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At first glance the North American cod fishery of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries seems to be an industry with an encouragingly simple economic base, founded on a limitless supply of cod in North American waters and a limitless demand for food in European and Caribbean markets.  As a subject for historical research, however, the fishery is hardly so simple.  A general description of the cod trade would not only have to cover several centuries but would have to include oceanography, the geography of settlement, the economic history of ports and shipping, the geopolitics of imperial trade, the geography of transport, and the history of European cuisine.  The essential sources, in several languages, are scattered, partial, and imprecise, and a comprehensive inventory would have to include local as well as national archives along the entire North American and Mediterranean littoral from the Caribbean to Italy.

In recent years, however, independent studies of several particular aspects of the cod trade have questioned one of the fundamental tenets of the fishery, its apparently limitless supply of cod.  Both French and English studies have testified to recurrent but unpredictable catch failures that left large areas of the fishing grounds temporarily useless at various times during the eighteenth century.

The researchers have offered various explanations for these periodic catch failures.  Jean-François Brière and Laurier Turgeon have suggested that oceanographic or biological factors may have caused fish populations to change their migratory habits or feeding patterns.
  Grant Head and Christopher Moore suggest that overfishing may have been the cause of the local shortages.
  Support for each position may be found in the comments of contemporary observers.

Though the causes for periodic collapses in fish catches may never be determined, contemporary observers understood that they constituted an important risk for the fishermen, whose costs were fixed but whose catches were uncertain.  It also appears that such supply problems helped set limits upon the total catch, which could not be reliably increased simply by an intensified effort.  Historians are beginning to recognize that adequacy of supply had important implications throughout the cod trade.

If supply was not limitless in the cod trade, what of demand​?  A number of historians have suggested that prices and markets for cod must have influenced the progress of the industry, but research into the subject has been limited and local.
  This paper attempts to survey the domestic, foreign, and colonial markets for the French North American cod trade in the eighteenth century and draws some preliminary conclusions about the influence of markets upon the history of the cod fishery.

1.
The Markets for France's Cod Catch

It has been estimated that by the middle of the eighteenth century the total annual cod catches of the North American coast may have been close to 1.5 million quintals, or perhaps a third of early twentieth century catches.  The largest share by the mid-eighteenth century was British, for the British Newfoundland settlers and the migrant West Country fleets had increased their Newfoundland catches from 100,000 to 600,000 quintals in the course of the century.  Typical New England catches are reported to have approached roughly 400,000 quintals.  The French, though they had produced more than 500,000 quintals annually in the few years of the late seventeenth century for which statistics are available, had never regained such levels in the eighteenth century, and their mid-century production stood at about 350,000 quintals.
  Where did the French fishing industry sell this cod?

The Domestic Market
The oldest market for cod in France lay along the English Channel and along the rivers flowing into the Channel.  These areas had consumed North Sea and Icelandic cod before the discovery of Newfoundland.  Throughout the era of the French North American fishery, Dunkirk maintained a substantial Icelandic cod fishery (fifty-five ships in 1787), and large quantities of Dutch North Sea cod entered northern and eastern France.
  Newfoundland cod also found markets in northern France, but whether it came from Newfoundland or from the North Sea, the kind of cod preferred in this region was green cod, morue verte, that is, cod pickled in brine rather than entirely dried.  North Sea cod had always been preserved in this fashion.  With this local preference strongly engrained in the traditional markets of North Sea cod, other forms of cod, particularly the dried product from Newfoundland, could not break in.  More than three-quarters of the green cod the French fleets brought from Newfoundland was landed north of Brest.
  Much of the rest landed at Nantes:

La morue verte y abonde infiniment ... à cause de la facilite de faire remettre ces salines par la Loire pour les repandre dans les provinces voisines et ... jusqu'à Orléans pour Paris.

Little dried cod landed on the north coast of France, except for the supplies brought back to Saint-Malo and Granville by their fishing fleets, and these quantities were largest when the fishermen had difficulties selling their catch further south.
  Though dried cod was the main North American product, it had never broken the engrained preference for green cod that had been established over the centuries in northern France.  The strength of these preferences was demonstrated in 1767 by a Parisian official who offered two reasons why dry cod had no significant sale in Paris:

La première: que la morue sèche ne peut être servie par preférence à la morue verte sur les bonnes tables.

La seconde: que les aprêts qu'elle exige pour la rendre comestible ne conviendrent point au menu peuple, qui ne va au marche que dans le moment des repas et du besoin.

As the Paris official suggests, green cod was not only a northern dish but a relatively refined one.  Considered the superior product, green cod was not only more difficult to store and preserve, but was twice as expensive as dry cod.
  Consequently it was not a mass market food.  Though green cod was shipped long distances along the Seine, Loire, and other river systems, it appears to have been sold mostly in cities and mostly to a wealthy clientele.  Records of noble households and even the royal court testify to the elite market for green cod.
  A costly product that added variety to the tables of those who could afford such touches, green cod - whether from the Dutch or Dunkirk trade or from Newfoundland - was intended for a reliable but relatively small market.

