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ABSTRACT
As part of a broad review of the history of exploitation of.right
whales, Eubalaena glacialis, in the western North Atlantic, this study

attempted to document the removals by shore whalers along the U.S. Atlantic
coast, Maine to Florida. In addition to an extensive literature search,
which included coverage of some relevant series of newspapers, we searched
sources for information on shore whaling. Data extracted from published
reviews of shore whaling in New England, New York and New Jersey were
tabulated along with data from sources not previously used or cited. The
resulting catch tables provide a crude and incomplete summary of removals, by
area and year.

There is little useful record of shore-based catches of right whales
from the coasts of Maine and New Hampshire. However, there is an extensive
record of shore whaling in Massachusetts, including Cape Cod, Nantucket and
Martba‘s Vineyard. Shore whaling certainly had begun in Massachusetts Bay by
1668, and it is likely that right whales were hunted at Cape Cod at least
sporadically well before this, perhaps even as early as the 1620s or 1630s.
Though the peak in catches of right whales in Massachusetts waters appears to
have been reached before 1725, the development of pelagic whaling by vessels
based in New England ensured that local interest in and competence at whaling
was maintained until the early twentieth century. Shore whaling as a
separate enterprise seems to have declined at Cape Cod, Martha's Vineyard and
. Nantucket by the end of the eighteenth century, but opportunistic catches
were made by the distant-water whalemen and those who hunted fin whales,
Balaenoptera physalus, and humpbacks, Megaptera novaeangliae, in Cape Cod
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waters during the last quarter of the nineteenth céntury. Right whales were
hunted in Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, as early as 1662, and some
desultory whaling for right whales continued in Rhode Island until at least
1828. Shore whaling may have begun in Connecticut as early as th;'middle of
the seventeenth century, and it continued until at least 1718. Some new
information is presented on Long Island shore whaling, which spanned the
approximate period of 1650-1924 (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a). A Dutch
whaling colonj“was established near Cape Henlopen, Delaware, in 1631, and a
major shore whaling enterprise was developed by British Columbia in Delaware
Bay and along the New Jersey shore. Although this fishery apparently was
most profitable at around the beginning of the eighteenth century, shore
whaling continued in New Jersey until at least the 1820s.

There is some confusion about exactly when whaling began in certain
areas, and about whether certain records pertain to whales which died from
natural causes or to whales which died from wounds:inflicted by whalers.
*Drift" whales, or whales which died at sea and became stranded, were prized
by Native Americans as well as by early colonists. It has been suggested
that the salvaging of drift whales was the earliest form of "whaling" on the
U.S. east coast. If by "whaling" some early authors meant the utilization of
drift whales, the actual times of initiation of whaling from boats might be
confused. Numerous early records of drift whales leave unanswered the
question of whether the animals were harpooned or simply stranded because of

-natural factors.

There was no series of records which could be used to make a reliable

estimate of hunting loss. A loss rate factor of 1.2, derived from previous

studies and considered conservative, was applied to the catch statistics.



The whaling data suggest that right whales occupied coastal waters south
of Virginia only during winter and spring (January through May).. They were
also present in Delaware Bay and along the New Jersey coast mainly during
winter and spring. The right whale season appears to have extended across a
somewhat greater part of the year in Long Island and New England, although in
both these areas the peak period was December-May. Thus, right whales were
most abundant in the area from Massachusetts to Florida during December-May,
and they appear to have been essentially absent from nearshore waters during
summer and fall (June-October).

Shore whaling for right whales was particularly intensive in the eastern
United States from about 1685 to 1730. Though it has been suggestéd that the
War of Independence, 1776-1783, caused a reduction in whaling effort
alongshore, allowing the stocks of whales an opportunity to recover, this
conclusion may not be warranted.

The catch history for.the western North Atlantic stock of right whales,
as reconstructed to date, is incomplete, and any attempts to estimate early
population size for comparison to the present population size must be made
with caution. Beginning in the first half of the nineteenth century, there
is better documentation for shore-based catches due to the availability of
newspapers written for whaling readerships, and for pelagic catches due to
the relatively large surviving sample of logbooks and journals. However, by
this time the period of greatest catch of Northwest Atlantic right whales was

.long past.

