilot major was occupied by Fortun Ximénez,
a Vizcayan (Basque), the pilot was Martin de Acosta, Portuguese, while the
first mate was Juan de Pinos, an Andalucian. Nearly all the sailors hailed
from various parts of the Iberian Peninsula—five from Castile,

three from Andalucia, and a pair from Galicia—but

; sailors of Basque origin predominated,
and were represented as well
among the soldiers,
storekeeper, carpenters
and caulkers.® Native
speakers of a language
far removed from
Castilian Spanish and
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possessed of a distinctly separate cultural identity,
the Basques shared an important link with Chief

Pilot Ximénez. Ny

The commander of the detachment of soldiers
aboard the Concepcién had an even more > = &EM
important link to the chief pilot: Pedro Ximénez n:rf&é’% 33 ,%
was the pilot’s brother.® Three Franciscan friars, 76i %‘{;
Fathers Martin de Jesus de La Coruna, Juan de e Lgmm\';%
San Miguel, and Francisco Pastrana, accompanied o il i .

e 23 %5 U7 A AL S LAY

the expedition aboard the Concepcion; they
would be crucial players in the drama ahead.*
The expedition’s purser, Juan de Carasa, also noted that “for the care of the This woodcut shows how
sick the said Marquis had sent a pharmacist named Palacio who prepared Spanish shipwrights in the
for them valuable medicines, paying him a good sum of ducados for his ericas computed the

) u » Pay g. g u ) proportions of a ship’s hull.
services.” Many would soon need his care, among them most of the six
men whose testimony would preserve their memories of the mutiny for From Diego Garcia de Palacio’s 1587

. s Instrucidn ndutica.

posterity. These were Juan de Carasa, military commander Alonso de Ulloa,
treasurer Bernaldino de Hinojosa and the seamen Juan de Perero, Martin
de Bocanegra and Francisco Diaz.

“They declared and deposed, individually in secret and
separately, the following:”

Six of the survivors attended an inquest in the mining camp of Los
Angeles in the province of Colima on December 17, 1533, less than three
weeks after the mutiny. They gave their testimony, sworn “under the
sign of the Cross and the four Holy Gospels,” at this remote location
because, according to Juan de Carasa, “I fear that because they are seriously
wounded they will die in the mountains and places where they will not be
easily available.”

The following excerpts of testimony were spoken by the witnesses in
response to a series of nineteen questions about details of the events;
for example, whether they knew if Cortés himself had been involved in

Michael Mathes is the author of numerous
books and articles in English and Spanish about

constructing the ships for the expedition. In the excerpts, to restore the the region known as the Spanish Borderlands.
testimony more closely to the form in which it was originally spoken, His scholarship earned him Mexico’s Orden

. « 1y . Mexicana del Aguila Azteca, the highest honor
ellipses (...) replace the formal legal phrase “the said” which was added by which that nation bestows on non-citizens. We
the scribe. The full document, housed in the Archivo General de Indias, were pleased to publish his article on Francisco
Sevilla, has been published elsewhere in the original Spanish by the de Ortega’s third voyage in our Fall 1999 issue.

author.”

Constructing the ships:

The two ships “for discovery of lands in the South Sea in the name
of His Majesty,” in Juan de Carasa’s phrase, were begun on the Bay of
Santiago in the province of Tehuantepec in 1532 and were completed in
October 1533. Juan de Carasa testified that the Marquis del Valle, Cortés
himself,

was present at the said port in person, to have the ships completed and see
them sail, during which time he spent more than a year in the...port suffering
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A 16th century-type crosshow.

Currently in Pirates! In Story & History; cour-
tesy of the San Diego Museum of Man; photo
by Jobhn Wright

much discomfort from loneliness and the intense heat in the...port, the dust that
arose, and the mosquitos, so much so that all those who were there complained
of his suffering.

Francisco Diaz, a sailor born in the city of Ledn, attested that Cortés was
so committed to the project that, when visiting there, and he “received
news that his wife was ill, near death, he refused to leave the...port until he
could see the ships sail.” Once they were launched, Cortés returned to the
mosquito-ridden shipyard and boarded the Concepcién where, in Carasa’s
words, he reviewed the expedition’s men and addressed them,

telling them that the fleet was going in the service of His Majesty to discover
lands, and he urged them greatly to keep peace and agreement among
themselves, and thus turned them over to the...captain, as well as to the...chief
pilot, Ortin Ximénez, and to me, ...Juan de Carasa, and the other officers and
petty officers and seamen, we all took a solemn oath in his presence, swearing
that we would be faithful in the said service and obey...Captain Diego Becerra,
and that each one would discharge his obligations faithfully on the...voyage.
After the aforesaid, when we swore loyalty to him with the affection and good
will he inspired in all, embracing most of the men, he left the galleon. He spoke
freely to pilot Ortin Ximénez, telling him that if God should will that they
discover lands, after His Majesty and his lordship, the one who would benefit
most would be he.

The Concepcion, attested Carasa, was “very well furnished with artillery,
powder, broadswords, swords, crossbows, and many other
kinds of arms, and also abundant supplies and food for the sailors,” enough
to last over a year and a half. She also carried spare rigging, iron, steel, a
forge, and a blacksmith, Carasa reported, “so that if it became necessary at
any port they discovered they could build a caravel or brig to explore.”®

The voyage begins: October 29, 1533

Two days after the speech by the Marquis, the ships set sail. The
Concepcion’s purser, Juan de Carasa, thought that “I was going with other
Spaniards to discover lands in the South Sea,” but what began as a voyage
of exploration soon became a voyage of horror.

The fleet left the...port without problems. The San Geronimo [Concepcion]
reached the open sea and the other ship, San Ldzaro, as she was leaving...port
ran aground on a shoal and was unable to free itself for some time. For this
reason, the...galleon waited at anchor for four or five days because, according
to the instructions given by the...Marquis [Cortés] they were to sail together for
mutual defense on the same course. After the said number of days, the...ship
San Ldazaro was free from the shoal or bar and joined the...galleon, signaling
and following it, and they remained anchored together that day and night. The
following day they set sail, taking forthwith the course that the...Marquis had
given in his instructions. They sailed together six or seven hours. During the
first watch in the night a storm arose and the ship San Ldzaro was forced off
course and separated from the...galleon. At about ten o’ clock at night the lamp
was ordered lit so that the...ship would recognize it, and with that light showing,
the...galleon continued its course, sailing that entire night until the next day, and
despite its light, the ship San Ldzaro did not appear nor could it be sighted. In
the morning, the captain ordered a seaman to climb to the topsail mast of the...
galleon and to look everywhere to see if he could sight the...ship. The seaman
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stated he could not see any ship. In view of this, the...captain ordered the
galleon to sail with vigilance, waiting for the...ship, and it sailed for almost two
days in this manner.

Since the...ship failed to appear, the...captain and pilot ordered the galleon to
go back on the second course in keeping with the instructions. Pilot Xortin
Ximénez stated that the said second course under the instructions could not
be followed due to bad weather, and the galleon sailed without seeing land for
some thirty days until, at last, they came within sight of land and explored the
coast of Zacatula.’

The separation of the two ships would last for the remainder of the
voyage. Whether this division was accidental, due to bad weather, or
resulted from Grijalva’s intentional action to withdraw from Becerra’s
command is unclear; the latter was later asserted by Bernal Diaz." Carasa
continued that,

after arriving at the...coast of Zacatula as has been stated, the...galleon
anchored, and they lowered the launch which carried the military commander
Alonso de Ulloa, accompanied by some petty officers and seamen, to find out
where they were. They said they found some native Indian interpreters there,
who assured them that the pueblo of Zacatula was only five days distant.
After meeting this interpreter, they returned to the galleon and the...captain,
pilot, and others, and stated what the Indians had told them. Early the next
morning, Thursday, the galleon sailed, planning to go to the port at Zaguatin
to take on water."

Friday night, November 28, 1533

The mutiny occurred at sea, reported treasurer Bernaldino de Hinojosa,
when he

and other officers were sleeping, each one in his place, confident and secure,
...0rtun Ximénez, his brother Pedro Ximénez, and other sailors, brandishing
offensive and defensive weapons, suddenly rushed to where the captain was
sleeping, which was at the stern of the said galleon, on top of a box, and struck
him on his head and other parts of the body...

Hinojosa continued:

This witness, who was sleeping to one side of the prow, on hearing the

commotion, arose instantly, startled, and tried to go where the captain was to
see what the trouble was. On his way he met, next to the mast, Master Miguel,
caulker, brandishing an unsheathed sword. This witness seized him quickly, but
at that time there came another sailor, whose name he does not remember, who
helped the said Master Miguel, and the two, together, held this witness after he
struggled with them as he has stated, and pushed him against a side where they
gave him many blows on his back, calling him a traitor. In the meanwhile, other
sailors arrived and one of them wounded him. He does not remember their
names. They slashed him on his left arm, from which he is now very ill.

According to Juan de Carasa, the uprising that broke out between eleven
o’clock and midnight came completely without warning, for,

during the entire time he [the captain] was aboard the...galleon...Ortin Ximénez
showed him great courtesy, honor, and good treatment both in speaking to him,

.. .they beat

me again,
repeatedly
knockéng meé
down two o
three times,
saying “Death
to the traitors
of the sea!”
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as well as during all the time he sailed on the...galleon he never had any quarrel
“ or fight with him or anyone else, nor did he mistreat anyone.
[ d
gcve me Carasa testified that the attackers struck while Ximénez was on watch
and the captain slept,
without any thought of disturbance, without offensive or defensive weapons,

I{O“’Z S’I/L’Ofld’ undressed to his shirt, and they attacked him with broadswords, swords,

daggers, arrows, and other weapons, and slashed him on his head so much that

. his brains came out, and gave him other stabs in his right arm and a wound in

éO’Z Lé the‘{ his thigh so that they tumbled him from the chest upon which he was laying
and left him for dead, however, on the deck as he was, they chained him with

irons on his feet. The...captain, finding himself wounded and lifeless, asked for

see you

Ximénez and his mutineers, continued Carasa, carrying swords,
Ca ’Z 7Z i}/l broadswords, and shields,

11 5 stabbed and wounded the other officers as they lay in their beds, undressed

. . and completely unarmed. They gave military commander Alonso de Ulloa

Lt the‘{ I/l’ L[[ fourteen cuts on his arms, hands, and other parts of his body, as a result of

which it is expected that he will be crippled, and left him for dead, and, in

fact, they would have killed him had it not been for the [Franciscan] fathers.

k dl 77 They wounded likewise...Bernaldino de Hinojosa, and I, ..Juan de Carasa,

1{01/“ received many broadsword blows, and a bad blow on the head which brought

me to the ground, and, stunned as I was, I got up and tried to go to the stern,

and they beat me again, repeatedly knocking me down two or three times,

saying “Death to the traitors of the sea!” But God miraculously saved me.

They seized me and tied my hands, and I remained heavily chained for many

days. The also wounded petty officer Francisco Diaz on his left hand, from which

it is feared he will remain crippled. They also stabbed him on his nose and head.

They also wounded...Martin de Bocanegra and Juano, a foreigner, the crown of

whose head was penetrated by a slash. If the fathers had not intervened none of

us would have escaped with our lives, for there were many polls and opinions

among them [the mutineers], asking that we all be killed and cast into the sea,

or at least on some uninhabited islands where no one would ever hear from us.

The seaman Martin de Bocanegra, a native of Sevilla, testified that when
the mutineers rose, he

was sleeping on the...galleon on deck at the stern, close to where the captain
was sleeping, and when this witness awakened from his sleep they had already
given him three knife wounds on his head. And, as he found himself wounded
and maimed, not knowing what was about, he went to the stern without hiding,
and there they gave him two more knife wounds. Simultaneously, he saw the
captain, who had been sleeping on top of a chest, streched out on the deck face
down and badly wounded, thought to be dead, and many threatening swords,
and [heard] shouting: “Death, death to them, and long live the King, and Sefor
Ortun Ximénez!”

Petty officer Francisco Diaz reported that at that moment, he himself

was asleep on mid-deck, leaning against a sail bonnet. He was attacked in his
sleep by the three men who inflicted four knife wounds on him, as follows:
two slashes in his hand and left arm, and one each on his head and nose, from
which wounds he was presently ill and fears he will remain maimed. When he
was wounded on the hand as he stated, he wrestled with one of the men who
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had wounded him, and holding each other as they did, they rolled to the side
near the water, and at that moment two other sailors, partisans of the said Ortin
Ximénez, came and grabbed this witness and tied his hands with a cord over the
wounds they had inflicted upon him. At this time he was able to go below and
heard the said pilot shout, “Where is this Francisco Diaz? Kill him!” Father Fray
Juan replied, “He is already dead, what do you want of him?” A short time later,
the fleet pharmacist, Francisco de Palazuelos, came to dress his wounds. He
told him that Captain Alonso de Ulloa and Bocanegra were seriously wounded.
The following day, this witness and the others who favored the ...Marquis were
chained around their necks, wounded as they were. Juan de Carasa and other
persons were handcuffed.

The seaman Juan de Perero testified that when he heard the noise,

half dazed by sleep he got up and heard them shout toward the stern: “Death,
death to the traitors!” Not suspecting that there was such a mutiny, this witness
went up, sword in hand, to the place where the shouting and disturbance were
going on. When he reached the top he saw more than twenty unsheathed
swords. At this juncture a sailor named Juan del Puerto approached this witness
saying: “Give me your sword, because if they see you carrying it they will kill
you.” The pilot Ortiin Ximénez came to this witness, and placing a bare sword
in his hand, asked me whom I was for, and this witness replied that he was for
the King, and then Ortin ordered his hands tied to his back, and thus tied they
took him to the top deck astern.

His head wounded and bleeding, Juan de Carasa was thrown down a
hatch, where Juan de Perero helped nurse him. Perero soon learned that
their survival was by no means assured, for he “heard many sailors who
brought their food say that if it had not been for the priests, they would
have killed them all with sword thrusts, or at least they would have cut
their feet or hands.” Juan de Perero continued:

This witness being tied up, and, as the cord was cutting his hands, he asked
a Juan de Ochoa, for the love of God, to loosen the cord for it was cutting
his hands. He replied that I should be quiet because I had not gotten what I
deserved, and so I remained tied up until the following day when I was shackled.

Military commander Alonso de Ulloa recalled escaping death
by a ruse:

When this witness heard this outcry, he pretended that he was dead and
he believes that because they saw him with so many wounds and in such
a deplorable state, they left him for dead. They even looked at his face by
candlelight and raised him by his left arm, and still thinking he was dead, they
said he should be cast into the sea. At this moment Father Fray Martin de la
Corufna came where this witness was stretched out on the deck and spoke to
this witness. When...Ortun Ximénez found he was alive, he ordered his hands
tied, wounded as he was. His wounds were dressed by the pharmacist of the
ship, and this done, he was ordered taken below decks.

When Ulloa’s testimony was written down and handed back for his
signature, the scribe noted that he “did not sign because he was unable to do
so because he was wounded in his right hand...”

“Before we began to heal from our wounds, we were all imprisoned with
chains, handcuffs, and leg irons,” Carasa testified. Francisco Diaz recalled that
their captivity gave the Chief Pilot and his men considerable pleasure, for,

Mains’l Haul Fall 2000



“Dyeath,
death to
them!—and
long live the
King and
Seior Ortiin

NXiménez!”

A 16th century wheel-
lock pistol.