If the Parisians thought dry cod almost unfit to eat, their opinion was not shared in the south of France.  As the Chambre de Commerce of Marseilles reported about dry cod in 1763:

les peuples de Provence, du Languedoc, du Dauphiné et des provinces voisins en font un grand consummation, sur la preférence qu'ils luy doivent à tous les autres poissons salés, même à la morue verte dont on ne font qu'un modique usage dans les provinces méridionales.

North Sea cod had never had a large sale south of the English Channel before the opening of the Newfoundland fishery: it was 1517 before cod, and even the name "morue" (or "molue") became known in Bordeaux.  The product that created a market for cod in these new areas was dry cod from North America, and once it arrived green cod was largely priced out of competition south of Nantes.  By the 1780s, 90 per cent of France's dry cod catch landed south of Nantes, and this dry catch was usually at least twice as valuable as the total green catch the French brought from North America.

Dried cod landed at all the major ports of southwest France, particularly at Bordeaux and the Basque ports of Saint-Jean de Luz and Bayonne.  Most of the dried cod sold in France, however, was landed not on the Atlantic coast but in the Mediterranean, and particularly at Marseilles.  As Table One demonstrates, this trade remained vigorous throughout the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.  Half and sometimes two-thirds of French dry cod importation was sold in the Mediterranean.

On the Mediterranean shore of France, dried cod evidently made a cultural breakthrough never achieved in the north.  It became part of the basket of foods in Marseilles and its hinterland of Languedoc and Provence and became a useful part of ships' provisions.  Though cod did not become a major or essential part of the diet, the Intendant of Provence could report in 1758 that, when war blocked imports of cod, the people of Marseilles:

se trouvent totalement privées d'une nourriture à laquelle ils sont accoutumés et dont ils ont un grand besoin à cause de la cherté des autres denrées.

This acceptance of cod into the diet of Mediterranean France, achieved by the mid-seventeenth century, was not followed in many other regions.  Though seventeenth century sources refer to shipments of cod inland from Marseilles to Savoy, Lyons, and other regions of France, the quantities were probably small.
  Eighteenth century statistics suggest that there were no parts of inland France to which substantial quantities of dried cod penetrated.  Bordeaux imported 30,000 quintals of dried cod in 1730 - the amount fell to 12,000 quintals by 1773 - and reported exports to most of the surrounding provinces, but studies of Bordeaux's interior trades suggest that inland distribution of cod was of small value though it covered a wide area.
  Even some coastal areas of France ate no cod: an entrepreneur attempting to start a cod fishery at Port Louis on the south coast of Brittany in 1787 acknowledged that the region consumed no cod, and he planned to market his catch elsewhere.
  The most complete statistics for the inland movement of dried cod in France are for the cod stocks of 1773.  Those figures report that of 123,000 quintals distributed within France that year, only 2,600 quintals, or barely 2 per cent, passed beyond the Mediterranean coastal provinces.

It was widely recognized that a large untapped market for cod existed within France.  In the late seventeenth century it was reported from Saint-Malo that:

Si on pourroit faire goût à Paris, Rouen et autres villes à ces poissons (i.e. dry cod), ce commerce augmentera dans peu de temps de plus de cinquante navires.

An anonymous report for the Ministry of Marine in the 1780s estimated the actual French market for dry cod at about 250,000 quintals but noted that if the rest of France would match the consumption of Languedoc and Provence, then 600,000 quintals would not suffice.
  Spokesmen for the major fishing towns made the same wistful calculations, considering how much the industry could grow if markets existed for their product.

The kind of habit that kept dried cod off Parisian tables was certainly a factor in this failure to extend the French market for cod beyond the Atlantic and Mediterranean coasts, but price was also important.  The French cod market was walled off from foreign competition by high tariffs, but even in Marseilles, sales of cod were price-sensitive and fell sharply when the price of cod rose.  Fishermen complained that their costs of production were increasing, but the price of cod could not be raised.

In the rest of the country, the situation was compounded by the costs of re-export and inland transportation.  A mémoire of 1780 stated that:

La consummation du royaume est plus ou moins considerable suivant que la morue est plus ou moins chère et plus ou moins à portées des facultés du peuple.

Without a price advantage over alternate foods, an unfamiliar new product such as dried North American cod could not break into the exterior markets.  Spokesmen for the industry blamed taxes and duties for increasing the cost of cod, but Jean-François Brière has shown that though cod in Paris cost 2.6 times the price at Nantes, removing all taxes and duties would have lowered the Paris price by less than one-fifth.
  Clearly the impediments to cheap inland transportation were great, but the costs and delays were faced by all other products.  Toll station records, confirming that cod was a relatively unimportant river cargo on the Rhône, the Loire, and even the Seine, do provide long lists of the tolls paid for other commodities that could bear the costs of transport without pricing themselves out of their market.
  It seems likely that price was a significant limit on the expansion of the French domestic market for dried cod.  Only close to the landing ports could the price of cod be kept competitive.