Based on the incomplete cumulative kill during 1700-1709 (at least 245
right whales), there certainly were at least some hundreds of right whales in
the western North Atlantic in the late seventeenth century. There is little
doubt that the ki1l between Nova Scotia and Florida from 1680 to 1730 was
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higher than could have been made from a whale population of a few hundred,
which is the estimate for the western North Atlantic» stock’'s size in recent
years. _

Further historical research should involve a more extensive ;ewspaper
search and broader regional coverage, particularly to take account of

removals from the same whale stock in eastern Canadian waters.



INTRODUCTION
This study of shore whaling for right whales (Eubalaena glacialis) along

the east coast of the United States is part of a broad review of the history
6f right whaling in the western North Aflantic. We previously compiféd right
whale catch data for the shore fishery on Long Island, New York (Reeves and
ﬁitchell, 1986a), the American pelagic fishery in the North Atlantic during
the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986b),
the shore fisheryxon the Outer Banks of North Carolina (Reeves and Mitchell,
1987MS), and the desultory shore and pelagic whaling in the Bay of Fundy
(Reeves and Barto, 1985).

One purpose of this work is to provide the basis for assessing early
(*initial") abundance and trends in the population size through time, much as

has been done for the eastern Pacific population of gray whales (Eschrichtius

robustus) (Reilly, 198IMS) and the Bering Sea stock of bowhead whales

(Balaena mysticetus) (Breiwiék, Mitchell and Chapman, 1981; Breiwick and

Mitchell, 1983; Breiwick, Eberhardt and Braham, 1984). The models used for
such assessments require data, whether known or estimated, on fishing
mortality by year. In their studies of gray whale and bowhead whale
populations, the above authors used catch histories reconstructed from
diffuse and often inadequate historical sources. For most years the
subsistence and commercial kills could only be estimated, as there was no
formal mechanism in place during the nineteenth centurv and much of the
twentieth century for recording whale harvest data.

However formidable the tasks may have been of reconstructing the
histories of gray whale and bowhead whale exploitation, that of
reconstructing the history of right whale exploitation in the western North

Atlantic is even more difficult. This is due in large part to the antiquity



of the fisheries involved. According to Allen (1916), right whales already
had become scarce in New England by about 1725 due to overhunting. ‘Much of
the whaling for right whales before and after this date was undocumented or
poorly documented. Some of the documenfation that did exist has beeé aost or
destroyed. That which has survived can be difficult to find.

The scope of the present paper focuses on shore whaling from Maine (ca

45°N) to Delaware (ca 38°30'N), i.e. the New England and mid-Atlantic

states of the Unifed States. Our main objective was to document as fully as
possible the kill of right whales, beginning with the earliest settlement of
these shores. We have tabulated (or otherwise cited) all catches of right
whales and what were probably right whales (including whales secured and
whales struck-but-lost) that have come to our attention. In addition to
quantitative data on specific catches, we have sought qualitative information
on whaling effort, whaling methods and techniques, whale product values and
usage, and the general historical context. Such information can be the basis

for estimating undocumented or poorly documented catches.

PREVIOUS LITERATURE

Starbuck's (1878) history of American whaling includes an important
summary, largely from primary sources, of colonial shore whaling. Clark's
(1887) review of the American whale fishery is derived in large part from
Starbuck (1878) and other published sources but includes new information (via
Ear1l and Atwood) on shore whaling in Maine, Massachusetts, and North
Carolina (see Clark, 1887, p. 40). True (1904) gave a useful summary of
eariy published accounts relating to whales and whaling along the east coast
of North America, and Allen (1908) made a further review of this subject as
it pertains specifically to the right whale.