Exhibited in Pirates! In
Story & History; courtesy of
Sean E. Rich

thus imprisoned, he heard the sailors boast of how they had seized and
wounded them, and that they were thinking of casting them into the sea, cutting
off their feet and noses, and due to the entreating of the fathers, they abandoned
this in the manner which he related. He heard Father Fray Martin say he had
heard that they wanted to kill them, and that he had begged on his knees so
that they would cease causing more harm. And this witness believes they were
saved through his pleading.

The Death of Diego de Beccara and Election of a New
Captain: December 1-2, 1533

The Captain lingered for three days, suffering greatly. After he died,
Bernaldino de Hinojosa testified that he watched,

on a Monday at sunrise when they brought out the body of Captain Diego
Becerra from the chamber of the said Pilot Ortin Ximénez, and saw ballast
brought up to wrap with it so that its weight would sink it to the bottom, and
heard the splash on the sea when they threw it overboard.

The day after the Captain’s burial was the feast day of Saint
Andrew. Ximénez assembled all of the ship’s company, and, in Juan de
Carasa’s words,

addressed them in a loud voice, telling them that he wanted to be the captain
of the galleon and to command, therefore, they would swear that they took him
as their captain and would obey him in whatever he might order. The...seamen
gave him the said oath. From that time, he proclaimed himself the captain and
forthwith named his brother, Pedro Ximénez, as master of the...galleon, and...
Juan de los Pinos as chief pilot. He disarmed everyone except certain Basques
from Vizcaya who were allowed to keep their machetes, and had the arms kept
in a box.

The Chief Pilot’s rise to captain placed another of the ship’s innocent
officers in a difficult position. When Ximénez shouted for First Mate Juan
de los Pinos, Juan de Perero witnessed him “answer the call trembling.” The
chief mutineer spoke: “Juan de los Pinos, do not be afraid, if you want my
post as chief pilot, you can have it.” Juan de los Pinos answered: ‘Yes sir.’,”
recalled Francisco Diaz. “He accepted more due to fear than to his desire,”

Carasa noted sympathetically.

Cast Ashore

Later on the feast day of St. Andrew, reported Carasa, the Concepcion

raised anchor and sailed, carrying us; me, ...Juan de Carasa, as well as the...
fathers and other officers and petty officers, and kept us imprisoned as
previously stated, sailing along the coast for eleven days, at the end of which...
Ortin Ximénez ordered the...galleon to anchor. When at anchor, he ordered the
launch lowered with some articles and crossbows, and cast all of us, including
the fathers, ashore on the coast...

The wounded opponents of the mutiny and the three Franciscans were

Mains’l Haul Fall 2000



hustled into the launch, which ferried them to shore in two or three runs.
Their plight seemed grim, for as Carasa reported:

Ortun did not give us any of our belongings or food or arms or anything else. We
were naked, for they removed the good shirts we were wearing, and gave us in
exchange others that were in worse condition. Thus, we were left on the...coast
without our knowing where we were or which way to go.

Abandoned on the desolate shore of what is today Michoacan, at a spot
later named Motines, the men searched for a way back to civilization:

I, ..Juan de Carasa, and Father Fray Juan started to walk down the beach with
great difficulty and hunger. After walking five or six leagues [fifteen to twenty
miles] we met some native Indians who served as interpreters. We were told
we were in the ...pueblo limit and that..Manuel de Ciceres [the absentee
administrator of the Indian pueblo of Apoztlin] was there. They led us to
him and we told him of our great misfortune. Because the two other fathers,
...Alonso de Ulloa, and the other wounded man remained on the beach where
we were cast away, ...Manuel de Cdceres sent for them with a Spaniard named
Domingo and many Indians carrying food and supplies. These Indians helped us
to reach the mines of Los Angeles where we are now.

The Aftermath

Treasurer Bernaldino de Hinojosa died of his wounds not long after
his testimony. Among the survivors, only Juan de Carasa continued in the
service of Cortés, participating in the expedition of 1535 together with
Francisco de Hinojosa, Bernaldino’s brother. Of the Franciscans, whose
intercession had saved their lives, Fray Martin de Jesus de La Corufia later
founded Michoacidn’s Franciscan province of San Pedro and San Pablo
in 1565, and Fray Juan de San Miguel, a highly venerated missionary in
Michoacin, founded the town of Uruapan.®

A month after the inquest, on January 8, 1534, Hernando de Grijalva
and the San Ldzaro returned to the Colima coast. Grijalva’s voyage had
been free of major incidents, save his discovery of the islands which, in the
eighteenth century, would be renamed for Viceroy Revilla-Gigedo.

Why a Mutiny?

What is missing from the inquest testimony is any sense of the motive
for the mutiny, for the inquest was conducted solely to establish events,
not causes. Bernal Diaz later wrote that the captain was an arrogant and
ill-tempered person, but no other contemporary account confirms this,
and it seems a weak motive, given the nature of the times and the ship’s
isolation." Virtually the sole explanation that could justify risking crimes
of the gravity of mutiny and murder of the legitimate authority would be
that Ximénez and his followers imagined that, once free to chart their own
course, the discovery of great wealth would be theirs. With this fortune,
they may have imagined they could have purchased a pardon or protection
from Fernando Cortés’s arch-enemy Nufo de Guzman.

At the inquest, Yiigo de Mondragon, speaking on behalf of Cortés,
warned of the mutiny’s potentially disastrous consequences;
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The mutiny ended
south of La Paz on Baja
California’s Gulf coast,
perhaps near Bahia
de la Ventana, shown
here.

Courtesy of Harry Crosby,
photographer

if the said Ortun Ximénez should discover any good land, he would, of
necessity, report this to some other nation, since he would not have the
authority or means to conquer and settle new lands. He must have become
a corsair. He boasts, or at least it is said that he proclaims, that he is going to
seize the Peru ships.

Cortés therefore sought to obtain royal permission to hunt down, in
Juan de Carasa’s words, this “Chief Pilot whom we may now call a pirate,”
and confiscate his property. The former, at any rate, proved unnecessary.

Ximénez sailed La Concepcion northwest to the coast between
Cabo San Lucas and La Paz, on the Baja California peninsula. There, he
and twenty-one mutineers were killed by Perict Indians. The survivors
returned aboard La Concepcion to the coast of Jalisco, where they
were imprisoned by Guzman. This action led to Cortés taking personal
leadership of an expedition to recover his ship, which brought him to
Santa Cruz (modern La Paz), where he took formal possession of the
Californias for Spain on May 3, 1535. Thus, the Fortin Ximénez mutiny
led indirectly to an unexpected outcome of vast historical significance: the
incorporation of Baja and Alta California into the Spanish Empire and the
Western world.”




NOTES

Cortés began in 1521 to send expeditions to the Pacific, ordering Juan de Valle to explore
the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. In 1522 Cristébal de Olid entered the region of Michoacdn,
and Pedro Alvarez Chico explored the coast of Guerrero, all reporting that they had
found no maritime passage from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific. However, they saw
many ports potentially useful for maritime expansion on the Pacific, so as a result, in

May 1522 Cortés, with forty blacksmiths and carpenters under Martin Lopez, began
building two brigantines and two caravels in the bay of Zacatula (Petacalco) to seek
supposedly rich lands offshore. Contemporaneously, Magellan and Sebastidn Elcano’s
1519-1522 circumnavigation discovered the Philippines and Moluccas. Therefore, in June,
1523, Cortés was ordered to postpone explorations until a new expedition following

the Magellan-Elcano route could report. This enterprise, under Jofré Garcia de Loaysa
reached the Moluccas in late 1526. In the interim, on 22 June 1526, a royal order
authorized Cortés to send a fleet in search of Loaysa, who was feared lost. While Cortés
prepared his ships, one of Loaysa’s vessels reached the coast of Tehuantepec, giving
further impetus to Pacific exploration. As a result, in July, 1527, Cortés dispatched his
first maritime expedition under his cousin, Alvaro Saavedra Cer6n, which was lost in the
Moluccas, with survivors not reaching Spain until 1534.

W. Michael Mathes, Cortés en California 1535 (Mexicali: Universidad Autonoma de Baja
California, 1978), 16-20, 41-44, 80-81, 84-94.
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Ibid., 30, 43-44; Miguel Le6n-Portilla, Herndn Cortés y la Mar del Sur (Madrid:
Ediciones Cultura Hispdnica, 1985), 31-100. On Hurtado’s voyage, see Martin Ferndndez
de Navarrete, Coleccion de los viajes y descubrimientos que hicieron por mar los
esparioles desde fines del siglo XV, Vol. III (Madrid: Ediciones Atlas, 1954-1955), 151-172.
Sailors whose place of origin can be determined are the Castilians Martin de Burgos,
Andrés Feros, Bartolomé Benitez, Juanes de Arieta, and Juan Lopez, the Andalucians
Juan del Puerto and Juan de San Juan, and the Galicians Alberto Gonzilez and Martin
Pérez de Bayona. Pedro and Juan de San Remo were Genoese, and Juan Francés was
presumably French. Three slaves were among the crew; Estefano de Lesana, Juan
Esclavon, and Gaspar, a diver, who was of African descent. Basques included Pedro de
Ochoa, Juanes de Velastegui, Juan de Balzola, Domingo de Colizabarchoruy, Martin de
Asprunza, Domingo de Lexaldochemy, and Basque carpenters and caulkers were Juan de
Bilbao, Juanes Zuaszo, and Miguel de Urbieta. The storekeeper, Pedro de Casanova, was
Basque, as was one of the boatswains, Martin Pérez de Lezcano; the other boatswain was
Juan de Malta. Also aboard were two more caulkers, one Mendoza and a Portuguese,
Miguel Peréz, and a blacksmith, Master Nicolds de Mocana. Fernando de Alvarado was
overseer; Pedro de Fuentes was chief constable, and Juan Ochoa was scribe.
Land army personnel were Martin Picarte, also Vizcayan; Juan Sobrino, Lope de Arellano,
Garci Ramirez, Francisco Diaz, Adriano, Juan de Xerez, Juan Cortés, Juan Peres de
Guevara, and one Mota, crossbowman. Juan Oliver of Lombardy was cannoneer.
Fray Martin de Jesus de La Coruna had been among “The Twelve,” the first missionaries
to arrive in México in 1522.
Michael Mathes, “Asesinato y descubrimiento: El motin de Fortin Ximénez y la
incorporacion de California al Imperio Espanol,” Meyibo, segunda época, I (julio-
diciembre, 1990): 31-44. The original document is Patronato 180, Ramo 52, Archivo
General de Indias, Sevilla. Elimination of the phrase “the said” also eliminates a great deal
of legal dreariness; as, for example, in this translated sentence from the inquest: “The
said petition being presented in the stated manner, the said gentleman stated that he
accepted the said petition as presented...”
Salaries and assistance for the expedition amounted to 8,203 pesos and 4 tomines,
and the trade goods aboard Concepcién were worth 800 pesos. “Cuenta de lo que ha
gastado el Marqués del Valle, 1533,” Coleccion de documentos inéditos relativos al
descubrimiento, conquista y organizacion de las antiguas posesiones espariolas de
América y Oceania, Vol. XII (Madrid: Imprenta de Frias y Cia., 1864-1884), 298-313.
Fortin Ximénez'’s first name appears with two spelling variants in this document, as
Xorttn and Ortan.
Bernal Diaz del Castillo, La conquista de Nueva Esparia (México: Editora Nacional,
1958).
Cihuatan, Colima.
The murderers of Becerra were Pedro Ximénez and, probably, Juanes de Arieta, led by
Fortin Ximénez. The mutineers were Miguel Pérez, Alberto Gondlez Juan de Balsola,
Pedro Escandon, Pedro Ochoa, Estefano de Lesana, Pedro de Casanueva, Juan de Pinos,
Juan del Puerto, Juanes Zuazo (Elmén), Martin Pérez de Lezcano, Juan Francés, Andrés
Feros, Juan Olivers, Maestro Pedro, Miguel de Urvieta, Pedro Esclavon, Master Nicolds
de Mocana, Juan Sobrino (Cuerno), Adriano (Camacho), Juan Peres de Guevara, and
Gaspar, almost all of whom lost their lives in California. Besides the Franciscans and
those who testified, only Francisco de Palazuelos (Palacios), Juan de San Remo, and
Juan Cortés appear to have remained loyal to the captain. Mathes, Cortés en California,
44-45,
Alonso de la Rea, Cronica de la Orden de N. Serdfico P. S. Francisco (México: Viuda de
Bernardo Calderdn, 1643).
Bernal Diaz del Castillo,
Mathes, Cortés en California, 29-32, 41-46, 53-61, 95-105.
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Not-So-Golden Hirids

wentieth-century English and American researchers spent

a great deal of effort reconstructing the appearance of

Drake’s Golden Hind, the privateer which made the sec-
ond circumnavigation of the earth between 1577 and 1580. Since
the late 1930s, even more ink has been poured into an argu-
ment over the precise location on North America’s West Coast
where Drake claimed Nova Albion for his queen. It seems that
the Golden Hind is more than just a ship: for many on the West
Coast, she is a link with a heroic English past, one which is hard
to come by in a region whose colonistsspoke the lang%age of

A

Drake’s enemies. ~N 1y
AN This model appeared
The reconstructions on this page, ~ in a 1950s magazine.
we believe, are eclipsed by the
drawings on the following pages.

—the editor
Gordon Grant’s reconstruction

is marred by—among other \I’)V()llildh
things—a stern gallery, which | ra ; daVC
appears in no contemporary 39gd et t?lr
image of the ship. cried at the
8 P sight of this
From Henry B. Culver’s Forty “réplica” at
Famous Ships, 7936. Brixham,
England?

This model
typifies the best
early twentieth
century attempts.
G.S. Laird Lowes of
London’s Science
Museum designed
it

in the 1940s; it

is displayed at
Drake’s mansion,
Buckland Abbey.

The 1974 Golden Hind II makes reconstruction
problems vivid. Inaccuracies include a mizzenmast
stepped too far forward, an imaginary stern gallery, little
sheer in her lines, hawse holes too near the waterline,
and instead of small-arms ports, this warship sports glazed
windows. Her hind figurehead, too, is unlikely in a ship
launched as the Pelican. Significant inaccuracies also
marred her sailing abilities. She was designed to be carried
from England to San Francisco aboard a freighter, but in
mid-construction it was decided to sail her instead. Before
her sea trials, stability tests showed that her insufficient
displacement and ballast would likely cause her to capsize,
so ballast was increased from 40 to 114 tons, deepening her
draft by three feet, and styrofoam-encasing blisters were
added at the waterline. Faults aside, she has weathered two
voyages around the world.
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Drakes
olden{nd.

A Fifty-Year Quest

Raymond Aker

“From time to time drawings, models, and replicas of
the GOLDEN HIND have been produced, all of necessity
based on imagination and uncertain data,” wrote a
leading authority on the subject, in 1945. This was the
situation fifty years ago when I began the drawings on
the following pages, which have never been published..
Since then, enough information has come to light about
Drake’s privateer warship, which the Spanish called a
galleon, along with data about similar ships of the era, to
piece together a plausible reconstruction that Sir Francis
himself might recognize.

is page are among the earliest
ship. Above, boats tow the—sh1p in the =
4*1587 map__At left- a 1589 1mage shows -
m the Cele as her cre
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There is little contemporary information
on the ship. Besides the images at left and a
few others, she is engraved on a coconut shell
which Drake brought home as a souvenir.