The Foreign Market
From its origins, the French dry cod fishery had enjoyed substantial foreign sales of its product.  The major foreign markets were Spain, Portugal, and Italy, but the Barbary states, Malta, and the Levant ports were also customers.  In these markets, of course, French cod had to compete against English cod, and throughout the eighteenth century this competition became increasingly difficult for the French trade.

The loss of France's foreign markets for cod is demonstrated most clearly on the Iberian peninsula.  In the late eighteenth century, seven Iberian ports - Bilbao, Corunna, Porto, Lisbon, Cadiz, Alicante, and Barcelona - each received 50,000 or more quintals of dried cod annually, making Spain and Portugal the most important market for North American dried cod.  Yet the statistics that survive for these ports during the eighteenth century, particularly for the second half of the century, show that French cod could rarely expect to win a tenth of that large market.
  As early as 1735, therefore, the British cod trade was providing its foreign customers, mostly in Spain and Portugal, with 400,000 quintals of dried cod, an amount that was probably already larger than the total French catch.  Even Bilbao, the port closest to the French Basque fishing port of Saint-Jean de Luz, drew most of its cod from British, Newfoundland, and New England vessels.

The exclusion of French cod from the largest share of the Iberian market probably contributed to the eighteenth century decline of the French Basque fishery, which was left with only its home ports and Bordeaux as a market.
  The Saint-Malo and Granville fleets, however, shifted increasingly from Iberian markets to Marseilles.  In the late decades of the seventeenth century, Saint-Malo was said to outfit fifty to sixty ships for the dry cod trade, and:

ils portent les poissons de leur pêche à vendre à Cadix, Malgues, Alicante, Barcelone, Marseille, Toulon, Genes, Ligorne, et Civitavecchia.  Il en va ordinairement vingt à Marseille et un ou deux en chacun des autres lieux.

A century later, however:

c'est à Marseille qu'on transporte le plus grande partie des morues sèches de pêche françoises, dont on fait une grande consommation dans les provinces de Languedoc et de Provence, independamment de ce qui est réexporté.

The shift from Spain and Portugal to Marseilles made Marseilles more than ever the centre of efforts to re-export cod to foreign markets.  The great port of Marseilles played an important role in the Mediterranean cod trade because the fishing fleets could exchange their cod for other cargo there and leave further distribution of the cod stocks to the Marseilles merchant community.  As early as 1614 Marseilles was re-exporting Newfoundland cod to Spain, Italy and Malta.  As a supply port for the Compagnie des Indes in the eighteenth century, it occasionally shipped Newfoundland cod to India.

However, the extensive shipping records of the Marseilles Chambre de Commerce stress that Marseilles's eighteenth century re-exports of cod were small, particularly when compared to the size of the foreign markets.  In the late 1720s and the 1730s, Marseilles's cod exports were insignificant, and they did not surpass 1,000 quintals until 1737.  During the Anglo-Spanish war of the early 1740s, Marseilles's exports shot up to more than 50,000 quintals, mostly to Italy but also to Spain.  Marseilles sustained these levels through the early 1750s, but after 1763 re-exports rarely exceeded 15,000 quintals.
  (See Table Two)

France's loss of foreign markets for cod was attributed to price competition that blocked all French sales in foreign markets, whether by Marseilles traders or by the fishermen themselves.  The price competition came from the British cod industry, and it developed during the eighteenth century, though the start of the trend is uncertain.  It appears that Cadiz had been turning to British cod in the late seventeenth century.
  In 1738 the civic officials of Nantes claimed that French cod had been losing foreign markets to the British since the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713.

Depuis la traité de Utrecht les pêcheurs anglois se sont emparés de ce commerce et fournissent presques seuls de morue l'Espagne et l'Italie.

In the 1720s, however, the merchants of Granville still thought that only a shortage of fish was restraining their industry's growth, and in the 1780s they claimed they had competed successfully with the British until the Seven Years War.
  That had not been their opinion in 1764:

Avant la guerre nous exportions peu de morue a l'étranger; nous en exporterons encore moins à present.

The Granville report of 1764, stating there had been few foreign sales even before the Seven Years War, corresponds with Marseilles's export statistics.  After the Seven Years War, the loss of foreign markets to the British became even more obvious.  A senior French official summed up the defeat simply in 1765:

Admettre le concours entre les molues françoises et étrangers, c'est donner une exclusion de fait aux molues francoises.

That is was British competition that closed the foreign markets is confirmed by the brief expansion of Marseilles's foreign exports in the 1740s, for that fifty-fold increase occurred during the years that Spain and Britain were at war and France remained at peace with both.  Marseilles lost most of this trade again once British cod returned to the Mediterranean market.