Regional treatments of importance include Allen's (1916) monograph on
the baleen whales of New England, Little's (1981) study of early shore
whaling on Nantucket, Edwards and Rattray's (1932) account of uhalinq on Long
Island (also see Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a), Lipton's (1975) review of
whaling in New Jersey (also see Weiss, Kemble and Carre, 1974), and Brimley's
(1894) short description of nineteenth-century whaling on Shackleford Banks,
North Carolina (also see Stick, 1958; Reeves and Mitchell, 1987MS). Little
(1981, pp. 15, 63) estimated the "maximum" whale catch per year, the dates of
peaks in catch, and the duration of shore whaling at Cape Cod, Nantucket,
Long Island, and Delaware Bay. We evaluate her estimates below. »

Schevill, Watkins and Moore (1986) compared the frequency of their own
observations of right whales made off Cape Cod since 1955 to the frequency of
right whale records listed by Allen (1916) for the period 1620-1913. They
concluded that the available evidence does not show right whales to be very
much fewer in New England waters today than they were 350 years ago. They
suggested that "the population of right whales passing near Cape Cod is at
worst only slightly smaller now than it was in the 17th century". This is
» the only instance known to us in which historical data have been used in a
quantitative manner to assess trends in the Northwest Atlantic right whale
population. In the present paper we include a critical discussion of

Schevill et al.'s (1986) views.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
_We made an extensive search of the published literature. This included
checking most of the sources used by the authors mentioned above. Newspapers

were a major source of data. Systematic searches of newspapers over long



series of years generally were not attempted. Indexes were used whenever
possible, including those for the: Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 1891-1902, New York
Herald, 1913-18 (inc.), New York Evening Post, 1873-1921 (inc.), New York
Tribune, 1862-65 and 1875-1906, New York Times, 1851-1893, 1905-1924;.and

Savannah (Georgia) Morning News, 1850-1875.

Allen's (1916) extensive review of information on baleen whales in New
England included a newspaper search. We tried to deduce as much as we could
concerning the nature and extent of his search. Judging by the sources cited
throughout his text for all species, it would appear that Allen searched at

least the Nantucket Journal, 1878-1899; Nantucket Inquirer, 1822-1864; and

Nantucket Inquirer and Mirror, 1867-1909. Although some issues of the

Provincetown Advocate, Boston Journal, Boston Daily Globe, Forest and Stream,

Boston Semi Weekly Advertiser, Newburyport Herald, Boston Gazette, and

Barnstable Patriot were cited by Allen, we have no reason to believe he

searched long runs of these periodicals. We made our own search of the
Nantucket newspapers.

We scanned all available issues of the Whalemen's Shipping List and

Merchants®' Transcript of New Bedford, 1843-1914, The Whaleman of New Bedford,

1854, the New Bedford Reporter and the Seaman's Weekly Visitor, 1846-1847,

and The Mystic Pioneer, 1859-1861, for information on right whales along the

North American east coast. In addition, we searched in an unsystematic way
newspapers of coastal towns in areas where whaiing was known or suspected to
have occurred. We gave special attention to periods immediately preceding or
following those dates on which whaling events were known to have been

reported.



Our search of manuscript material included correspondence, diaries, and
account books of companies and individuals involved in shore whaling.
Whaling museums in New England were particularly useful sources in this
§ear;h, though we inquired and looked fdr such documents in historicéL

society collections and local libraries as well.

RESULTS

What follows is a summary of information on shore whaling for right
whales in the northeastern U.S., working state-by-state from north to south.
Information is presented chronologically (from earliest to latest) for each
state. For the most part, our narrative concentrates 6n information not
covered in previous syntheses such as Allen's (1916) for New England (Maine
to New York), Reeves and Mitchell's (1986a) for New York (especially Long
Island), and Lipton's (1975) and Weiss et al.'s (1974) for New Jersey.
However, data on catches from all sources are given in the summary tables and
were used in the preparation of the monthly distribution plots and
histograms.
Maine