The World Encompassed, published by

Drake’s nephew in 1628, mentions only that

she was a hundred ton vessel, complete with

a cook room and rich furniture. Of the ship’s

appearance, the book reports only that Drake

“made provision for ornament and delight

and divers shows of all sorts of curious

workmanship, whereby the civility and

magnificence of his country, whithersoeyer

he should come, be the more admired.” The

nearest thing to a dimension appears in conjunction with the grounding of
the ship on an Indonesian reef, when thirteen feet of water were required
to refloat her. English documents give her her tonnage variously as 100,
120 and 150 tons, while Spanish accounts vary widely between 180 and 400
tons.

A document discovered and published in 1941 provided important clues
to the ship’s size, and added a new source of confusion. “An Estymate for
the Dockinge, and inclosinge of Sr ffrauncis Draikes shipp, with a Brick
waule etc.” gave specifications for a memorial to house the ship, a project
which was evidently never carried out. A 15-foot-high brick wall 180 feet in
circuit and 24 feet wide inside was to be built, covered by a tiled roof.

The privateer the Spanish feared as
“The Dragon” poses before his coat of
arms—surmounted by Golden Hind
perched atop the globe, guided by the
cord of Divine Aid. This engraving was
made posthumously, in 1626.

Raymond Aker lives in Palo Alto, California.
His drawings of the Spanish packet San Carlos
appeared in our Winter, 2000 issue.




Rare early ship plans like the
example at right by shipwright
Matthew Baker aided the recon-
struction. He thought that the
ideal hull should have a “cod’s head
and mackerel’s tail,” sharply taper-
ing aft.
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Historians naturally assumed that these specifications were for a building,

and reasoned that a rectangular structure with four walls
to these dimensions would be too small. Leaving one end open, seventy-
eight-foot walls on each side would permit a ship of about one hundred
tons to be a bare sixty-seven feet from stem to sternpost, with a forty-seven-
foot keel, a beam of nineteen feet, and a draft of little more than nine feet.
These became essentially the accepted dimensions, but problems bedeviled
the interpretation of this document: how could walls only fifteen feet high
support a roof over her, even if she was only displayed from the waterline
up? And even with the much too narrow-seeming beam, there would
be little space for visitors to squeeze between the ship and the walls, as
specified in the document.

n 1954 I began a large cutaway diorama of the Golden Hind as part of

an exhibit to commemorate the 375th anniversary of Drake’s landing

in California. As I worked, the accepted length of the ship based
on these dimensions began to seem uncomfortably short. A seemingly
minor revelation helped me better determine her original size: instead
of the specified walls being for a building, they must have been for a dry
dock, surrounding the ship with walls 180 feet in circuit. With her deepest
draft known to be thirteen feet, and two-foot keel blocks aft, the vessel’s
waterline would come to the top of a fifteen-foot-high brick wall, and thus
she would be displayed from the waterline up. But what of the specified
space to walk around the ship? In a dry dock with vertical walls, the narrow
floors of ships of the era would have allowed ample space to walk around
the bottom of the ship, even if her breadth at the waterline was nearly the
width of the dock. The question of the roof remained a problem until I saw
a seventeenth century French print showing a galley ashore in a storage
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These previously unpublished drawings are probably the most thorough
“plausible reconstruction” of the ship ever attempted. The earliest of these
was begun in 1955; the latest details were added this year.

dock: above her stood a roof supported by vertical posts.

The dimensions of the dock led me to draw up plans for a ship of
120 tons, the figure given by John Drake, the captain’s young cousin,
and seconded by Edward Cliffe, who was aboard the Elizabeth. In 1981,
however, Drake’s application for a letter of marque came to light. In it, he
states that he had the Pellycan of Plymouth built at his own expense, and |
that the burden of this ship, later renamed the Golden Hind, was 150 tons.
Armed now with the correct tonnage, dimensions became clearer: she
was approximately eighty feet between stem and sternpost, with a breadth
inside her planks of as much as twenty-three feet, and a keel about two-
and-one-half times as long as her breadth.

My efforts to flesh out the hull form using Elizabethan methods yielded
results so similar to a six-section hull design by Mathew Baker

o=
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Small arms ports with carved
arches and pilasters follow
examples drawn by Matthew
Baker, but the details are from
carvings on a chair made from
the ship’s timbers, which the
author believes may echo
features on the ship herself.
She also probably mounted
18 cannons like these.

A prisoner of Drake stated: The ship carries twelve large peices of
cast iron as well as two of bronze of about sixteen or twenty
hundred-weight each.,” Cornieles Lanberd

SAKER
WGT. OF PIECE = 16-20 CWT
LENGTH = & -10 FEET

BRONZE_GUN
PROBABLY CHASE GUNS
SEEN IN THE FORECASTLE

ASSUMED LENGTH,9 FT

CALIBRE = 3% -4 INCHES
&7 LB SHOT
e

WGT OF PIECE = 16 - 20 CWT
CALIBRE = 3% - 4
6-7LB SHOT
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that I decided to create the lines of the reconstruction by scaling his
drawing to the length and breadth of the the dimensions I had arrived at.
In effect, the reconstruction is Mathew Baker’s design for an all-purpose
ship, with the hull corresponding to his ideal shape of a cod’s head and
mackerel tail. Golden Hind’s actual lines may have differed somewhat, but
not by much.

hile the “inclosinge” of Golden Hind was never undertaken,

what happened to the ship when Drake returned from his epic

voyage? In order to create a fit stage for Queen Elizabeth to
knight the privateer she nicknamed “My Pyrate,” the galleon was hauled
into a small creek near the Royal Dockyard in Deptford, and walled in
with earth. Once the Queen had gone, the world’s first ship preserved as
a memorial gradually went to ruin. In 1618, the secretary to the Venetian
ambassador noted in his diary that “We likewise passed along the banks of
the Thames in sight of some relics of the ship of the famous Captain Drake,
which looked exactly like the bleached ribs and bare skull of a dead horse.”
Wood from her timbers was carved into a chair, now at the Bodleian
Library in Oxford, and made into a table for the Inner Temple in London.
Though the ship’s remnants were finally broken up by 1662, an intriguing
possibility remains: future archaeologists digging in the earth at Deptford
may someday uncover the remains of the hull of one of the most famous
ships of all time.

A 17th century Dutch map
shows “Captain Drackes
Schip” high and dry, a for-
lorn sight near London.
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NOTES

1 Gregory Robinson, “The Golden Hind,” The Mariner’s Mirror 31 no. 4
(October 1945): 232.

2 Francis Drake, The World Encompassed (London: 1628).

3 The most reliable Spanish witnesses place her between 180 and 220 tons.
For details from Spanish accounts, see Zelia Nuttall, New Light on Drake
(London: Hakluyt Society, 1914); Henry R. Wagner, Sir Francis Drake’s
Voyage Around the World (San Francisco: John Howell, 1926).

4 R.C. Anderson, “The Golden Hind at Deptford,” The Mariner’s Mirror
27, no. 1 (January 1941): 77-78. The estimate for the length and
breadth of the dock wall could have been arrived at by running a line
around the ship at the waterline, then rounding off the figure to 180’.
The ship’s maximum breadth could be obtained by dropping plumb
bobs from each side of the deck to the waterline and measuring the
space between, then rounding off to 24’, assuming there would be
a small air space between ship and wall.

5 These measurements yield 80 tons, and tons and tonnage
of as much as 107 tons.

6 Paul Williams, “The Ownership of Drake’s Golden Hind,”

The Mariner’s Mirror 67, No. 2 (May 1981): 185. Though
the 150 ton figure seems incompatible with the figures
of 100 or 120 tons given elsewhere, the

latter numbers likely reflect an allowance

subtracted from her true tonnage, to

permit a reduction in tonnage-based port

taxes because of her role as privateer for

the Queen.

7  For an effort to arrive mathematically at
her proportions, see “The Mystery of
the Tonnage and Dimensions of the
Pelican-Golden Hinde,”

The Mariner’s Mirror 34,
No. 1 (January 1948).

Golden Hind sails
again, in 2 model built
from these plans by
Bill Brown.
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A portrait of Bouchard, uniformed as an
Argentinean Navy captain—a rank he
never attained, though he was briefly a
captain in Peru’s navy. There is a great
deal of misinformation about this elu-
sive and interesting character.

Museo Historico Nacional, Buenos Aires

Pirate or
Patriot?

Carlos Lopez

n November 19, 1818, two mysterious ships
were sighted from near the Presidio of San
Francisco, the fort which guarded northern
Alta California for Spain. They quickly slipped away,
but would return. When they finally sailed away for
good, they left smoking ruins
behind them.

As Spain’s American colonies exploded in revolt,
beginning in Mexico in 1810, the shipment of supplies
to California dwindled to a trickle. Some Peruvian
and Panamanian vessels, such as the San Antonio,
Hermosa Mexicana and Cazadora managed to slip
through, but by 1816, the Peruvian coast was tightly
blockaded by the insurgents. More bad news arrived

in Monterey that June, where Lieutenant Pablo Vicente de Sold, governor
of the undermanned province of California, received word from Mazatlan
that several privateers had been sighted along the Mexican coast and might
attempt to sail north.'

The alarmed Governor had also heard from neutral vessels that the
whole Pacific coast of Mexico was under observation by the insurgents. All
along the coast, rumors flew of frigates sailing in front of San Blas, mystery
ships anchored off Acapulco, a ship blockading Tecapam, and full-rigged
ships off Ventanas; one lookout in Tonatldn reported a phantom fleet of
seven ships.?

he man who turned the Governor’s nightmares into reality was a
French privateer carrying a patente de corso, or letter of marque,
from the Provinicias Unidas de La Plata, present-day Argentina.
The document authorized Hipdlito Bouchard, a private individual, to
attack Spanish shipping wherever he found it and divide the spoils
with the insurgent government in Buenos Aires, a task he undertook
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with characteristic vigor. By all accounts, Bouchard was a difficult man,
unfriendly, quarrelsome and extravagant, and capable of duplicity

and even forgery when it suited him. But he had enormous personal
courage, and as a leader made quick decisions and carried them

out fully.?

Recent research affirms that André-Paul Bouchard was born in 1780 in
Toulon in Southern France. Enlisting as a nine-year old boy in the French
Navy on the cusp of the French Revolution, he apparently served aboard
Le Genereaux at Aboukir Bay. Captured and repatriated, he re-enlisted
and served in the Caribbean. After returning to France he emigrated to the
United States where, by 1809, he resided in the major privateering port of
Baltimore.* The date he arrived in Argentina is unknown, as is the reason
the young expatriate soon changed his name to Hypolite, the name of his
younger brother.

Like many other Europeans and North Americans, Bouchard sought
glory, fame, fortune and employment in the protracted Wars of American
Independence against Spain.> He was evidently a skillful self-promoter,
for this ordinary seaman obtained command of a schooner in a small
Argentinean squadron, the first to operate on the Parani River. They
were disastrously defeated at San Nicolds, however, and Bouchard ‘s
schooner, the 25 de Mayo, was captured by Royalist forces. The new captain
and a few surviving sailors made their way by land to Buenos Aires, where
Bouchard was court-martialed for failing to assist his captured commodore,
and even of firing on his own crew. Absolved, he commanded launches
armed with cannon in the defense of Buenos Aires against Michelena’s
Royalist squadron. Evidently unable to persuade the authorities to entrust
him with another ship, he turned soldier, and joined General José de
San Martin’s Grenadiers Regiment. He fought with such courage at San
Lorenzo that he was awarded Argentinean citizenship on April 29, 1813 and
promoted lieutenant. This, however, is the final entry in Bocuhard’s record
as a grenadier; he left the army for reasons never fully explained.

Carlos Lopez teaches at Menlo College,
California, and is the author of eight books
in Spanish and English; his Spanish-language
biography of Lord Cochrane is in press. We
were pleased to publish his article “When the
Chileans Invaded Baja California” in our Fall
1999, issue.

Bouchard apparently served
as a seaman at Aboukir Bay in
1798, where Nelson crushed
Napoleon’s ambitions in the
Eastern Mediterranean.
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The American-built 34-gun Argentina
in Hawaii in 1818.

Drawing by Gregory Irons, courtesy of
Bellerophon Books
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he unemployed lieutenant, now married and expecting his first

child, managed to convince several investors to purchase a ship

and a letter of marque for him. He joined other privateers in a
small squadron under William Brown, an Irishman who had successfully
commanded an Argentinian squadron on the River Plate. Brown’s plan
was to round the Horn and attack Spanish shipping along South America’s
Pacific coast. This unexpected move caught the Royalists by surprise, and
Brown’s squadron successfully raided the commerce of the Viceroyalty of
Lima from Chile to Ecuador. The campaign nearly ended catastrophically
at Guayaquil, however, when the commodore’s ship ran aground and he
and his men narrowly escaped death. Brown managed to negotiate his own
release by exchanging himself with Royalist prisoners on Bouchard’s ship.
Reduced to two ships, the squadron sailed to the Galapagos Islands, where
the captains quarreled over the distribution of prizes, the responsibilities
for their failure at Guayaquil, the loss of ships and other matters. Brown
agreed to give Bouchard the captured 677-ton frigate Consecuencia, and
Bouchard returned alone around the Horn to Buenos Aires.*

Back in the Argentine capital, he formed a partnership with Dr. Vicente
Echeverria, who invested the money to fit out the Consecuencia for a
privateering voyage without parallel in the Wars of Independence. Renamed
the Argentina, she sailed from Buenos Aires for the Indian Ocean on a
marauding cruise around the globe, carrying a heavily-armed multinational
crew.

In Indonesia, the privateer claims to have repelled a pirate attack: “After
an hour and a half of firing and clashing of weapons, the captain of the
proa, seeing that all his efforts failed, stabbed himself twice and jumped
overboard. Five others followed suit and the rest surrendered a little after.”
According to Bouchard, twenty-four younger prisoners were made part of
his own crew; tying up the rest, his men placed them back in their own
craft and sank it with cannon fire.

He also claims to have blockaded Manila for five months. There he
tells us that he faced the galleons San Fernando and Rosel and a Spanish
naval frigate. “I expected an attack, the enemy finding themselves with

such superior forces. I took my precautions but was not afraid. The
Argentinians had resolved to do or die, in spite of the few
people we had left.” His only worthwhile capture off

the Philippines, however, was a small merchant brig
that cost him fifteen dead, including his second-in-
command Lieutenant Somers. Worse, the brig and
its prize crew of eight sailors and an officer then
disappeared. After enduring Pacific storms, sickness
and scarcity of foodstuffs, the Argentina’s marine
ensign joyously reported sighting the island of “San
Duche”—the Sandwich Islands—on August 17, 1818.

he cruise thus far had brought little in the way

of glory or prizes. Bouchard had not captured

a single large prize and had little booty to
show, though he claimed to have taken sixteen
merchant ships loaded with colonial products; these
were probably small Filipino praus engaged in inter-
island transport.
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Eight years after
Bouchard’s visit,
California’s capital of
Monterey remained a
primitive outpost.

Upon reaching Hawaii he learned at last of a potential Spanish prize
anchored at Kealakekua. It turned out not to be a Spanish vessel at all,
however, but another privateer from Buenos Aires, the corvette Santa Rosa
de Chacabuco. The Chacabuco’s crew had mutinied off the Chilean coast,
marooned the officers, and turned pirate. The meeting proved fortunate for
Bouchard, however, for the mutineers’ hold was laden with bullion. Also
fortunately, the Chacabuco’s Hawaiian hosts, more familiar with silver, did
not value gold particularly highly.?