The loss of foreign markets was a matter of price competition: British-caught cod became substantially cheaper than the French product, and the large British fisheries therefore came to supply all of the Spanish and most of the Italian market.  Louis Bretel, an influential advisor to the Marine Ministry, wrote in 1765:

Tel est l'avantage de la pêche angloise qu'en France, où cette année le prix commun de la molue paroit être de 24 livres le quintal, on introduit cependant de la molue angloise quoique chargée de 10 livres 8 sols de droits par quintal et qu'il y ait des frais à faire pour un second transport.  On en a introduit près de deux milles quintaux à Saint-Malo.

Il résulte qu'en Europe les anglois peuvent vendre leurs molues à la moitié du prix des molues françoises.

That same year Marseilles reported that the English were selling cod more cheaply in the Levant ports than the French could offer in Marseilles, and by 1773 the Granville Chambre de Commerce acknowledged that competition with the British in Spain and Italy was impossible, and that 60,000 quintals had been left unsold in Marseilles.

By the 1780s it was reported:

On a autrefois porte en Espagne beaucoup de morue sèche.  La concurrence anglois a prevalu et les françois n'y portoient peut-être que cinq à six mille quintaux.

Though Marseilles continued to ship small amounts to the Italian ports, the foreign market, with its potential to consume more dried cod than the entire French market, had almost entirely been lost by the French industry.

The Colonial Market
French attempts to sell their cod in the French West Indies were as ill-fated as their efforts at foreign exports.  By the 1720s Ile Royale had begun shipping cod to the Antilles despite American competition, and the amounts grew steadily larger from the 1730s; in the 1750s Ile Royale was shipping almost as much cod to the Antilles as to Europe.  This trade collapsed with the fall of Ile Royale in 1758, and Saint-Pierre only slowly recovered part of it, rarely shipping more than 10,000 quintals to the Antilles, except when war or royal subsidies on colonial sales gave them an artificial increase.  (See Table Four)

Small shipments of dried cod were occasionally re-exported from France to the West Indies, but this inefficiently circular route was never important.  Export records of Bordeaux and Marseilles confirm that their colonial shipments of cod had been very small, until massive royal subsidies created some expansion after 1785.

C'est des isles Saint-Pierre et Miquelon qu'on porte aux iles la plus grande partie de la morue française,

wrote a royal official in 1784, when Saint-Pierre's exports to the islands were only a few thousand quintals.
  Since the total cod consumption of the Antilles was variously estimated at 50,000 to 150,000 quintals and grew rapidly from the 1730s, it is clear that the French cod industry never held more than a fraction of its own colonial market.

Les ameriquains ... font seuls ces approvisionments was the way Martinique's 72,000 quintal cod trade os 1785 was summed up.
  As in Spain and the rest of Europe, the loss of the colonial market was attributed to British competition.

Si les armateurs français n'ont pas porté jusqu'ici sufficamment dans les isles, c'est qu'ils ont toujours craint la concurrence des morues angloises

stated Marseilles's Chambre de Commerce in 1768.
  In 1765 Saint-Pierre's cod cost 24 livres per quintal in the West Indies, while the Americans were selling theirs for 8 livres per quintal.

1.  France's Market Problem
This survey of France's markets for the cod of its North American fishery reveals that by the second half of the eighteenth century the demand for French cod was uncertain.  The market in France was geographically limited, and it was price-sensitive at a time when the fishing industry's costs were rising.  The large market of the rest of Europe had almost entirely been conceded to the British.  Barely a foothold had been maintained in the growing market of France's Caribbean colonies.

It seems clear that by the late eighteenth century this marketing problem was a fundamental influence on France's cod trade.  By the 1770s and 1780s, only Saint-Malo and Granville had maintained or increased their fishing fleets, and they had done so at the expense of other fishing ports.  The lack of markets for their catch was such a problem by 1785 that the French crown began paying major export subsidies for dried cod.  But as early as 1765 the question that concludes the following bleak assessment had become unanswerable:

On estime que les français peuvent chaque année pescher année commune environ quatre cent mille quintaux de morue ....  (Were the British excluded from the Antilles, 100,000 quintals might go there).  ....Il en resteroit encore pour la consommation du royaume trois cent mille quintaux, dont on ne peut pas espérer de trouver la défaite à un prix raisonable.  

Où fera donc le débouché de la totalité de la pêche?

Without large sales to Spain, Italy, and the Caribbean, the French fishery could not grow, and it risked losing even its domestic market unless foreign competitors were totally excluded and prices kept low.

2.  The Sources of the British Price Advantage
Why did the French cod fishery cease to be competitive with its British rival?  One French observer attempted to show that British cod was cheaper because its quality was inferior.