Norton (1930) summarized the record of whaling along the Maine coast and
found little evidence Qf the right whale's occurrence there. This is
consistent with the negative findings of Allen (1916). The whaling that took
place on this coast (and there was much of it, beginning as early as the
seventeenth century and continuing at least sporadically until the early
twentieth - Martin, 1975), seems to have been directed mostly at fin
(Balaenoptera physalus) and humpback (Megaptera novaeangliae) whales, at

least during the nineteenth century (Clark, 1887, p. 41; Goode, 1884, p. 27;
Allen, 1916, p. 313; Mitchell and Reeves, 1983). Reeves and Barto (1985)



found little evidence of whaling in the Bay of Fundy, apart from cruises for
humpbacks and fin whales made by New England whalers during the 1880's. A
whale, probably a right whale, was taken in the bay and brought to Boston in
August 1733 (Starbuck, 1878). Another Tikely right whale was taken {n'Head
Harbour Paséage near Eastport, Maine, in the late 1700's (Reeves and Barto,
1985). A whale, species unspecified, was shot at Surry, Maine, in late

September 1865 after it became lodged between two reefs (Whalemen's Shipping

List 23[31]:3 October 1865). A right whale came ashore dead in Sheepscot Bay
in the summer of 1919 (Norton, 1930).

New Hampshire

Allen (1916) mentioned nothing of shore whaling on the coast of New
Hampshire. The only reference we found was to the capture of a 50-ft whale,
with a head 16 ft broad, "shaped like that of the horse", and differing from
*“all others that have been seen by those acquainted with that species of

fish*, in the Piscataqua River in late June 1827 (The Corrector, Sag Harbor,

N.Y., 30 June 1827, Vol. 6, No. 9). It is impossible to tell from the
newspaper article whether this capture was made by whalemen or by fishermen.

Massachusetts Mainland, including Cape Cod

Some authors have insisted that shore whaling in the eastern United
States began at Cape Cod, particularly at Provincetown (Freeman, 1862; P.
631; Shearman, 1876). At least one British expedition came to New England
“to take whales" in the first quarter of the seventeenth century (Smith,
1624, p. 204), and some of the Plymouth settlers in 1620 apparently were
equipped for whaling (Thacher, 1832, pp. 20-21). The master and mate of the
Mayflower expressed their intention of hunting whales off Cape Cod in the
winter of 1620-1621 (Anon., 1802, p. 204), but we do not know whether they in
fact did so. Winthrop (1825, vol. 1, p. 157) noted that 3-4 whales were



»cast ashore" on Cape Cod in April 1635 and that this was a usual
occurrence. The oil of at least one of the whales was tried out by -the
Massachusetts Bay colonists. Whether the whales "cast ashore" were drift
whales (see below) harpooned but not seéured by whalers is impossiblé to
tell. The earliest unequivocal record of whaling by the Massachusetts
colonists refers to the year 1668, when a man was killed while trying to
secure a struck whale in Boston harbor (Bradstreet, 1855, p. 44).

We consider it very likely that the commercial exploitation of right
whales began in New England well before 1650, the year when according to some
authors the first private whaling company in America was licensed at
Southampton on Long Island (Hedges et al., 1874, p. 70; Starbuck, 1878, pp.
9-10). Starbuck (1878, p. 6) noted:

As important as the pursuit of whaling seemed to have been

considered by the first [New England] settlers, many years seem to

have elapsed before it was followed as a business, though probably

something was attempted in that direction prior to any recorded

account that we have [emphasis added].

In his account of Dutch attempts to establish a whale fishery in Delaware
Bay, Parr (1969, p. 124) indicated that David de Vries learned of the English
*experimenting off the coast of New England with a limited kind of shore
whaling” as early as the 1630s. They supposedly had trained selected Indians
to serve as harpooners and oarsmen, in the absence of skilled Basques and
Cape Verde islanders to fill these roles. Allen (1908, p. 314) claimed that
“a few whales, in addition to stranded or drift whales, were taken in
Masséchusetts Bay as early as 1631...". In any event, shore whaling was

certainly well established in Massachusetts by no later than the 1670s.