Bouchard immediately forged documents that authorized him to
confiscate Chacabuco and any other rebellious Argentinian ships, an
arrangement Hawaii’s King Kamehameha conditionally accepted. In his
diplomatic efforts, Bouchard presented his own epaulets, a sword, and even
a commission as Lieutenant Colonel in the Argentinian Army to the King,
though he had no authority to do so.’

The privateer’s effort to capture, judge and punish the pirates were
likewise conducted without authority. Peter Corney, an English adventurer
Bouchard recruited in Hawaii to captain the Chacabuco, watched as the
mutiny’s leaders were shot and others lashed, “which tore their backs in a
shocking manner.”" The pardoned mutineers joined a truly international
complement of sixty aboard the corvette, including thirty Native Hawaiians,
Americans, Spaniards, Portuguese, Creoles, blacks, Filipinos, Malays and a
few Englishmen.

A new dilemma confronted Bouchard, however, for his letter of marque
was about to expire, leaving him legally no less a pirate than the men he
had executed. While he later argued unconvincingly that the expiration date
was automatically extended because his weeks spent capturing and refitting
the Chacabuco did not count, Bouchard was technically a pirate before
he sighted the California coast, albeit one flying the sky-blue and white
Argentinian flag."!

e made no secret that he planned to sail for California, sack

Spanish properties there and spread the cause of independence.

The captain of the American brig Clarion carried the news from
Oahu to Santa Barbara, where he alerted Presidio Commandant José de la
Guerra.” De la Guerra hurriedly dispatched a mounted messenger to Sol4,
and sent warnings to the missions.

Sola had heard such rumors before, but this one was sufficient to
provoke elaborate precautionary measures: he ordered missionaries
to obey all orders from presidio commandants, and valuables from the
missions, such as sacred vessels, were packed for shipment inland.
Ammunition and supplies were to be gathered where presidio garrisons
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Badly mauled by Monterey’s guns, the
300-ton, American built Santa Rosa
de Chacabuco could bring few of her
eighteen 12- and 18-pounder cannon
to bear.

Drawing by Gregory Irons, courtesy of
Bellerophon Books

could regroup. Women and children were to stand ready to leave the
presidios at the first sign of attack, while cattle and horses would be
herded inland. At twenty-five spots along the coast, pairs of Indian men
from the missions were ordered to be posted with horses, ready to carry
news of any sighting.”

When an uneventful month went by after the Clarion’s call, however,
civilians returned to coastal settlements and emergency measures were
relaxed. But the governor’s continued vigilance proved justified on
November 20, 1818, when the two warships were sighted from Santa
Cruz." That evening, the lookout at Punta Pinos gave the alarm: the ships
were approaching Monterey. Despite the governor’s preparations, he
could muster only forty men in the capital’s defense: twenty-five soldiers
of the presidio garrison, four regular artillerymen and eleven militiamen.

The adobe presidio was useless for defense; better was the battery
of cannons behind a low V-shaped wall on a hill overlooking the beach,
grandly termed the “castillo.” For the emergency at hand, the Governor
also moved six small field guns to the beach, siting them himself for
maximum effect.” That task accomplished, Sold ordered women and
children inland to the Rancho del Rey, the area near present-day Salinas
where most of the presidio’s livestock grazed. With nightfall approaching,
the Chacabuco anchored near the beach while the larger ship kept further
to seaward. Bouchard planned to take the castillo by surprise by landing
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nearby, and he sent the Chacabuco for her shallower draft, and because
Corney knew Monterey Bay from an 1815 visit and could better choose a
landing place. Corney, however, did not know of the cannons placed on
the beach to receive him."

Unbeknownst to the Californios on shore, the lack of wind that night
endangered the flagship and forced Bouchard to lower boats and have her
towed further offshore. Following this maneuver, the boats carried two
hundred men, armed with muskets and pikes, over to the Chacabuco.
From her decks they were to land and take the fort in the morning."”

uring the rainy night, the Californios tried to communicate

with the ships through a speaking trumpet, to no avail. At dawn,

instead of sending a boat as the watchers ashore anticipated,
the Chacabuco opened fire. The Californios returned fire with their six
cannons at close range for two hours. Sold reported that his artillery “kept
up an effective and constant fire, making much damage to the frigate,
assisted by the presidio soldiers who ran up to the battery with unshakable
serenity, in spite of the many bullets that were falling.” **

Corney realized the gravity of his position: Chacabuco was aground
and unable to effectively return the unexpected fire from shore.

He ordered his men into the boats on the seaward side and, to the
Californians surprise, lowered his flag. Not surprisingly, Corney’s account
omits this detail, but other witnesses confirm it, including Bouchard,
frustrated that “after seventeen shots from the fortress I suffered the pain
of seeing the flag of my country lowered.” " It was not the shots from the
castillo, however, which were battering Corney; Bouchard probably could
not see, with the Chacabuco obstructing his view, the thick fire pouring
from the beach.

Seeing the flag struck, the jubilant artillerymen demanded that the
captain land, but were disappointed to hear that he had left in one of the
boats. A man who landed under a flag of truce was arrested and jailed
at the governor’s orders, while a second messenger brought a written
request from La Argentina. Accounts of this exchange conflict: Bouchard
claimed that he requested only to be allowed to move the Chacabuco
without interference; Sold claimed that the message demanded the
province’s surrender to the insurgents. The supposed contents of the
responses they received also differ: Bouchard claimed that he was asked
to pay a high ransom to free his stranded ship, while Sold ostensibly
proclaimed that he would defend California in the name of the King as
long as there was one person alive, and that he would spill his last drop of
blood in defense of his country.

he next day the Chacabuco remained at anchor near the beach,

under heavy rain. Most of the insurgent troops apparently still

huddled aboard, tired, many wet, without food and with no boats
to escape. Bouchard found the situation grave: “The boats returned from
the corvette with little order, bringing at most, five men each. I had but
forty men on board the frigate, including the captain and the last page.
All the people in the corvette were under the enemy, but they had not
been landed...it was a dangerous situation but I tried to keep a serene
spirit.” Circumstances seemed to lean in the Californians favor: though
outnumbered, they were well-led, determined to resist and sufficiently
armed, and were anticipating reinforcements. They had just forced the
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Led by naked Hawaiians with pikes,
Corney’s men stormed the castillo as
the defenders mounted and fled.

Drawing by Gregory Irons, courtesy of
Bellerophon Books
surrender of an enemy vessel and confined his superior numbers where
they could do no harm.

During the night, however, the wind rose and allowed the Argentina
closer inshore. Under cover of darkness, boats rescued the bulk of the
men from the Chacabuco. Those remaining aboard claimed they heard the
dancing and singing of the Californios all night, celebrating their victory.

At eight the following morning, nine boats, four carrying cannons,
rowed towards Punta Potreros, between Punta Pinos and the castillo.

Sola sent cavalry under Ensign Estrada to intercept them, but the officer,
seeing “four hundred armed men and four field pieces” ordered a retreat.
Conflicting accounts share only exaggeration in common: the insurgents
actually had fewer than half that number, while the landing force claimed
to have scared away between three and four hundred mounted lancers,
rather than the twenty-five present.”

At the same time, the Chacabuco opened fire upon the beach. The
artillerymen were ordered to spike their guns, burn the powder and retreat
towards the presidio, from which a few shots were fired. Sold ordered a
retreat inland. Dragging a twelve-pounder field gun, two boxes of powder,
six thousand rifle cartridges and all the documents in the archives, Sold’s
men began a hurried march towards the Rancho del Rey. Bouchard’s
troops entered the capital behind their chief, followed by a standard bearer
and accompanied by fife and drum.

ouchard claimed he fought alongside his men to conquer the

presidio. “They put up a strong resistance and therefore, with

blood and fire we finally managed to force the surrender of the
whole town and to liberate the prisoners,” an astonishing feat for one
entering an empty town.” As a Californio recalled, “Bouchard’s troops
marched unchallenged into the presidio which had been abandoned.”*
One man was captured, a Californian named Molina who, left behind,
had stumbled into town in an alcoholic daze. As the Argentinean flag flew
above the presidio, in Corney’s words, “all the sailors were employed in
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searching the houses for money,
and breaking and ruining every
~thing.” A few silver bars were
found, and two of the castillo’s
guns taken, but almost nothing
of value had been left behind. At
Bouchard’s orders the presidio
“~went up in flames. Gardens and
orchards were destroyed, and
AR .= -—=— - - the livestock the residents left
?:2({3 s = fbehlnd slaughtered, doubtless
= ~alienating those whom Bouchard

ﬁ> \\\Kf \\ =
\ S \had hoped to inspire with the
\\

1nsurger1ts cause.Sold received
\\ remforcements but dared
. ‘ \ N " Jnot attack, limiting himself to
\ N _\x observmg the privateers from a
NN dlstance On November 26, the

reheved governor watched the Argentina and the repaired Chacabuco sail
southwards, leaving behind smoking ruins and two prisoners.?

Alarm at where they would strike next, along with hurried
preparations for resistance, spread through the isolated Franciscan
missions. Even as Father Sefidn of San Buenaventura railed at the
insurgents who had forced him to abandon his church as “heretics,
schismatics, excommunicated, idol worshipers and moors,” he sent ten
armed vaqueros north and promised that a company of Indian archers
would leave the next day to reinforce Santa Barbara; Indian auxiliary forces
were mustered and trained at several of the missions.*

Others took advantage of the confusion. When unruly inhabitants of
the pueblo of Branciforte, near Mission Santa Cruz persuaded the Fathers
that they had come to help pack the church’s belongings, they robbed it
instead.

The ships next anchored north of Santa Barbara, at Refugio, sacking
and burning the isolated property of the Ortega family.* As at Monterey,
the men turned to vandalism: decapitating three stallions. Next day, they
re-embarked hastily when troops from Santa Barbara appeared nearby. A
party of raiders was ambushed and the Californios lassoed three men and

Mission Santa Barbara
overlooks the beach where
some of the more farcical
events of Bouchard’s raid
occurred.
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Peter Corney found
San Juan Capistrano
“a most beautiful
town and mission”
before he burned it.

Lieutenant Taylor, who claimed to be from Boston.*

On December 6, the ships anchored in Santa Barbara, where they were
not expected due to the open and shallow bay, unsafe during the winter.

A messenger sent ashore could find nobody to deliver his message to, and
finally left, leaving a letter pinned to a stick planted on the beach. In it,
Bouchard requested an exchange of prisoners and promised to stay away
from the coast if his conditions were met.”” Commandant José de la Guerra
stalled for time and answered that he needed the governor’s permission.
Meanwhile, he tried an old trick, ordering his men to march in and out of
the pirates’ view, making his force appear larger than it was. Finally, the
exchange took place, and Bouchard’s lone prisoner, the alcoholic Molina,
was left behind, along with four men who either deserted or were too drunk
to return to their ships.

Ignoring his promise to leave the coast, Bouchard anchored off San Juan
Capistrano on December 14. He sent a message inland to the mission,
stipulating that “if they gave us an immediate supply of provisions, we would
spare their town.” The missionary in charge answered insolently, in Corney’s
words: “we might land if we pleased and they would give us an immediate
supply of powder and shot.” Bouchard, “very much incensed at this answer,”
decided after consulting with his officers to send Corney with 140 men and
two guns. A cavalry party watched the raiders from the distance, feinted an
attack, and retired at full gallop. Corney occupied the mission and adjacent
buildings and after breakfast allowed his men to sack them:

We found the town well stocked with everything but money and destroyed much
wine and spirits and all the public property; set fire to the king’s stores, barracks
and governor’s house, and about two o’clock we marched back, though not in
the order we went, many of the men being intoxicated, and some were so much
so, that we had to lash them on the field-pieces and drag them to the beach,

where, about six o’clock, we arrived with the loss of six men.*

Three had been killed and three deserted, and twenty of his men were
flogged for drunkenness the next day.
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Bouchard’s twenty-five days in California produced little booty, cost
him several men, and one of his ships had barely escaped destruction.

No desires of independence took root among the populace, and not until
after the insurgent victory in Mexico three years later was the Spanish flag
peacefully lowered over California.

The privateers landed on Cedros Island where they exchanged food and
supplies with sea otter hunters, hunted deer, and feasted on the hearts
and tongues of elephant seals and sea lions. Five men deserted with a
whaleboat. After caturing a merchant brig on Christmas Eve, they landed on
the Tres Marias Islands, where the Hawaiians discovered a taro-like plant
from which they tried to make poi; instead, twelve died painful deaths from
poisoning.

On their voyage south they offered no real threat to the Mexican coast,
although they did land parties that communicated with local insurgents.”
Three bizarre actions were fought against other privateers, evidently due to
the confusion occasioned by the common privateer practice of deceptively
flying enemy or neutral flags. The first was fought at dusk against the
Chilean Insurgent brig Chileno off San Blas, and the second with the
Royalist corvette Fidelidad. A Royalist prisoner aboard E/ Chileno described
the former encounter:

...several actions took place during the month and days in which we were
prisoners. The first was with a large and a small frigate that initially raised the
Spanish flag and, after the Insurgent from Buenos Aires fired, despite the fact
that the Chileans raised their flag, this signal did not prevent them from fighting
all night...*

Bouchard sailed on to Sonsonate, El Salvador, where he captured four
small vessels, including the schooner Maria Sofia—the neutral property of
an Englishman. Another encounter with the brig Chileno, in full daylight,
resulted in a prolonged exchange of fire because Bouchard, aboard the
Chacabuco, was again flying a Spanish flag. Three men were killed and
three severely wounded before he exchanged flags and the Chileno
suspended her fire. The Chacabuco sustained considerable damage that
had to be repaired in Sonsonate before they could resume sailing south;
the Captain fumed, “I would have taken the proper revenge, but I had no
force to do so0.”?!

Bouchard received no hero’s welcome in South America. Arriving in
Valparaiso low on provisions and water, and having lost about forty men on
the voyage, he was arrested by Lord Cochrane, commander of the Chilean
Navy. Court-martialed for the second time in his career, he was charged
with piracy and with attacking and capturing neutral and allied ships, and
heard crewmen testify about his inhumane treatment of prisoners and
other violations. Bouchard’s arrest by Cochrane actually saved him from
hanging, for the British commodore at Valparaiso intended to send him
in chains to London to be tried as a pirate, but Cochrane refused to hand
him over. Thanks to political connections—his former superiors in the
Grenadiers Regiment were now Chile’s victorious liberators—he went
free.”

In June, 1822, Bouchard was sued by his financial backer Echeverria,
who claimed to have not yet received any share of the profits. Nothing
came of the extended trial, and Bouchard was soon in command of his
ship again. The Argentina, no longer a privateer (her expired license

Sea otter hunters in their baidarkas

assisted the privateers at Cedros Island,
Baja California.

Drawing by Gregory Irons, courtesy of
Bellerophon Books

The extraordinary Lord Cochrane,
expatriate Scottish commander of the
Chilean Navy.

Mains’l Haul Fall 2000



N
»\\\
e —
\\\\7x
\\ ) —— -
o - T

—— ~
—— I
o i
—— _

= — _~ e~
P e ‘/_’.—_—’—’—"_“
PP e L

B e e /—///7/—:/:

- X\<\\'\“ AN e

~ . . ST
PN A~ _—

= - —

—S \-——\*;

Where the pirate ships which the
Californios called thefmgata:ﬁé
and the fragata chica would strike

next, no one knew.