La morue angloise, salée avec un sel plus corrosif, est plus défrichée et moins agréable au goût.  Elle seroit moins chère à raison de sa qualité inférieure quand elle ne la seroit pas en raison de l'économie de sa pêche; mais comme elle se garde plus longtemps and qu'elle a la proprieté de pouvoir se dessaler par partie et à plusieurs reprises, elle est précieuse pour le petit débitant d'un pays peuplé de consommateurs misérables.

This argument - that the British succeeded by catering to the low standards of the Spanish poor - is implausible, because the French fishery had always been able to produce different grades of fish according to the preference of its market.  Cod intended for slaves in the Antilles, for instance, had always been inferior to that destined for France.  Instead, a search for the source of th price difference needs to focus on the differences in operation of the two industries.  In the eighteenth century, there were two large differences in British and French fishing operations.

First, the British fishery increasingly became a resident fishery while the French fishery remained transient.  Newfoundland's English and Irish population was 3,500 in 1730 (roughly equivalent to Ile Royale), but by the 1750s there were 7,300 settlers and by the 1770s the settled population had reached 12,000.  By the end of the eighteenth century, 90 per cent of the summer population of British Newfoundland also wintered there.
  Meanwhile the ten to fifteen thousand Frenchmen active in the cod fishery largely continued to travel back and forth from France each year.

Britain probably derived a substantial competitive advantage from its resident fishery.  Everywhere where residents and transients competed directly in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the resident fishery seems gradually to have driven out the transient industry.  Resident fishermen could fish much longer in the year.  They spent less time in travelling and in opening and closing seasonal operations.  The permanent ports and towns they established attracted ships and traders much more effectively than the temporary encampments of the transients, and so they could specialize in their fishery and leave transportation and marketing to others.

The second difference between British and French practices was their source of supplies.  Closely linked to the rise of a resident British population in Newfoundland was the supply trade between Newfoundland and New England.  As early as the 1730s, North America was by far the most important source of Newfoundland's breadstuffs and drink.  For the rest of the century, the Thirteen Colonies and then the United States provided most of the crucial food, drink, timber, and building supplies (including boat-building supplies) that Newfoundland and its fishery required.
  The cost of supplies was probably almost as large an expense to fishing entrepreneurs as the cost of labour, so savings there would be a significant advantage.  Since American flour, rum, timber, and ships were substantially cheaper than their European equivalents, it seems likely that supply costs gave the increasingly settled British fishery another notable advantage over its transient French rival.

By 1786 the spokesmen for France's most successful cod fishing port had become convinced that a resident fishery was more competitive than their own.  That year the merchants of Granville explained the declining position of their industry:

par les difficultés et les frais toujours renaissantes et toujours les mêmes des pêcheries errantes, par le haut prix des denrées d'Europe, (et) par la triste nécessité d'aborder trop tard et de quitter avant le temps.

Facing such competition, the settled British and American fisheries simply took over the market.

If the hypothesis is correct - that a resident fishery supplied from North America was the most efficient kind - then a French fishery organized on the same basis as the British one might have been able to compete.  The most important example of a French fishery resembling the British one is Ile Royale, and its history does tend to confirm the hypothesis.

Ile Royale's resident fishermen dominated the industry in their colony, producing three-quarters, and eventually almost nine-tenths, of Ile Royale's cod catch, which approached 170,000 quintals in its best years.  With a major port at Louisbourg, Ile Royale developed a complex trading network, and drew significant amounts of its supplies of food, timber, and ships from the same North American sources as British Newfoundland.  In these ways, Ile Royale's fishing industry resembled the developing fishery of British Newfoundland more than the rest of the French industry.

Table Three shows that Ile Royale was making substantial exports of cod to the Antilles by the 1740s, and in the 1750s these exports reached levels that the French industry would never again achieve.  Ile Royale's exports increased in the face of direct competition from British and American cod exports, and this success seems to support the hypothesis that a resident, North American-oriented fishery enjoyed a significant competitive advantage over a transient fishery.

3.  Conclusion
The recent writings of historians and geographers have underlined the many and diverse aspects of the cod industry.  The cod fishery was the basis of the traditional life of fishing communities from Marblehead and Twillingate to Poole and Saint-Jean de Luz.  As la pépinière de matelots, the nursery of seamen, it was also a valued element in naval and political strategy.  It was also an element in the evolving material culture and cuisine of early modern Europe.

But the cod trade was also a trade, a business.  Any attempt at a general explanation of the cod industry should include the market forces of supply and demand, profit and loss, that influenced the cod fishery throughout its history.  The data on French cod markets in the eighteenth century suggest that as a business the French cod fishery was increasingly uneconomic, uncompetitive, and in decline.