Josselyn (1833, p. 323) described Ipswich Bay in the early 1670s as a
place "where they fish for Whales". Governor Hinckley's representation to
the King on behalf of New Plymouth Colony in 1687 emphasized the relative
inpartance of whale products in the écoﬁomies of towns on the Cape (_(:._Q_l_l_.__

Mass. Hist. Soc., Series 4, Vol. V, p. 178):

There are also some small whales, or part of them, sometimes in

some winters cast on our shore, - some whereof making, with much

labor, seven or eight barrels of oil, and some between that and

twenty, - which have been some help to the poor of those poér towns

planted on the Cape, being the barrenest part of the country.
A resident of New Plymouth Colony proclaimed in 1688 that the people there
had made “great profit by whale killing". He expected whaling to increase in
importance, “now beaver and peltry fayle us" (Randolph quoted in Felt, 1849,
p. 223).

Shore whaling remained a major industry in Massachusetts through the
first half of the eighteenth century (Table 1). Cotton Mather (1912, p. 379)

referred in his journal in 1716 to “our numerous tribe of Whale-Catchers".

The people of New England chafed under the British colonial administration's
policies toward whaling and disposal of whale products (e.g. see Coll. Mass.
Hist. Soc., Series 5, Vol. VI, pp. 39*, 49* 73* - 74*), Their complaints in
the first decade of the eighteenth century resembled and coincided with those
of the Long Island whalers against the latter's colonial govermment (cf.
Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a).

‘Samuel Kempton (1712-1766, Ms.), a boat-builder in Plymouth and
Dartmouth, referred in his ledger to transactions involving "a loade of whail
bote" in 1724, “"whail bone" in 1732 and 1734, and "oyl" in 1739. In 1727 the
Boston News-Letter reported (Smith, 1922, p. 71):




We hear from the towns on the Cape that the whale-fishing has
failed much among them this winter, as it has for several winters
past, but having found out the way of going to sea upon that
_business, and having had much succéss in it, they are now fittiﬁg
out several vessels to sail in the spring.
Ih March 1729 whalers were working out of Duxbury and Plymouth (Winsor, 1849,
p. 350), probably hunting right whales in Cape Cod Bay.

According to an article in the Boston Postboy in 1739, the people of

Provincetown regarded their winter's catch of "not more than seven or eight"
whales as inadequate, and the seven or eight principal families made plans to
move to Casco Bay (Smith, 1922, p. 247). In 1746 Douglass (1760, p. 59)
reported only three or four whales were taken "in Cape Cod", and he claimed
that Nantucket was the only whaling site. His conjecture was that the whales
had been driven away from the coast:

... formerly for many successive years, they set in along shore by

Cape-Cod, there was good whaling in boats, proper watchmen ashore

by signals gave notice when a whale appeared; after some years they

left this ground, and passed further off upon the banks at some

distance from the shore, the whalers then used sloops with whale-

boats aboard, and this fishery turned to good account: At present

they seem in a great measure, to be drove off from these banks, and

take their course in deep water, that is, in the ocean ... .
In December 1756 a whale said to have been 75ft long was landed on "King's
[Lynn] Beach* (The Corrector, Sag Harbor, N.Y., Vol. 8, No. 42, 13 February
1830). A man "rode into his mouth, in a chair drawn by a horse; and
afterwards had two of his ribs set up for gate-posts at his house in

Essex-st”. This was probably a right whale.
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In spite of their scarcity in New England during the middle of the
nineteenth century, right whales were pursued at every opportunity.. Charles
W. Morgan (1841 MS) of New Bedford noted in his diary entry of 13 May 1841:

- _Went to Westport Point in company Qith many others to see two )

whales which had been caught off there day before. They were

cutting one in - about 48 ft. long and will make about 40 bbls of

oil (right whale). It was a curious sight and quantities of people

were present from N. Bedford and surrounding country. The other

was much smaller, perhaps 20 bbls.