Drawing by Gregory Irons, courtesy of
Bellerophon Books

could not be renewed), regained her old name of Consecuencia and served
as a transport in the Liberating Expedition which finally broke Spain’s
hold on Pert. General San Martin rewarded his former subordinate with a
commission in the new Peruvian Navy and command of the frigate Prueba,
but Bouchard evidently did not like naval life. Resigning his commission, he
was rewarded with a Peruvian estate; he never returned to Buenos Aires and
his wife and child.

Death claimed the fifty-seven year-old Bouchard with something of
the same suddenness that marked the privateer’s descent upon California
nineteen years before. His death certificate states that “Captain Hipolito
Bouchard was buried, after he was killed the night before last by his own
slaves, suddenly.”*
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handwriting, demands the delivery of 20 sacks of potatoes, 10 sacks of wheat and 4 cows. “If
this contribution is met, I will retreat without causing any damage...” Bancroft Library, Berkeley.
Corney, Early Voyages, 161.

Argentinean historians have claimed that they blockaded San Blas and Acapulco, or that he
captured Acapulco, but no such events appear in Mexican sources.

Legajo 33, México 14, Documents 3 and 4, pp. 1-2, Audiencia de Guadalajara, AGI, Sevilla. With
two exceptions, all Pacific privateers in these wars were Chilean.

Bouchard, “Diary,” n.p.

Bouchard gave Cochrane, San Martin and O’Higgins many headaches, for American and English
representatives complained to Chile’s government during preparations for the crucial final
expedition to Pert. The court martial is summarized in Teodoro Callet-Bois, £l proceso de
Bouchard (Buenos Aires, 1936).

Death certificate, issued at the San Javier Hacienda, Perd, January 6, 1837. Former subordinate
Peter Corney had died the previous year in England, cheated by Bouchard, he claimed, of his
share of the plunder.

Born the son of a French inkeeper,
Bouchard has risen to the status of
national hero in Argentina.

Bust in Pirates! In Story & History; courtesy of
the Government of Argentina; photo by Jobn
Wright
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“A more villainous set of faces
) never san”

Encounters Between Captains’ Wives and Pacific Pirates, 1831-1883

Malays like this Ilanun man were
the most feared marauders in Asian
seas by the mid-1800s. Whether he
deserves to be labeled a pirate is an
open question, for attacks on ships
were often sanctioned by local authori-
ties. Baffled by European attitudes, the
Sultan of Johor explained in the 1830s
that “Piracy is our birthright, and so
brings no disgrace.”

Joan Druett

“The Malays are a piratical, bloodthirsty people: under the frenzying influ-
ence of opium they execute deeds of violence & of blood!” wrote Dr. John
Wilson, surgeon of the London South Seas whaler Gipsy in May 1840, when
the vessel was cruising off the northern shore of the island of Timor in the
Flores Sea. A little later he added, “upon the little shrub covered rock called
Pulo-Batto or Batto rock, a merchant-captain lies buried who was slain in
defending his vessel against an attack made by a set of Malay Pirates.” Equally
nervous was Dr. Robert Smith Owen of the South Seaman Warrens, writing in
December 1837 while traversing the Celebes Sea, “here the Malay pirates are
so plentiful we think it prudent therefore to prepare our guns &c. in case of a
surprise.™

Such entries are common in the journals written by those who voyaged in
the South China Sea. Here, there is a long history of sea-raiding by the Malay
peoples, whose native craft, the prau—a long, narrow vessel, usually with an
outrigger, propelled by oars and a large triangular or quadrilateral lateen sail—
is naturally fast and admirably suited for piracy. Indeed, in times of strife and
privation, maritime looting has often been the only means of economic sur-
vival, and traditionally easy to get away with. In a vast sea dotted with remote
islands and bays, deserted except for the occasional prau, native pinisi schoo-
ner, Chinese junk, or lumbering South Seaman, apprehension was unlikely.
Once the vessel they seized was set adrift or sunk, the pirates were indistin-
guishable from innocent fishermen.

Accordingly, any fishing prau was an object of nervous suspicion, for the
captains—and surgeons—of South Seamen were acutely aware that knives,
pointed bamboo stakes, and the local curved short sword, or kris, were to be
found on all such craft. Captains’ wives were equally conscious of the hazards,
for stories of pirate attack abounded, both at home and on voyage. In August
1831, having arrived at the island of Celebes (now Sulawesti), Eliza Underwood,
wife of Captain Michael Underwood of the London whaler Kingsdown, was
regaled with just such a sensational account. Mr. Burns, a compradore (ship’s
agent) had just come home to the Celebes port of Manado from Ambon,
where he had been conducting a very satisfactory trade in muskets. Because
business had gone so well, he told Eliza, he had been carrying an unusual
amount of cash: three thousand rupees (about $1500), and a large amount of
gold as well. In view of this, it is not surprising that his spirits plunged when
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he spied “seven Maggandanna prows” steering for his small and leaky old
schooner.?

According to Eliza’s retelling of his story, these “Maggandanna” pirates—
actually Ilanun, for they hailed from Illana Bay, Mindanao—had a particularly
savage reputation, for “their custom is when they take prisoners to braise
their knees and elbows every day by hard blows so as to keep them too stiff to
make their escape till they can dispose of them.” The unfortunate compradore
took the best evasive action he could think of, steering close to the nearest
beach, hoping that the large pirate vessels with their deeper draft would not
be able to follow. However, the instant his schooner made shallow water, his
entire crew jumped overboard and ran for their lives. Aghast, Mr. Burns sat
alone in his boat as they dashed to the shore and vanished into the jungle,
“looking on them in utter despair.”

The Ilanuns hove to within gunshot, and called out to him to surrender
and deliver. Instead, Mr. Burns gathered his wits, a cutlass, and “a great par-
cel” of rupees, and jumped overboard himself. He made it to shore a few
yards ahead of the pirates, demonstrating the stuff of which resourceful trad-
ers were made. Dumping the coins from his bag at the edge of the trees, he
sprinted off into the jungle in the wake of his crew—and “as he had hoped,
they staid scrambling for the money,” allowing him to escape. It was a des-
perate (and expensive) ploy, but it worked. Mr. Burns had lost his money,
his muskets, and his ship, but at least he came out of it with his hide intact. It
is easy to imagine Eliza Underwood clasping her hands to her breast in min-
gled sympathy and congratulation—and easy, too, to picture seafaring wives
like Eliza relating similar stirring yarns to a breathless audience, once safely at
home.

here were so many stories like these in contemporary periodicals

that it is understandable that, when the bride of Captain Alonzo

Follansbee boarded the Boston merchantman Zogan for her honey-
moon voyage in May 1837, she felt disconcerted to find one wall of the cap-
tain’s cabin “lined with muskets, pistols, cutlasses and boarding pikes.”? The
new Mrs. Follansbee was “horror-struck” when her husband lightly informed
her that they were bound for the Straits of Sunda—the same notorious shoals
where many men like Mr. Burns had endured encounters with Malay pirates.
Accordingly, it must have been quite a moment when the man at the mast-
head of the Logan called out, “Pirate vessel in sight!” at dawn on April 22,
1838. The merchantman was becalmed, while the pirate prau had the distinct
advantage of being propelled by oars. “Our cannon, swivel guns and pistols
were soon got in readiness,” Mrs. Follansbee recounted, “swords, cutlasses,
boarding pikes and ammunition hustled on deck ready for them.”

“There seemed little chance for us, as they were gaining on us every
moment.” By five in the afternoon the pirates were less than a mile away, and
Mrs. Follansbee tried to comfort herself by recalling that she “had practiced
loading and firing guns and pistols at targets all the way out.” Her tightlipped
husband informed her that her marksmanship “would be of little use,” how-
ever, for the crew of the Logan was vastly outnumbered. Even more depress-
ingly, he went on to inform her that when she fell into the pirates’ hands, she
could be sure that her fate “would be worse than death.” But, by the grace of

4

God, “a good breeze sprang up, and we were soon out of their reach.

A Malay prau

New Zealand’s Joan Druett is the internation-
ally known author of twelve books, several
of which, including Petticoat Whalers, Hen
Frigates and She Captains, are concerned with
the maritime roles of women. Her latest,
Rough Medicine, delves into the history of
surgery at sea. Joan has just been awarded a
year's research fellowship at the University of
New Zealand.
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As Captain Babcock sailed the clipper
Young America to Shanghai, his wife
experienced pirates firsthand.

Courtesy of the artist, Ron Druett

ollansbee was by no means the only master to have that “fate worse
than death” in mind. In January 1851 the news reached Hobart that
the Tasmanian whaler Flying Fox had run onto an uncharted reef off
Sydenham Island in the Kingsmill Group (in modern Kiribati), and natives
had swarmed onto the wreck, intent on plunder. According to some
accounts, the owner of the vessel, Captain Brown, was knocked on the
head and his wife was carried off as a slave, to meet “a destiny worse than
death.” However, it seems that Mrs. Brown was spared by her husband’s
quick thinking, for he dressed her in dungarees and passed her off as a
man.’
harlotte Babcock, marrried to the captain of the famous clipper
Young America, experienced a dramatic and unusual encounter
with Chinese pirates. The episode commenced in late 1854 when
she was on shore in Shanghai, where she had been left by her husband to
get on with bearing her third daughter. Everything went well, but then,
when the baby was about a month old, Charlotte received instructions from
Captain David Babcock to charter a steam tug, and travel with it to Ning-Po,
some distance down the coast, where he was waiting with the ship.

This was no small order, but Charlotte dutifully complied. Captain
Dearborn, who was in command of the steamboat she hired, carried his
wife and small child as well, which Charlotte found pleasant. The quar-
ters, however, were cramped and hot, and Mrs. Dearborn was revoltingly
seasick. Then, when they arrived at Ning-Po, the Young America was
nowhere to be seen. As Charlotte found out later, her husband had sailed
to Shanghai without the assistance of the tug when the wind unexpectedly
improved. In fact, the steamboat must have passed the Young America in
the night. °

The cavalier attitude of his fellow American must have annoyed Captain
Dearborn greatly. Not only had he missed out on his towage fee, but he
was stuck with Babcock’s wife and screaming baby. Glumly, he turned back
for Shanghai, but was intercepted by a Chinese merchant vessel flying a flag
of distress. The Chinese captain spoke no English, and Dearborn did not
speak or understand Chinese, but the river pilot he had just taken aboard
acted as interpreter.

Thus, Dearborn learned that the Chinese merchant had been robbed
of a bag of gold by pirates, whose junk was still in sight. The merchant
offered a fat fee for retrieving the treasure, a bargain the steamboat master
agreed to readily. Without any more ado he chugged off in pursuit, order-
ing his cannon run out, and ignoring the nervous protests of his passenger.

One shot across the bows was enough to bring about the junk’s sur-
render, which tends to raise one’s suspicions about the story the Chinese
merchant had spun. Mrs. Babcock, however, felt no doubts at all. “A more
villainous set of faces I never saw,” she declared when she saw the twen-
ty-two “pirates” paraded on deck. And it was such a pleasure to see the
Chinese merchant’s delight!—“he laughed and jabbered, rubbed his hands,
and said, ‘Hi yah!” and when they recovered his bag of gold seemed unable
to contain his joy.”

The rapture was short-lived. When the merchant called out that it was
to be thrown to him from the deck of the junk, “by some stupidity it was
thrown short, and fell into the water.” His plunge into despair, according
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to her story, was terrible to view, but meanwhile two of the junk’s crew had
jumped overboard and drowned, rather to Captain Dearborn’s chagrin, as
live pirates were worth a bounty. Hastily, he steamed back to Ning-Po to
hand over the remaining twenty—much to Charlotte’s annoyance, for she
was anxious to get back to Shanghai. However, within hours of arriving
at Ning-Po the pirates had all been beheaded, and Dearborn was free to
leave. There had been no kind of trial, but Charlotte saw no harm in that,
merely observing, “Chinese justice is summary, but they well deserved their
fate.” After all, as she had remarked a few weeks before, after viewing three
chopped heads on poles, “there are such multitudes of them, a few killed
here and there are seldom missed.”” Though this seems callous, it was a
typical response from a woman of Charlotte Babcock’s time, social class,
and background, when faced with the mass of Chinese humanity.
qually pragmatic was the wife of the master of the tea clipper Living
Age, which sailed full-tilt onto a reef in the South China Sea on New
Year’s Eve, 1855, and hung there, impaled and helpless. In the
midst of the panic, glimpsing what he took to be a large junk approaching,
one of the men screamed, “The pirates are waiting for daylight to come
aboard and murder us!” Hysteria reigned—but then Mrs. Robert P. Holmes
hove into sight on deck, dressed in “trousers turned up at the heels, a
roundabout jacket ... short hair and cap, and armed with a dirk.” Her
demeanor was perfectly matter-of-fact. Embarrassed by her coolness, the
crew made an effort to control themselves.®
As day dawned, it became apparent that the “approaching” junk was
another wreck, but when the ship’s company managed to make its way
from the reef to the island, they found it littered with human skeletons,
apparently mute evidence of recent pirate depredations. Luckily, they
remained unmolested until February 25, 1856, when rescue finally arrived.
Throughout the emergency, Mrs. Holmes’s nerve did not fail her—but once
she returned home, she flatly refused to go to sea again.
ne of the most arduous challenges was faced by Mrs. Brown, wife
of the master of the English South Seaman Henrietta.” On June
7, 1860, when the ship was anchored off the seemingly tranquil

Chinese pirates remained active over a
century after Charlotte’s encounter, as
this photo attests, taken aboard a pirate
junk bearing down on its prey.

From 1 Sailed with Chinese Pirates, 71931,
SDMM Library
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Merchant captains had reason
to be wary of even the most
innocent-looking Malay praus.

Courtesy of the artist, Ron Druett

island of Isabella in the Coral Sea, Captain Brown sent a boat and six men
to shore with orders to cut firewood. Just one returned, swimming to the
ship with the ghastly news that the woodcutting party had been ambushed,
and the rest of the men slaughtered. Within moments they were board-
ed by a rush of islanders, intent on seizing the ship. Brown and his wife
escaped to the cabin, “where they kept up a constant firing” until the
pirates retreated to their canoes, but not before kidnapping “one of the
children, a fine little boy about five years old.” The Browns never saw the
child again.®
qually bloody was the unfortunate experience of Mrs. “Sunrise”
E Clarke, a remarkable woman who had sailed on every voyage since
marrying Captain Robert K. “Sunrise” Clarke at the age
of nineteen." Just before Christmas in 1885, she and their five-year-old
daughter Carrie were with him on the big 1,647-ton windjammer
Frank N. Thayer sailing from Manila for New York with a cargo of
hemp and tar.

It was an almost entirely new crew. Cholera had broken out, and Clarke
had been forced to leave most of his men ashore in the hospital. Their
replacements were local Malays, who became discontented soon after the
New Year, on account of some rather summary medical care handed out by
the captain to one of their number. The Malay seaman recovered, but nev-
ertheless he and his friends planned to take the ship. Then, one dark night
in January, they acted.

First, they seized the quarterdeck, cutting the helmsman’s throat with a
lance and tossing the body overboard. When the captain came up on deck
to find out why his ship had fallen off the wind, he was slashed across the
ribs. Mrs. Clarke, hearing shrieks, dashed up the companionway just in
time to grab the assailant’s arm before he could thrust the lance again, and
thus saved her husband’s life.