This marketing problem seems important to the history of the French fishery.  Nevertheless, the complexity of the cod industry is such that marketing problems can only properly be interpreted as one factor among many in the history of the fishery.  Demand problems did not entirely overrule supply problems in determining the size of the fishing industry, and the marketing problem is itself closely tied to other aspects of the industry.  The origins of the British competitive advantage probably came, not from superior economic performance, but from the series of military victories which closed off France's option of developing a large resident fishery in North America.  And, as the French fishery suffered the loss of its markets, it continued on, sustained by a French government determined to preserve the fishery as its nursery of seamen - and by the fishermen's often-tested faith in their traditional way of life.


TABLE ONE: IMPORTS OF DRIED COD AT MARSEILLES, 1713-86

	Year
	 Quintals
	  Comment
	Year
	 Quintals
	    Comment

	1713
	  21,000
	
	1741
	 131,000
	

	1714
	  33,000 
	
	1742
	 136,000
	

	1715
	  26,000
	
	1743
	 139,000
	

	1716
	  29,000
	
	1744
	  40,000
	France enters war

	1717
	  52,000
	
	1745
	  19,000
	

	1718
	  34,000
	
	1746
	   7,000
	

	1719
	  52,000
	
	
	
	

	1720
	  13,000
	Plague at Marseilles
	1754
	 139,000
	

	1721
	
	
	1755
	  91,000
	

	1722
	  15,000
	
	1756
	   3,000
	Seven Years War

	1723
	  34,000
	
	1757
	
	

	1724
	
	
	1758
	   4,000
	

	1725
	  41,000
	
	
	
	

	1726
	  39,000
	
	1763
	   62,000
	Peace

	1727
	  63,000
	
	1764
	   75,000
	

	1728
	  50,000
	
	1765
	  107,000
	

	1729
	  52,000
	
	1766
	   83,000
	

	1730
	  53,000
	
	1767
	  104,000
	

	1731
	  73,000
	
	1768
	   89,000
	

	1732
	  90,000
	
	1769
	   83,000
	

	1733
	  90,000
	
	1770
	  115,000
	

	1734
	  50,000
	
	1771
	   92,000
	

	1735
	  80,000
	
	1772
	  139,000
	

	1736
	  93,000
	
	1773
	  121,000
	

	1737
	 102,000
	
	1774
	  129,000
	

	1738
	  83,000
	
	1775
	  125,000
	

	1739
	  95,000
	Anglo-Spanish War
	1776
	  124,000
	

	1740
	 112,000
	
	1777
	   74,000
	War

	
	
	
	1786
	  158,000
	


Source:
Charles Carrière, "La Pêche de Terre-Neuve", based on the records of the Intendence Sanitaire, Marseilles.

Note:
Quintals de Marseille have been converted to standard quintals.


TABLE TWO: RE-EXPORTS OF DRIED COD FROM MARSEILLES 1726-80


(in quintals)

	YEAR
	 SPAIN
	PORTUGAL
	  ITALY
	 LEVANT
	ANTILLES
	 TOTAL

	1726
	    50
	
	
	      6
	
	      56

	1727
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1728
	
	
	     58
	
	
	      58

	1729
	
	
	
	
	
	      37

	1730
	
	
	
	
	
	      17

	1731
	
	
	
	
	
	       0

	1732
	
	
	
	
	
	       0

	1733
	
	
	
	
	
	      48

	1734
	NO DATA
	
	
	
	
	

	1735
	
	
	
	
	
	       0

	1736
	
	
	    139
	
	    487 
	     629

	1737
	
	
	     58
	
	    976
	    1035

	1738
	
	
	      1
	
	   1343
	    1344

	 1739
	10,779
	    55
	 33,881
	   216
	   5960
	  50,625

	1740
	15,414
	  1480
	 45,339
	   200
	
	  63,923

	1741
	29,181
	   351
	 44,770
	   772
	
	  75,074

	1742
	27,649
	  2238
	 37,066
	   781
	   4058
	  71,792

	1743
	16,261
	  1091
	 41,740
	  5100
	
	  64,192

	1744
	 2,596
	    37
	 13,644
	   111
	
	  16,388

	1745
	   443
	     0
	  6,245
	   102
	
	   6,790

	1746
	   133
	
	    623
	    26
	
	     782

	1747
	    96
	
	    367
	     9
	
	     472

	1748
	   342
	
	  1,242
	     6
	
	   1,590

	1749
	   421
	
	 16,472
	   579
	  3,000
	  20,472

	1750
	 2,828
	
	 24,319
	 1,023
	
	  28,170

	1751
	13,051
	
	 90,404
	 1,927
	
	 105,382

	1752
	 4,689
	
	 27,734
	   525
	  3,080
	  36,019

	1753
	 5,294
	
	 54,168
	   175
	    840
	  60,477

	1754
	 7,031
	   150
	 51,165
	 1,346
	    338
	  60,030

	1755
	   794
	
	 30,784
	   356
	
	  31,931

	1756
	    88
	
	  7,036
	     2
	
	   7,128

	1757
	   131
	
	  1,938
	     5
	
	   2,174

	1758
	    35
	
	    658
	     2
	
	     695

	1759
	   223
	
	    515
	    21
	
	     759

	1760
	    51
	
	
	