These two whales were also mentioned in the New Bedford newspapers,
indicating that they had first been seen "near thé entrance of the harbor" at
Westport on 11 May. They were chased by four or five boat crews. Estimated
lengths of 50 ft and 25 ft were given, and the two whales were expected to
produce about 1500 gallons of oil (equivalent to about 48 barrels, at 31.5
gallons per barrel) (New-Bedford Mercury, Friday, May 14, 1841, Vol. XXXIV,

No. 46). Cursory mention of these whales is also made in the 12 May entry of
Samuel Rodman's diary (Pease, ed., 1927, p. 220).
Referring to Provincetown, Freeman (1862, p. 623) wrote:

Even now, if peradventure one [whale] occasionally shows itself

within the range of the practised sight of a seaman, no objection

is made to the vicinage of the game, and it is almost sure to be

'brought to' by the unerring harpoon of the expert.
He .added that the occasional sighting of a whale “of the larger kind" in
Barnstable Bay, Wellfleet Bay, or Provincetown harbor was "the signal for
spori that is generally successful* (Freeman, 1862, p. 655). Pelagic whaling
vessels were sometimes delayed from departing Provincetown when their masters

received news that whales had been sighted near Race Point (e.g. the R.E.
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Cook and Seychelle in April 1853 - Whalemen's Shipping List 11[8]: 26 April

1853; the Rienzi in June 1857 - Whalemen's Shipping List 15[15]: 23 June
1857).

. Captain N.E. Atwood of Provincetowﬁ made the following statemen£ about
right whales during the late 1860s (Allen, 1869, p. 202-203):
| This‘well-known species is at times taken here; in former years
they were much more frequent in their visits than now. Although a
straggling specimen may be seen at any time, they are generally
more common during the latter part of April and the early part of
May.
That some Provincetown captures have been overlooked in the literature is
suggested by Goode's (1884, p. 24) statement, apparently on the authority of
Captain Atwood, that 2-3 right whales were killed near Provincetown after
1867 but before 1884. The only published Provincetown record we found for
this period refers to a mother, accompanied by a calf, that was lanced but
not secured in March 1870 (Allen, 1916, p. 137). Goode (1884, p. 24) stated
that in the vicinity of Provincetown "years now often pass by without any
[right whales] being seen*.
There was an intensive fishery for balaenopterids (almost entirely

Balaenoptera physalus and Megaptera novaeangliae) in Cape Cod and

Massachusetts bays and in the Gulf of Maine during the period 1865-1895
(Clark, 1887, pp. 41-48; Allen, 1916; Mitchell and Reeves, 1983).
Steam-powered vessels and explosive harpoons and lances were used. It must
be assumed that a close lookout was kept for right whales, both in
Provincetﬁwn harbor, where many of the steamers were based, and in the areas
where fin and humpback whales were found. Any right whales sighted would

have been chased by these whalers.



12

Martha's Vineyard

Allen (1916, p. 167-168) reviewed some of the evidence of early whale
processing and whaling at Martha's Vineyard. In addition, we found the
following: .

The right to "a Six and Twentyth part of fish and whale" was attached to
property owned by Nicholas Butler of Edgartown, who died in 1671 (Banks,
1966b, p. 55). This practice of including claims to products from drift
whales with the title to land, which continued until at least 1676,
apparently grew out of purchase agreements made with Natives as early as 1658
(Banks, 1966a, p. 432). Banks (1966a, p. 432-433) regarded items listed in
personal inventories in the late 1660s - barrels of o0il, “great Kittells",
and a large "Iron Pot" - as evidence that Vineyard residents were by that
time making commercial use of whales. He noted that there were try houses at
Holmes Hole "quite early" and at the Butler homestead before 1748.

John Butler and Thomas Lothrop were the first Vineyard whalers on
record (though Allen, 1908, p. 314, stated that whaling began at Martha's
Vineyard in 1652). They killed three whales in February 1703, and Banks
(1966a, p. 434) reasoned:

That Butler had been engaged in this occupation for some time, and

was an expert is amply evidenced by the number of his catches

enumerated in one month, and we may conclude that it had been his

busingss for a considerable time before 1700 even.