“But by that time all hell was loose on the ship,” reminisced one of the
survivors, Andy Harris, decades after the event. Not only had he and the
regular seamen retreated in disarray to the forecastle and the rigging, com-
pletely demoralized by the bloody slaughter of the first and second mates,
but the cargo of tar and hemp had been set afire.

Matters looked exceedingly grim, so much so that
Clarke handed two loaded revolvers to his wife,
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with the instructions to use them on herself and Carrie
before falling into the hands of the pirates. Like Alonzo
Follansbee, he had “a fate worse than death” in mind.
“By the grace of God I'll do it!” Mrs. Clarke was heard
to vow."

Instead, however, she held off the mutineers while
the largest boat was hastily launched. At last they
pulled away, with the captain, his family, and the origi-
nal crewmen aboard, several of them injured. “Sunrise”
himself was so severely wounded that his left lung pro-
truded six inches through the hole the lance had cut
in his chest. His wife pushed the slippery organ back
inside and bound the gash with strips of cloth, sew-
ing them tightly in place. Clarke survived the ordeal,
“but only because of his good wife’s constant care,”
Harris claimed. Mrs. Clarke otherwise devoted her
attention to her little girl, Carrie, who had remained
silent and still throughout the bloody mutiny, and was
equally quiet during the two-hundred-mile escape to
St. Helena in the open boat. But then, in the words of
the captain’s wife, “Carrie was a well behaved child the
whole time.” Indeed, both mother and daughter were
remarkably stoic—quite a contrast to Eliza Underwood,
wife of the captain of the Kingsdown, when faced with
a similar challenge back in the year 1831.

ust three weeks after listening to the nerve-wrack-

ing story told by Mr. Burns the compradore,

the circumstances of his yarn must have come

ack to Eliza vividly, with all their ghastly implications.

Matters could scarcely have been worse. Her ship was
stranded in a hostile bay, where the flames of fires lit
by piratical Malays on shore leapt up into the night-
time sky. Captain Underwood was bedridden with an
attack of gout, completely incapable of taking charge of
the quarterdeck. Many of the men were crippled with
scurvy.

Being in need of fresh fruit and vegetables, the
Kingsdown had ventured too close to one of the Lesser
Sunda Islands, which Eliza knew to be inhabited by “a
very savage tribe—said to be cannables,” and the ship
had become becalmed in “a bay or bite as the sailors
call it.”»

...not long after that, I perceived that the ship had been
going about. I rushed up on deck, and to my great
dismay found we were in an even worse situation than
before. The breeze is so light it only just enables us to
stem the current, which means that, if a calm overtakes
us, we shall certainly drift in shore among the savages.
The night was made ghastly with my trembling fears. I
did not dread the pirates of Makassar nearly so much as
the natives of this coast, for [these] are wild wretches

who do not even spare their own race; they sacrifice life
for the sheer joy of it, or to furnish their horrible meals.
It is little wonder that a timid woman should dread the
thought of falling into their hands.*

This, the entry for Saturday, September 24, 1831,
is the last in Eliza’s journal. She ends, “I hope I shall
close my next book with a more pleasing reflection,
surely I shall for the next will close in London, but
yet I have much to dread.” From this point on Mrs.
Underwood vanishes from the historical record; it is
impossible to tell whether she started another book
—or even survived this nerve-wracking situation.
However, if this “timid” woman indeed returned to
London, her stories would have been guaranteed to
chill the hearts of sister seafarers who were outward
bound to the pirate-ridden shoals of the Pacific Ocean
and the South China Sea.
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“Lhe eyes of men grew

China’s Female Pirate Chieftain and Twentieth Century Authors

Dian Murray

A fanciful depiction
of Mrs. Cheng, from
The Pirate’s Own
Book, 1836

Dian Murray is a professor of History at Notre
Dame and a leading authority on Chinese pira-
cy; her 1987 Pirates of the South China Coast,
1790-1810 has been republished in Beijing.
She co-authored The Origin of the Tiandihui:
The Chinese Triads in Legend and History,
and has published over twenty articles. What
began as a quest for an engaging dissertation
topic has led to years of sleuthing through
archives worldwide. Today, Dian keeps a vig-
ilant lookout for pirates while paddling her
kayak along the shores of Lake Michigan and
South Carolina’s barrier islands.

ne of the most fearsome pirate fleets ever to sail was commanded

not by a Blackbeard or a Bartholemew Roberts, but by a Chinese

woman. That woman, Cheng I Sao (Ching Yih Sao), has captured
the imaginations of Western authors more than any other Chinese pirate,
perhaps because Western perceptions of seafaring as an exclusively male
occupation created an inordinate interest in her life—an obsession that was
not reflected in China’s own history and literature.! During the 1920s and
early 1930s, two writers, one an important historian and the other a popular
non-fiction author, both wrote about her. Philip Gosse’s now-classic 1932
History of Piracy and Joseph Gollomb’s 1928 Pirates Old and New project-
ed onto this woman views of China as a mysterious, exotic, dangerous and
alluring place, a fascination which colored and distorted their subsequent
portrayals.? The notion of a female pirate chieftain swayed not only popular
non-fiction writers like Gollomb, but also to a lesser degree affected historians
such as Gosse. Their focus says a great deal more about Western fantasies
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confused”

and stereotypes of the day than it does about the actual
pirate leader herself, a contrast revealed most clearly
when one compares the elaborate imaginings of Gosse
and Gollomb with the original source materials on which
they based their work .2

hinese piracy, though largely a male enterprise,

did include women. Cheng I Sao, literally, “wife

of Cheng I,” became the leader of the Seven
Flag Fleet, a confederation that arose in China during the
aftermath of the Tay-son rebellion in Vietnam. At that
time, pirates from China served the Tay-son as privateers
and helped them unite Vietnam for the first time in
centuries. In 1802 when the Tay-son were defeated, the
pirates returned to their homes in China. Cheng I (Ching
Yih), the husband of Cheng I Sao, emerged as the lead-
er of the surviving pirates, and five years after his death
in 1807, Cheng I Sao herself assumed leadership and
headed the pirate confederation’s largest squadron, the
Red Flag fleet. At its peak, the confederation numbered
between 40,000 and 60,000 individuals, eight hundred
large junks and nearly a thousand smaller ones.?

There were two primary sources about these pirates

in English to which both Gosse and Gollomb claim to
have availed themselves. The first of these, Yuan Yun-lun (Yuen Yung-lun)’s The involvement of women in piracy

book Ching hai-fen chi was published in Canton in 1830 and translated into fascinated Westerners like this photog-
rapher, who posed La Choi San on her

English the following year by Charles Friedrich Neumann as History of the pirate junk in the late 1920s.

Pirates Who Infested the China Sea from 1807 to 1810.

This unofficial history was composed by an employee of the Governor From 1 Sailed with Chinese Pirates, 1931,
SDMM Collection

General’s yamen (the headquarters or residence of a government

official) who was acquainted with several of those killed combating

the pirates. Grief-stricken, Yuan Yun-lun felt compelled to write an “objective”

account to preserve the lessons of the pirates’ ravages

and the spirit of those who died at their hands for posterity. His book

is based on eyewitness accounts from individuals who engaged the pirates

directly, and focuses primarily on the activities of the Red,

Black and White flag fleets whose members sailed the seas between Macao

and Canton. Cheng I Sao’s leadership is mentioned in

conjunction with their operations, but the presence of this female leader

aroused little comment.*
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“Ladrones” in action.

From The Pirate’s Own Book, 1836

SDMM Collection

However, a foreshadowing of later Western romanticization was already
manifest in Charles Neumann’s translation, for in endeavoring to capture
in English the spirit of the pirates’ noms de guerre, Neumann misread or
mistranslated many of their names. For instance, the nickname for Green
squadron leader Wu Chih-ch’ing was “Tung haepa” (Tung-hai Pa), translat-
ed by Neumann as “Scourge of the Eastern Sea.” However, Tung Hae, or
Eastern Sea, was the name of Woo’s native village in Kwangtung province,

» «

and in this case the character pa means “uncle,” “elder” or “earl.” Instead
of “Scourge of the Eastern Sea,” his nickname could be rendered more
accurately, if prosaically, as “Uncle from Eastern Sea Village.”®

he second well-known English account is A Brief Narrative of

My Captivity and Treatment Amongst the Ladrones by Richard

Glasspoole, who was an officer on a British East India Company
ship. (Ladrone was the Portuguese term for the pirates.) Glasspoole and
seven other British seafarers were captured in September 1809 and held by
the pirates for three months. His diary of this adventure, prepared for the
Company, was signed the day after his release. It describes several battles
and the movement of the pirates up the various branches of the Pearl and
West Rivers to “levy contributions on the towns and villages.” ¢
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hen read together the two sources tell a fascinating story of
the rise and fall of this confederation, which—aside from some
errors in the English translations—is entirely consistent, so

much so that one may lay them side by side and track the pirates’ daily

progress throughout Glasspoole’s captivity. Our two twentieth century ver-

sions, however, stray far from these

sources as a result of the ways their

authors misread, misconstrued and

added to these texts. The result has

seriously distorted what Western

audiences learned of late-eighteenth

and early-nineteenth century Chinese

pirates. So great was the distortion

that pirate histories became pirate

stories. The authors’ embroidering of

the facts clearly reveals the Western

fantasies and stereotypes of the era.

Philip Gosse’s 1932 History of
Piracy has provided a point of depar-
ture for nearly everyone with a seri-
ous interest in piracy, and although
he refrained from sensationalizing his
subject, Gosse failed to avoid simple
factual errors that came from mis-
reading his texts.” The phenomenon
of a female pirate clearly fascinated
him, however, and occasioned the remark that Neumann’s book “is chiefly
devoted to the exploits of one pirate, and that a woman.”® In fact, neither
the Ching hai-fen chi nor Neumann’s translation is chiefly devoted to the
exploits of Cheng I Sao; in the Chinese text of 102 pages, her name appears
only twenty-five times.

The one devoted to her exploits is Gosse, not Neumann.

Gosse introduces the commanders of the various fleets as “Bird and
Stone,” “Scourge of the Eastern Sea,” “Jewel of the Whole Crew,” and
“Frog’s Meal,” demonstrating a fidelity to his
English-language source which serves only to perpetuate Neumann’s trans-
lation errors. Though Gosse errs in not having recognized that
two other members of the Cheng family were important pirate leaders
before Cheng I Sao even came on the scene, he cannot be accused of fabri-
cation or of willful distortion of historical evidence. The Cheng
I Sao he presents may even be said to be a respectful creation, for he
makes her a good military strategist, disciplinarian, and “excellent business
woman.””’

he same cannot be said of Pirates Old and New by Joseph

Gollomb, who wrote popular non-fiction books on topics as diverse

as Albert Schweitzer and spies. While lacking Gosse’s scholarly pre-
tensions, Gollomb’s error-plagued account was nonetheless influential; his
chapter entitled “Mrs. Ching Goes A-Pirating” was reprinted in N.C. Wyeth’s
popular 1935 anthology of true pirate stories, Marauders of the Sea.”* Like
Gosse, he based his account upon Neumann’s translation and Glasspoole’s
captivity narrative.

The Cheng I Sao Gollomb imagined “was larger than the women of her

Prisoners await their fates aboard a
pirate junk in the 1920s, whose arma-
ment differs little from that of Mrs.
Cheng’s day.

From 1 Sailed with Chinese Pirates, 71931.
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in this woodcut from the 1830 book
Ching-bai fen chi. Unlike the Chinese,
Westerners have been more interested
in his wife Chang I Sao, of whom no
image appears in the book.

race, gloriously formed and, says a Chinese historian, ‘before the beauty of
her face the eyes of men grew confused,” a remark Gollomb might have
applied to himself."" His tale’s opening exemplifies the ethnic stereotyp-
ing prevalent among Westerners in the era, for he “nominates” the nearest
Chinese laundryman to guide us to “far regions in which is set the strangest
story in the annals of piracy.”"* The laundryman, says Gollomb,

is our best guide if we want to see vividly the yellow pirates who will swarm
through our story... He will help us visualize a people among whom it is wom-
anly to wear trousers and virile to wear skirts... When in our story we go back
only a little over a hundred years the difference between one of Mrs. Ching’s
pirates and the man you see busy over the laundry ironing board is largely only
a matter of clothes.”

Revealingly, the year before Gollomb’s book appeared, a Chinese stu-
dent who listed American perceptions of this “mysterious and inscrutable
race” in a magazine article noted that Americans frequently remarked that
“Chinese men wear skirts and women pants.”* Just as Gollomb’s laundry-
man, 2 man in a Western woman'’s role, is both unmanly yet potentially
menacing, it is apparent from his account of the beautiful but deadly Cheng
I Sao that her exotic inversion of the normal Western roles of the sexes is at
the core of her allure.

onsider the role reversal of sexual power he writes into the initial

encounter between “Hsi-Kai” (Cheng I Sao) and Chang Pao (Chang

Paou), the commander of the Red fleet who became her paramour
and ultimately her husband after Cheng I's death:*

The two fishermen [Chang Pao and his father] were seized and brought before
Hsi-Kai for execution. . . The young man crossed powerful bronzed arms over
his deep chest, and with a grin of indifference looked the woman in the face. .
. .He stood head and shoulders taller and broader than any of his captors, and
the insolence in his flagrantly handsome face was such that Hsi-Kai could not
dismiss it unnoticed. . .

Hsi-Kai, however, who on so many other occasions was indeed the bringer of
death, proved on this occasion that she was after all, a woman. From the very
core of him to his finger tips he glowed with vitality, with such health as models
face and body into form of beauty and makes of the spirit so robust a thing that
even death cannot make it cower.

“Paou, how well do you know the sea?” she asked.
“Aside from women there is nothing I know better.”

She turned to her captains. “Sink their fishing boat,” she said. “Give the old man
new garments and let him eat. And as for Paou, I will attend to him.”*

The original account by Yuan Yun-lung and his translator Neumann,
however, presents a less lurid scene: Chang Pao was originally captured by
Cheng I, and it was in his eyes, not those of his wife, that he initially found
favor:

Chang Paou was a native of Sin hwy [Hsin-hui], near the mouth of the River,
and the son of a fisherman. Being fifteen years of age, he went with his father
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a fishing in the sea, and they were consequently taken prisoners by Ching yih,
who roamed about the mouth of the river, ravaging and plundering. Ching yih
saw Paou, and liked him so much, that he could not depart from him. Paou
was indeed a clever fellow—he managed all business very well; being also a
fine young man, he became a favorite of Ching yih and was made head-man or
captain.'

he spectacle of a virile man under the power of a female pirate,

however, was the ultimate example of Western norms upended.

Besides the imaginary encounter with Chang Pao, Gollomb fab-
ricates a meeting between her and the captive Richard Glasspoole, and
implies that Glasspoole “knew of the personal relation between the pirate
captain and Hsi-Kai” and thus “realized the delicacy of his own situation.”
“It was,” according to Gollomb, “a question of which would prevail, Paou’s
jealousy of any man whose smile interested Hsi-Kai or his fear of what
Hsi-Kai would do should ‘some unfortunate accident’ happen to Homer
[Glasspoole].”" In fact, nowhere in Glasspoole’s narrative is there evi-
dence that he even knew that a woman was in command of the pirates who
captured him, much less met her.