	
	      51

	1761
	    18
	
	     68
	
	
	      86

	1762
	    74
	
	
	
	
	      74

	1763
	     0
	
	  7,781
	
	     49
	   7,830

	1764
	   185
	
	 13,680
	   447
	
	  14,312

	1765
	   194
	
	 33,742
	
	  3,297
	  37,233

	1766
	    40
	
	  7,051
	   711
	  7,074
	  14,876

	1767
	   430
	
	 27,420
	   877
	  5,038
	  33,705

	1768
	   149
	
	 11,495
	   920
	  3,068
	  15,632

	1769
	    24
	
	 12,035
	 1,035
	     40
	  14,034

	1770
	    86
	
	  1,985
	   150
	    520
	   2,691

	1771
	   196
	
	  6,231
	 1,761
	  2,607
	  10,795

	1772
	   400
	
	 10,959
	 1,597
	    653
	  13,618

	1773
	    60
	
	 15,281
	 1,510
	  1,331
	  18,190

	1774
	    49
	
	 10,049
	   448
	    123
	  10,669

	1775
	    10
	
	 10,683
	   339
	  1,709
	  12,741

	1776
	 1,136
	
	 11,189
	 1,239
	 11,533
	  25,097

	1777
	    28
	
	  5,927
	   444
	  3,352
	   9,751

	1778
	   265
	
	    569
	    89
	  1,126
	   2,049

	1779
	     0
	
	    979
	
	      9
	     988

	1780
	     0
	
	    503
	    20
	     50
	     573

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Source:
ACCM, I21-I25, Etats des marchandises sorties pour l'étranger.

Notes:
Italy includes Naples and Sicily, Savoy, Piedmont, Genoa, and the Italian states.  Levant includes the Barbary states.  Occasional small sales - to British shipping, to Switzerland, to the Compagnie des Indes - have not been itemized.


TABLE THREE: DRIED COD SHIPMENTS FROM FRENCH COLONIES


TO THE FRENCH WEST INDIES 1740-1790

	    SOURCE
	YEAR
	  QUINTALS
	       COMMENT

	Ile Royale
	1740
	  16,522
	

	Ile Royale
	1753
	  40,688
	

	Ile Royale
	1754
	  38,997
	

	
	1763
	   
	Ile Royale exchanged for St. Pierre

	St-Pierre
	1766
	   2,230
	

	St-Pierre
	1767
	   2,363
	

	St-Pierre
	1768
	   5,180
	

	St-Pierre
	1769
	   6,669
	Samll export subsidy offered

	St-Pierre
	1770
	   2,271
	

	St-Pierre
	1771
	   2,833
	

	St-Pierre
	1772
	   6,457
	

	St-Pierre
	1773
	  10,616
	

	St-Pierre
	1774
	  11,880
	

	St-Pierre
	1775
	  15,812
	American Revolution

	St-Pierre
	1776
	  22,263
	

	St-Pierre
	1777
	   2,792
	French entry into war

	St-Pierre
	1784
	   2,893
	

	St-Pierre
	1785
	   3,106
	Major export subsidy offered

	St-Pierre
	1786
	  16,891
	

	St-Pierre
	1787
	  15,107
	

	St-Pierre
	1788
	  25,351
	

	St-Pierre
	1789
	  38,287
	

	St-Pierre
	1790
	  18,130
	

	
	
	
	


Source: 
Ile Royale: AN, Col., F2B, 11, Tableaux de Commerce; St. Pierre: J.-Y. Ribault, "La Pêche et le Commerce de la Morue aux Iles Saint-Pierre et Miquelon de 1763 à 1793", p. 285.  Export subsidies: Gaston Rambert, Histoire du Commerce de Marseille, Tome VI: De 1660 à 1789, Les Colonies, pp. 489-91.

�. J.-F. Brière, "Le trafic terre-neuvier malouin dans la première moitié du XVIIIe siècle", Histoire sociale, XI (novembre 1978), pp. 356-74; J.-F. Brière, "Le reflux des terre-neuviers malouins sur les côtes du Canada dans la première moitié du XVIIIe siècle", Histoire sociale, XII (mai 1979), pp. 166-9.  Laurier Turgeon, "Pour une histoire de la pêche: le marché de la morue a Marseille au XVIIIe siècle", Histoire sociale, XIV (novembre 1981), pp. 295-322.


�. C.G. Head, Eighteenth Century Newfoundland (Toronto, 1976); C. Moore, "The Other Louisbourg: Trade and Merchant Enterprise in Ile Royale 1713-58", Histoire sociale, XII (mai 1979), pp. 79-96.