Equally exotic (but also historically unfounded) is Gollomb’s version of

the scene when she assumed leadership of the confederation after her hus-
band Cheng I died:

Hsi-Kai arose before the assembled captains. She was dressed in the glittering
garb of a male fighting chief; gold embroidered dragons writhed over gorgeous
purples, blues, and reds; gay jade and green, bits of painted ivory, gold and silver
shimmered and glittered in the sunlight. In her sash were some of her dead
husband’s swords and on her head was his familiar war helmet.

“Look at me, captains!” she cried. They looked at her. “Your departed chief sat
in council with me. Your most powerful fleet, the White, under my command,
took more prizes than any other. Do you think / will bow to any other chief?”

There she was, in their eyes a goddess of a woman with a record of leadership as
proud as any man’s. It is not surprising, therefore, that the captains of the fleet
should rise as a single man and acclaim her their chief of chiefs."”

By contrast, the scene is sparsely depicted by Yuan Yun-lung and his
translator Neumann:

It happened, that on the seventeenth day of the tenth moon, in the twentieth
year of Kea king, Ching yih perished in a heavy gale, and his legitimate wife Shih
placed the whole crew under the sway of Paou: but so that she herself should
be considered the commander of all the squadrons together, for this reason the
division [of] Ching yih was then called Ching yih saou, or the wife of Ching yih.”

Gollomb is equally imaginative in his discussion of what happened to
the pirates after their surrender to the Chinese government:

Paou [Chang Pao] was made a mighty commander and by edict became a “Son
of Heaven” and was allowed to wear peacock’s feathers with two eyes in sign
of his exalted rank. And the unconquerable Hsi-Kai, whose beauty dimmed the
eyes of all beholders, went to dwell in a great palace and bore three sons and
one daughter to her beloved husband, Paou.”

HE WONDERS THAT 1 THREATEN
TO KILL HIM~THEN NEVER
QUITE DO 60! SOMETIMES I
AM ALMOST AFRAID HE MAY
LOOK. AT ME WITH THOSE
PIERCING EYES AND READ
IN MY HEART THE WAY I

Fantasies about Mrs. Cheng seeped
into 20th century pop culture.
Along with La Choi San, she probably
inspired the Dragon Lady character in
Milton Caniff's memorable “Terry and
the Pirates” comic strip in the late
1930s. Caniff re-imagines her as a beau-
ty of mingled European and Chinese
ancestry, both deadly and alluring to
Anglo male characters.
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hang Pao assuredly did not become a “Son of Heaven;” only

emperors received that title. The privilege of wearing double-eyed

peacock feathers was granted only to government officials for
extraordinary service to the empire. And in this instance, it was the
Governor-General Pai Ling, and not Chang Pao, who was rewarded with
them. Cheng I Sao does appear to have had a son as a result of her rela-
tionship with Chang Pao, but the claim that she lived in a palace and had
three sons and a daughter is unfounded.

The portrayals of these pirates by Gosse and Gollomb contrasts greatly
with Chinese perceptions, for in China, piracy is a subject that not only
has not been glamorized, but is virtually unknown. Distorted and inaccu-
rate though Western tales are, Cheng I Sao and her confederation have
received more attention in the West than in China.*

One region where the pirates were somewhat familiar, however, was
Hong Kong. There in the 1950s they became the subject of two historical
essays.” Apart from greater historical accuracy, what differentiates these
Chinese articles most significantly from the English examples discussed
above is their focus on the male pirate Chang Pao rather than on Cheng I
Sao, whose name is scarcely mentioned. Chinese historians have simply
not found Cheng I Sao either so exotic or so compelling as have their
Western counterparts.




A similar situation prevails in the realm of popular culture and legend.

In the Cantonese play Chang Pao-tsai by Yao Han-liang, Cheng I Sao and
another woman appear as supporting characters, but the hero is unmis-
takably the male pirate Chang Pao. (Curiously, no Chinese author appears
to have portrayed Cheng I Sao as a woman warrior in the Chinese literary
tradition of the mythical Mu-lan.) Probably the most famous of the Hong
Kong region’s alleged pirate artifacts is a cave on Cheung Chou (Chang
Chou) Island where the pirates were said to have made their headquarters
and buried their treasure. The cave is known as the Cave of Cheung Po
Tsai; here again, Chang Pao, not his wife, is the figure of local fame. And
the story The Cave of Cheung Po Tsai, a Chinese variant on the classic
search for buried pirate treasure, is without mention of a female pirate
despite the fact that some of the child protagonists are girls.

ne final tale of China’s female pirate chief merits mention, Jorge

Luis Borges’ 1970 short story “The Widow Ching, Lady Pirate.”

Along with adding a fresh set of errors, Borges contributes several
additions to pirate lore, including his fable of a fox, protected by a dragon

Decades after Mrs. Cheng’s

retirement, the British East

India Company’s Nemesis

pounds junks in 1841. Patrols

by better-armed and more

maneuverable British steamships

stemmed the tide of Pacific e
piracy--for a time. $6, 0y
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*.WE NEVER QUITE GOT OUR HANDS ON THE MINE,
SUT WE DID RUN INTO A FABULOUS GAL WHO
LED A BUNCH OF PIRATES OPERATING ALON®
THE CHINA COAST...

The wily Dragon Lady, in Milt Caniff’s
“Terry and the Pirates,” fascinated a
generation of comic strip readers.

despite the fox’s ingratitude.”? (Here, Cheng I Sao is the fox, who, despite
thirteen years of piracy, was ultimately pardoned by the “Imperial Dragon,”
the emperor.) In contrast to authors who have imagined the female pirate
as a sensual, voluptuous beauty, Borges instead portrays her as exemplify-
ing Oriental decadence, a “slinking woman, with sleepy eyes and a smile
full of decayed teeth,” whose “blackish, oiled hair shone brighter than her
eyes.”* Because so little is known about the actual Cheng I Sao, she can be
re-imagined in any number of ways, to suit widely different Western visions
of the East.

In the twentieth century, the character of Cheng I Sao has been a focal
point on which Western authors, though not their Chinese counterparts,
projected their fantasies of Chinese exoticism, sensuality, brutality, and a tit-
illating inversion of Western norms in which a woman could rule over men
in one of the manliest of all activities, piracy.

NOTES

1 Chinese names can be rendered into the Roman alphabet in a variety of ways, a
frequent source of confusion to Western writers. This article will follow the “Wade-
Giles” system, and when a name first appears, it will be followed with a common
alternate spelling in parenthesis.

2 Earlier popular accounts of her exploits in English include Charles Ellms, The Pirates
Own Book (Boston, 1837).

3 See Dian H. Murray, Pirates of the South China Coast: 1790-1810 (Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 1987).

4 One other firsthand Chinese account exists, the 1809 essay “Chi-ssu p’ing-k’ou”
(Suppressing the Bandits) by Chu Ch’eng-wen. Written in Chinese, it was unknown
to Gosse and Gollomb and was inaccessibly buried in the Nan-hai hsien-chib
(Gazetteer of Nan-hai District), compiled in 1872 and reprinted in Taipei in 1971.

5 When their origins are understood, pirates’ names lose their exoticism, instead
being typical of monikers used throughout South China. Here people tended to
address one another with references denoting their position within the family (Elder
Brother, Younger Brother, First Son or Second Son), their place of origin, or some-
thing idiosyncratic about the way they looked and acted rather than by their given
names.

6 Richard Glasspoole, Mr. Glasspoole and the Chinese pirates; being the narrative of
Mr. Richard Glasspoole of the ship Marquis of Ely (London: Golden Gockerel Press,
1935), 6; originally published as “A Brief Narrative of My Captivity and Treatment
Amongst the Ladrones” in George Wilkinson, ed. Sketches of Chinese Customs
and Manners in 1811-1812 (Bath: 1812). See also Glasspoole, “Substance of Mr.
Glasspoole’s Relation, Upon His Return to England, Respecting the Ladrones” in
Further Statements of the Ladrones on the Coast of China (London, 1812), 44.

7 Gosse’s most serious error lies in confusing Cheng I Sao’s husband Cheng I (Ching
Yi) with her distant cousin Cheng ch’i (Ching tsih), one of the pirates’ major leaders
during the time of their patronage by Vietnam’s Tay-son dynasty. He also mistakenly
attributes the pirates’ code of conduct to her, when in fact they were by her subordi-
nate Cheng Pao.

8 Philip Gosse, The History of Piracy (London: Longmans, Green and Co., 1932), 271.

Ibid., 272.

10 N.C. Wyeth, ed., Marauders of the Sea (New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1935).
Gollomb’s errors are legion. He ignores the significance of ongoing cycles of petty
piracy along the South China coast to the rise of Chinese piracy, and the influence of
the Tay-son Rebellion on the Cheng family’s activities. Instead, he portrays Cheng I
as a master pirate who, through his own efforts, increased his fleet from a leaky row-
boat and a dozen pirates to 1,800 vessels and 70,000 men.

O
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11 Joseph Gollomb, Pirates Old and New (New York: The Macaulay Company, 1928),
277.

12 1bid, 272-273.

13 loc. cit.

14 Literary Degest, 12 March 1927, as cited in Harold Isaacs, Scratches on Our
Minds: American Views of China and India (White Plains, New York: M.E. Sharpe,
Inc., 1980). First published 1958 by The John Day Company, New York), 118-119.
For a further example of American attitudes toward the Chinese in the early 20th
century, see Robert Lawson, At That Time(New York: Viking, 1947), 43-45.

15 Gollomb, Pirates Old and New, 282-283. “Hsi-kai” is Gollomb’s peculiar romaniza-
tion of Mrs. Cheng’s given name, which Chinese sources give as Shih Hsiang-ku or
Shih Yang.

16 Charles Friedrich Neumann, History of the Pirates who Infested the China Sea from
1807 to 1810 (London, 1814), 12-13.

17 Gollomb, Pirates, 279-80. Gollomb misidentifies Richard Glasspoole as “Homer”
throughout.

18 loc. cit. Chinese historians traditionally inserted imaginary dialogue into their
accounts which they attributed to their subjects, usually with a didactic purpose and
with moral instruction as their goal. These make-believe conversations also provid-
ed their authors with opportunities to express their personal feelings about their
subjects. Gollomb does not differentiate between the conversations he quotes from
Neumann’s translation and those he has composed himself.

19 Neumann, History, 12-13.

20 Gollomb, Pirates, 308-309.

21 Until the author began working with the collections of the National Palace Museum
in Taipei and later in the First Historical Archives in Beijing, China’s rich archival
sources regarding piracy had lain untouched. Chinese copies of Ching hai-fen chi
were unavailable in public collections in Taipei or Hong Kong and were only redis-
covered in the British Museum in 1976.

22 Yeh Lin-feng, “Chang Pao-tsai shih-chi k’ao” (Examination of the Affairs of Chang
Pao-tsai), published serially in the Hsiang-kang bsing-tao jib-pao (Hong Kong
Islands Daily), beginning 7 Aug. 1953; Hu Chieh-yu, “Hsi-Ying-P’ang yu Chang Pao-
tsai huo-luan chih P’ing-ting” (Hsi-Ying-P’ang and the End of the Ravages of the
Pirate Chang Pao-tsai) in Lo Hsiang-lin, ed. I-pa-ssu-erb nien I-ch’ien chib Hsiang-
kang chi ch’i-tui wai-chiao-t'ung (Hong Kong and its External Communications
Before 1842) (Hong Kong, 1959), 151-170.

23 Borges perpetuates several of Gosse’s errors, and invents her marriage to another
fleet commander after Chang Pao’s death. He positions her within a Western sister-
hood of female pirates that includes Mary Read and Ann Bonny, though he does not
elaborate on what besides gender unites these pirates.

24 Jorge Luis Borges, “The Widow Ching, Lady Pirate,” translated by Norman Thomas
Di Giovanni, A Universal History of Infamy (New York: Dutton, 1970), 48.

THE PIRATE JUNKS, NAVIGATED BY EXPERTS, GLOWLY CLOSE IN ON
TERRY, PAT AND CONNIE . ...

As THE PIRATES BEAR DOWN ON THEIR
PREY, THEY MAN THE RAILS, CROUCHED
FOR THE KILL .... —_—

NOT ONLY THAT
BUT TS GETTIN'
DAYLIGHT /- WHEN
THEY GET WITHIN
RANGE THEY'LL
AR OPEN FIRE

WOULD GIVE
MUCH THANKS
FOR NICE BIG
SUBMALINE
AT PLESENT

THEY'RE COMIN’
CLOSER—AND I
CANT GET A
BIT MORE SPEED
ouT O THIS
scow!

Mains’l Haul Fall 2000



MODERN
ASIAN
MARITIME
CRIME

Samuel Pyeatt Menefee

A Royal Navy anti-pirate
detail strikes an action
pose in late 1920s Hong
Kong.

From 1 Sailed With Chinese
Pirates, 1931

A recent biennial general meeting of the British officer’s union erupted
in a verbal firefight over contemporary piracy:

The time has come to fight fire with fire, one delegate is alleged
to have said, whilst another Master said there were times when safety
regulations had to take a back seat. Other ... comments apparently
included “I am going to get guns for those guys,” and “If I am going
to get bumped off I am going to get a bullet or two away first.” A
tanker Master was also alleged to have declared that the ICC-Piracy
Centre in Kuala Lumpur was a total waste of time and money, and
should be shut down. “What good is someone in a command centre
doing me when I am being attacked by hatchets and AK-47s” . . .!

Drake, Malay marauders, and Mrs. Cheng. Piracy in the Pacific,

particularly in Southeast Asian waters and the China Seas, is
alive, well, and—unfortunately for all with a stake in the region’s com-
merce and stability—zthriving .

Figures on contemporary piracy are not totally reliable. There has

been much debate over what should or should not be included in
the term, whether violence is required, or if sneak theft should also
count. Are attempls to be logged? And how can the theft of a wrist-
watch or personal effects be compared with the hijacking of an entire
cargo? Some Asian commentators have even suggested dropping the
term “piracy” as pejorative, employing “armed robbery” or “robbery at
sea” instead. Reportage by shipping firms also leaves something to be
desired; the World Customs Organization in Brussels has concluded
that attacks are under-reported to avoid regulatory delays, and perhaps
a hike in insurance premiums. Countries drag their feet when asked
to air their dirty laundry—one need only compare the figures offered
by the International Maritime Organization to those prepared by the
I.C.C.-International Maritime Bureau (IMB), a non-governmental agency.
Even allowing for their broader definition, the IMB numbers are much

3 1l is not peaceful in the Pacific, the former hunting grounds of

Mains’l Haul Fall 2000



more comprehensive, but at the same time probably miss many raids on
smaller local craft. For the seven years from 1994 through June of 2000,
attacks in the Pacific region have annually topped ninety.? While these
figures indicate that we are indeed in troubled waters, they are less
helpful in defining the scope and complexity of the problem.

good example of this is the December, 1998 arrest of Chew
ACheng Kiat (alias Mr. Wong) on Butam Island, Indonesia. He

was implicated in the seizure of the Pulau Mas, a 399-ton tank-
er, the previous month, an incident which appears to represent piracy
at a multi-national level. Mr. Wong confessed that he was involved in a
syndicate responsible for the hijacking of almost a quarter of the twen-
ty-one vessels reported to the Indonesian navy as having been com-
mandeered between November 1996 and 1998.51 These included the
Suci, boarded east of Singapore on November 19, 1996 by six armed
men who hijacked the ship and set fifteen of her crew adrift, and the
Atlanta 95, commandeered in the Arafura Sea on November 18, 1997
and hijacked to the Gulf of Thailand where her cargo of fuel was trans-
shipped before the vessel was abandoned. Likewise, the Petro Ranger
disappeared between Singapore and Ho Chi Minh City in late April of
1998, and was then detained by Chinese authorities with twelve alleged
pirates aboard at Haikou on May 1; these men were not prosecuted,
but repatriated. 51 When the Pulau Mas, which served as a mother
ship, was seized, fourteen masks and eighteen weapons were found,
along with twelve containers of paint, and several ship and immigration
stamps. Wong, a citizen of Singapore, allegedly employed Malaysians in
his organization and was himself responsible to the syndicate head in
China. According to Admiral Sunardi,

Mr. Wong’s international network is placed in China, Hong Kong,
[the] Philippines and Malaysia. Through the evidence gathered from
[the] vessel, all hijacked vessels and cargo were sent to China. On
board PULAU MAS they also found false ships’ documents ready to
be used on newly hijacked vessels. When a vessel was hijacked, Mr.
Wong would change her entire crew. Mr. Wong also placed his crew
on a targeted vessel. When the vessel entered international waters
his men on board informed him [of] the route of the ship via hand
phome.51

Wong was eventually convicted and jailed for six years in Indonesia.
It is important to recognize that many of these attacks are not local,
low-level Third World pilfering, but are part of sophisticated criminal
schemes, involving multinational gangs acting in response to macro-eco-
nomic factors. Just as the Chinese economy provides a useful destina-
tion for pirated cargo, there is little reason to doubt that the
recent increase in Indonesian piracies is due to economic and political
turmoil in that area.

It should also be noted that attacks are becoming more deadly, with
a rise in crew fatalities. Twenty-three crewmen aboard the Cheung Son,
which was hijacked in mid-November of 1998, were gathered on deck
and riddled with machinegun bullets before being thrown overboard.
Similarly, the Chinese and South Korean crewmen of the Tengu Maru,
which disappeared late in 1998 and reemerged in Zhangjiang under a

Samuel Menefee is Professor of Law
and Scholar at Large at Regent University
School of Law and Maury Fellow at the
Center for Oceans Law and Policy at the
University of Virginia. He has written
numerous books and articles on piracy
and maritime violence.
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different name, are believed to have been murdered.

iracies do not occur in a vacuum. While the hijacking of the

Tengu Maru and the presumed murder of her crew might initial-

ly appear to be only a localized tragedy for the sailors’ families,
and an economic setback for her Japanese owners, the loss has caused
the Nippon Foundation, a Japanese group dealing with maritime safety
to propose a Northern Sea Route (NSR) to Europe as an alternative to
the Straits of Malacca.>2 Insurers such as BIMCO have protested to
national governments and threatened to raise the problem of piracy
with the International Maritime Organization (IMO). Non-governmental
organizations such as the I1.C.C.-International Maritime Bureau, with its
Piracy Reporting Centre at Kuala Lumpur, have adopted a “carrot and
stick” approach, highlighting cases in which national governments have
avoided coming to grips with the problem, while praising government
units which have responded promptly to reports of piracy. 52 This
prodding of governments must be done deftly, and is not without cost;
Singapore reacted negatively to one individual’s reasonable comment
that although its own waters were remarkably clear of piracy, those elec-
tronic goods and other luxury items being lifted in the Straits of Malacca
must be finding a market somewhere. Similarly, Indonesian enthusiasm
for the work of the Piracy Reporting Centre has been tempered by the
Centre’s coverage of incidents in Indonesian waters. On other occa-
sions, blame is diverted; thus government sources claimed that a pirate
attack in Indonesian waters which left a British master dead was a muti-
ny. When complaints are raised on an international level, such as at the
International Maritime Organization, the national response has usually
been to duck and weave. A Chinese note in connection with a 1994 IMO
fact-finding mission is not atypical:

The Chinese Government has investigated all incidents, which occurred
along the Chinese coast in recent years. According Chinese sources, the
incidents at sea were very complicated. The manifestations of the inci-
dents were varied. Therefore it is not proper to regard all the incidents
as “pirate attacks” without investigation and evidence.”>2

Perhaps not surprisingly, this reticence is matched by government’s
reluctance to hold other countries’ feet to the fire. A rash of ship
interceptions by pirates purporting to be Chinese government officials,
which gave rise to an IMO mission, brought the following response:

The increased number of unlawful acts . . . may, in general terms be
attributed to a combination of such factors as political developments,
configuration of coast, large number of islands (many of which are
unoccupied thus providing ideal places for pirates and armed robbers
to hide), extensive uncharted areas, limited resources available to law
enforcement agencies, etc.

ithout belaboring this example of bureaucratese, it is interest-
ing to see an increase in attacks blamed on static geograph-
ical features. While non-governmental organizations care
about this problem, and will continue to raise it in multilateral interna-
tional contexts, only rarely will governments stir matters up.
On a nation-to-nation level, the possibility of action is much greater;
a mixed blessing, depending upon the response. During early 1993, for
example, there was a concentration of attacks in the East China Sea—
twenty in all, of which seventeen involved boardings and/or detentions
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of Russian vessels. This resulted in the deployment of the Russian
Federation Navy fleet in the region during the second quarter of the
year to safeguard Russian interests. This would not be the first time that
piracies and low-level harassment have served national interests; Rear
Admiral J.R. Hill noted a similar pattern of maritime incidents in the con-
frontation between Indonesia and the newly formed nation of Malaysia
several decades ago. Separatist Islamic groups in the Philippines such

as the Moro National Liberation Front and, more recently, the Moro
Islamic Liberation Front and Abu Sayyal, have not been above resorting
to piratical shakedowns to replenish their coffers. Similarly, while there
may or may not be any direct relation to Philippine-Chinese territorial
disputes over various island groups, consider the following:

During January 1996, the Philippine Navy engaged in an hour-and-a-
half battle with two identified “pirate” ships (sinking one), 72 miles off
Capona Island. According to CCI, “unconfirmed reports say the vessels
involved bore Chinese flags. Manila described the vessels as pirates that
victimised ships en route between China and Subic Bay.” The Chinese
Foreign Ministry denied involvement but it is interesting that several . . .
1994 attacks were said to involve Chinese-looking individuals in army
fatigues operating from “mother ships,” while a score of Chinese pirates
were arrested during the following month in Philippine territory.

The potential for disaster when such piratical activities take place in a
disputed area should be clear to all.

On a more positive note, Asiatic cooperation significantly reduces
the level of piratical attacks. A prime example is the 1992 agreement
between Indonesia and Singapore, allowing their navies and marine
police the right of hot pursuit of pirates into each other’s territorial
waters. Vessels from the two countries assist each other when pursuit
is likely to cross territorial boundaries, while a joint coordinating com-
mittee of high level officers meet regularly to review progress. Despite
an increase in such attacks following the East Asian financial crisis and
Indonesian spending cuts, the agreement allowed patrols to be stepped
up and has helped contain the problem.53 Prospective links between
Indonesia and Malaysia or among the three Strait states, as well as joint
Indonesian-Philippine patrols suggest other ways in which this coopera-
tion approach may bear fruit in the fight against piracy.

The problem of piracy in Pacific waters might appear to be far from
our shores, with little potential importance for the United States. While
this seems to be supported by the small number of American flag ves-
sels attacked—fewer than one per year—nothing could be further
from the truth; maritime use of flags of convenience suggests that the
number of American-owned ships involved may be far greater.55 Nor
can the impact of piracy on American seafarers be ignored. Some years
back, a lecturer on maritime security at King’s Point refresher courses
asked how many people in the room had suffered piratical attacks, or
were close to some one who had. The great majority of officers’ hands
went up. Finally, there is the very real influence of Asian piracy on
American cargo interests and indirectly on the United States economy.
All these suggest economic reasons we should be concerned with pira-
cies which occur “over the horizon.”
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n another level, Pacific piracy is a destabilizing force. It disrupts

Asian economies, breaks down government control, and can help

fuel insurrections. Maritime crimes also act as sand in the gears
of international relations, creating jurisdictional headaches and interna-
tional finger pointing, exacerbating existing disputes. To the extent that
the United States supports unfettered commerce, equitable relations, and
a peaceful Asia, it follows that we should assist in the repression of piracy
in Pacific waters. We have a prior record in this regard in the case of the
Gulf of Siam’s “Boat People,” although that aid had a humanitarian basis.
Finally, under both the Convention on the High Seas of 1958 and the 1982
Convention on the Law of the Sea, the United States has the duty to coop-
erate to the fullest extent in the repression of high seas piracy. It is clear
that the old story of piracy continues in the Pacific, and it is in American
interests to help end this tale at last.

NOTES

1 Anonymous, “Shipmasters threaten to shoot themselves in the foot,” Commercial
Crime International, no. 1, 17.

2 This article is based in part on a speech delivered to the Asia Society in New York.

3 The Pacific region is here taken to include Papua New Guinea, the Solomon Islands,
Indonesia, the Straits of Malacca and Singapore, Malaysia, the Philippines, Vietnam,
China, the South and East China Seas, and the “HLA” quadrant area. Number of
attacks, by year: 1991: 102; 1992: 70; 1993: 84; 1994: 113; 1995: 113; 1996: 123; 1997:
91; 1998: 97; 1999: 160; 2000 [first six mos.]: 85. Piracy and Armed Robbery Against
Ships: Annual Report 1st January-31st December 1999 (London: ICC International
Maritime Bureau, 2000), 3.5 Piracy and Avmed Robbery Against Ships: Annual
Report 1st ]anumy 21 st December 1998 (London: ICC International Maritime
Bureau, 1999), 190 Piracy and Avmed Robbery Against Ships: Annual Report
st ]anumy-ﬁ]sl December 1996 (London: ICC International Maritime Bureau,

n.d.), 12; Piracy and Armed Robbery...1997, 21. In addition, two other tankers,

the Pendopo and the 118-ton Pladju, were included in this total. Piracy and
Armed Robbery...1998,12, 28. Note too that these ships are all relatively small, but
today’s pirates are turning their attentions to ever larger prey.5 Piracy and Armed
Robbery...1998, 20; Piracy and Armed Robbery...1999, 20-21.54 Piracy and Armed
Robbery... 1998, 10, 27, 29; Piracy and Armed Robbery...1999, 17-18. 13 of the
pirates in the former case were sentenced to death in a Chinese trial. 5 Anonymous,
“Japanese Seek New Route to Escape Piracy,” Business Times (Singapore), 7 January
1999.5 Piracy and Armed Robbery...1998, 14, 18 54 Samuel Pyeatt Menefee,
Contempoarary Piracy and International Law (1995), s8. 5% Ibid., 59.

4 Samuel Pyeatt Menefee, Trendsz Mamnme Violence (Coulsdon, Surrey Jane’s
Information Group, 1996) 69.5% Ibid., 85.2 4 Menefee, Contempoarary Piracy,
61.>4 Michael Richardson. “Sh1powners Say It’s a Matter of Time Before Pirates
Cause Disaster in Asia,” International Herald Tribune, 1 June 1999. Menefee,
Contempoarary Piracy, 61, 62. Piracy and Armed Robbery...1998, 8.
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To meet men who have boarded galleons, armed with cutlasses, one need not turn only to books. In Southern California, one’s neighbor
may have done just that while working as an actor or “extra” in pirate movies. Many of these films were shot partly on Southern California beaches
and waters, which are identified, when known, in the list below. The sea stories told by Hollywood are among Southern California’s most important
maritime legacies, shaping the ways people across the globe have pictured humanity’s involvement with the sea.

— the editor

T he Pirates of FHlollyivood

A list of films from Hollywood’s “Golden Age” compiled by Gail Selinger

Abbott and Costello Meet Captain Kidd (Warner Brothers, 1952)
Against All Flags (Universal International Pictures, 1952)

Anne of the Indies (20th Century Fox Film Corp., 1951)

The Black Pirate (Elton Corp., 1926) Catalina Island

Barbary Pirate (Columbia Pictures Corp., 1949)

The Black Swan (20th Century Fox, 1942)

Blackbeard the Pirate (RKO Radio Pictures, Inc., 1952)
Blackbeard’s Ghost (Walt Disney Productions, 1968)

Breed of the Sea (Robertson-Cole Pictures Corp., 1926)

The Buccaneer (Paramount Pictures Corp., 1938) Catalina Island
The Buccaneer (Paramount , 1958) Catalina Island
Buccaneer’s Girl (Universal, 1950)

Captain Blood (Vitagraph Co. of America, 1924)

Captain Blood (Warner Brothers, 1935) Diver’s Cove (Laguna Beach) and Catalina Island
Captain Kidd (Captain Kidd Productions, Inc. / United Artists, 1945)
Captain Kidd and the Slave Girl (Reliance / United Artists, 1954)
Captain Pirate (Columbia, 1952)

Caribbean (Paramount, 1952)

The Crimson Pirate (Warner Brothers, 1952) Catalina Island
Dancing Pirate (Pioneer Pictures Corp., 1936)

Daphne and the Pirate (Fine Arts Film Co., 1916)

Double Crosshones (Universal, 1950)

Fair Winds to Java (Republic Pictures Corp., 1953)

The First Kiss (Famous Players-Lasky Corp. / Paramount, 1928)
Flame of Araby (Universal, 1951)

The Fortunes of Captain Blood (Columbia, 1950)

Frenchman’s Creek (Paramount, 1944)

The Golden Hawk (Columbia, 1952)

Hero’s Island (Daystar Productions / UA, 1962)

The King’s Pirate (Universal, 1967)

Last of the Buccaneers (Columbia, 1951)

Master of Ballantrae (Warner Brothers, 1953)

Moonfleet (Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer, 1955)

New Moon (MGM, 1940) Catalina Island

Pirates at Laguna Beach:
In Southern California, the
fantasy of pirate life was
captured on film. Michael
Curtiz, seated with legs
crossed, directs Errol
Flynn and Basil Rathbone
in the climactic duel for
the 1935 Captain Blood
at Diver’s Cove, Laguna
Beach. Swordplay was part
of every pirate film, though
historical accuracy wasn’t.

Old Ironsides (Famous Players-Lasky / Paramount, 1926) Catalina Island
Peg of the Pirates (Fox Film Corp., 1918)

The Pirate (MGM, 1948)

The Pirate’s Gold (Biograph, 1908)

Pirates of Tortuga (20th Century Fox, 1961)

Pirates of Tripoli (Columbia, 1955)

Prince of Pirates (Columbia, 1953)

Princess and the Pirate (RKO, 1944)

Raiders of the Seven Seas (Global Productions / UA, 1953)

Return to Treasure Island (Eclipse Films, 1954)

The Road to Romance (MGM, 1927)

Sea Devils (RKO, 1953) Channel Islands and surrounding waters
The Sea Hawk (Frank Lloyd Productions, 1924)

The Sea Hawk (Warner Brothers, 1940)

The Spanish Main (RKO, 1945)

To Have and To Hold (Jesse L. Lasky Feature Play Company, 1916)
Treasure Island (Fox, 1918) An early use of Catalina Island
Treasure Island (Maurice Tourneur Productions, 1920)

Treasure Island (MGM, 1934) Catalina Island and Laguna Beach
Treasure Island (Walt Disney Productions, 1950)*

Yankee Buccaneer (Universal, 1952)

Yankee Pasha (Universal, 1954)

* Disney’s first non-animated feature film was shot in Britain,
but some studio artwork was created in Burbank.
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