�. Turgeon, "Pour une histoire", cites references to catch shortages.  Overfishing all along the French Shore was cited as a problem by the Granville merchant Clément in Archives Nationales (hereafter AN), Colonies, C11F, 5, fol. 14, Clément, Mémoire des côtes de l'isle de Terre-Neuve, 7 oct 1761.


�. E.g., Turgeon, "Pour une histoire".


�. Charles Carrière, "La Pêche de Terre-Neuve", Revue d'Histoire, Economique et Sociale, XLII (mai 1964), pp. 255-64; A.R. Mitchell, "The European Fisheries in Early Modern History", in E.E. Rich and G.H. Wilson, eds., The Cambridge Economic History of Europe, Vol. V: The Economic Organization of Early Modern Europe (Cambridge, 1977), pp. 134-84.


�. Statistics summarized from Turgeon, "Pour une histoire", p. 303.


�. Dunkirk: AN, Marine C5, 55, fol. 10, Resultat de la navigation des batiments 1787.  Dutch cod: AN, Marine C5, 45, Langlemont, 13 fev. 1773; AN, Marine C5, 52, p. 160, Aperçu des differents objets interessantes pour les pêches, (n.d.).


�. J.-F. Brière, "L'Armament français pour la pêche à Terre-Neuve au XVIIIe siècle", (Ph.D. thesis, York University, 1980), p. 41.


�. AN, Marine C5, 21, fol. 1, Le Masson du Parc, Proces-verbal de visite, 16 sept. 1728.


�. AN, Marine C5, 19, #27, Le Masson du Parc, Proces verbal de visite ... Saint-Malo, 10 sept. 1726, p. 22.


�. AN, Marine C5, 40, de Beaumont, 3 mars 1767.


�. AN, Marine C5, 37, piece 7, Mémoire granvillais, 1767.


�. J.-J. Hemardinguer, ed., Pour une histoire de l'alimentation (Paris, 1970); "Dossier: Histoire de la consommation", Annales E.S.C. (mars-juin 1975), pp. 402-632.  Jeffry Kaplow, The Names of Kings: The Parisian Labouring Poor in the Eighteenth Century (Boston, 1972), p. 77, reports "almost no fish" in the Parisian workingman's diet.


�. Archives de la Chambre de Commerce de Marseille (hereafter ACCM), H118, Lettre de la Chambre, 2 sept. 1763.


�. Ch. de la Morandière, Histoire de la pêche française de la morue dans l'Amérique septentrionale (Paris, 1962, 3 Vols.), Vol. I, p. 686, finds 1786 dry cod production worth 7.8 million livres and green cod worth 3 million livres.  For 1772: AN, Col., C11F, 4, fol. 120, reports dry cod worth 6 million livres, green cod 2 million livres.  For 1784: AN, Marine C5, 52, piece 113, estimates dry cod worth 6.4 million livres, green cod worth 2.7 million livres.  Cod at Bordeaux: Jacques Bernard, Navires et Gens de Mer à Bordeaux (Paris, 1968).


�. ACCM, H118, LaTour, 10 oct. 1758.


�. Gaston Rambert, Histoire du Commerce de Marseille, Tome V: 1599-1660 (Marseille, 1966), p. 163.
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�. AN, Marine C5, 55, p. 86, Rodrigue, Projet pour un établissement, 6 mai 1787.


�. AN, Commerce et Industrie, F12, 1837, Etat des morues sèches, 1773.


�. AN, Col., C11F, 5, fol. 87, Saint-Malo, (n.d.).


�. AN, Marine C5, 52, pièce 66, Mémoire anonyme, (c.1785).


�. E.G., AN, Marine C5, 38, pièce 16, Notice des plans ... sur la situation des pêches maritimes (n.d.).


�. Prices at Marseilles: Turgeon, "Pour une histoire", p. 303-6.  Fishermen's complaints: AN, Marine C5, 45, Chambre de Commerce de Granville, 14 jan. 1773, reporting that costs have increased 40 per cent over twenty years while prices have actually declined.


�. AN, Marine C5, 52, pièce 66, Mémoire anonyme, (c.1785). 


�. Brière, "L'Armament français", pp. 384-7.





�. A survey of toll station records in AN, Commerce et Industrie, F12, 1512a, 1512b, 1512c reveals relatively small quantities of cod (or none at all) on the Rhône, Loire, Eure, Somme, and Seine Rivers in the late eighteenth century.  Further details on the passage of green cod on the Seine are given in Pierre Dardel, Navires et Marchandises dans les Ports de Rouen et du Havre (Paris, 1963), p. 480.


�. Based on research in the Iberian ports by C. Grant Head and Michael Barkham, to be published in the Historical Atlas of Canada, Vol. I, Plate 26: The Fisheries in Atlantic Commerce.


�. Ibid., and K.G. Davies, The North Atlantic World in the Seventeenth Century (Minneapolis, 1974), p. 156.
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