Shore whaling continued at Martha's Vineyard through at least the first
quarter of the eighteenth century. A drift whale was brought ashore at
Squibnocket in 1720 (Banks, 1966b, p. 44). In 1724 a Vineyard man, Pain

Mayhew, Jr., agreed to make a joint whaling expedition in Barnstable Bay with
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Jabez Lumbert of Barnstable (Banks, 1966a, p. 435). A six-man crew took a

26-barrel whale off Noman's Land in 1725 (Banks, 1966a, p. 435).
Nineteenth-century records overlooked by Allen (1916) include a 33-40

barrel right whale found dead between Edgartown and Provincetown in late

March 1824 (Nantucket Inquirer, 5 April 1824). It was believed to have been

the whale struck in mid-March by shore whalers from the south side of
Martha's Vineyard. A right whale expected to produce 40-45 parrels of oil
was taken near Edgartown on 25 March 1841 (New-Bedford Mercury, Friday, April

2, 1841, Vol. XXXIV, No. 40).
Nantucket

Allen's (1916, p. 163-167) account of shore whaling at Nantucket was
derived largely trom Macy (1835) and St. John de Crévecoeur (1782) for the
early years and from Allen's own search of Nantucket newspapers. The catches
and evidence of whaling activity reported in those sources are summarized in
Table 2. Little's (1981) search of archival documents has added to the
record of Nantucket shore whaling during the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries. We re-examined some of her sources and have incorporated in our
table new information from them as well as that given in her published
paper. A few additional references to whaling on or near Nantucket have come
to our attention:

In 1715 six sloops were whaling from Nantucket. Their production that
year, 600 barrels of oil and 11,000 pounds of bone (Macy, as quoted in Coll.
Mass. Hist. Soc., ser 1, vol. 3, p. 161), was worth £1100 sterling (Macy,

1835, p. 37). Because long-distance whaling cruises had not yet become
commonplace for the colonists (the voyages by the sloops lasted no longer
than about 6 weeks - Macy, 1835, p. 37), and shore whaling for right whales

was still a rewarding enterprise at this time, we suspect the returns of



14

these six vessels came primarily from right whales. The first sperm whale

(Physeter catodon) caught at sea by the Nantucket whalers supposedly was

taken in about 1712 (Macy, 1835, p. 32), but sperm whales were known from the
Massachusetts coast much earlier (Josselyn, 1672, 1833). Though Sta;éuck
(1878, p. 168) referred to one New England whaling voyage to Davis Strait (up
to 66°N) as early as 1732, Nantucket vessels did not begin visiting the
northern regions where bowhead whales would have become mixed in the catch
until about 1746 (Macy, 1835, p. 54). Converted at 40 barrels per whale, 600
barrels of oil would represent a secured catch of about 15 right whales.
This would mean the whales produced a not-unreasonable average of 733 pounds
of bone. Starbuck (1878, p. 168) surmised that the 1715 effort and catch by
the Nantucket sloops “was probably for some years pretty constant”. We know
that they continued to catch right whales and sperm whales east of the Grand
Bank and elsewhere through at least the 1760s (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986b).
Short cruises to Nantucket Shoals were made from time to time even
during the heyday of Nantucket's distant-water whaling (e.g. 6-10 September
1825 by the sloop Sarah Porter [Nantucket Inquirer, 12 September 1825];

Mitchell and Reeves, 1983). Occasionally, pelagic whaling vessels in port
would put to sea off Nantucket in pursuit of whales sighted near the island

(e.g. mid-May 1827, the brig Quito [Nantucket Inquirer, 26 May 1827]; several

vessels in April 1847 [Nantucket Inquirer, 21 April 1847]).

According to Macy (1835, p. 31) shore whaling continued at Nantucket
until about 1760, after which time whales were taken by boats from shore
*only occasionally”. Most of the whales taken by these boats were right
uhaies (Shearman, 1876).

An article entitled "The Whaling Business at Nantucket" appeared in The
Corrector, Sag Harbor, 19 June 1852:
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The recent close approach of whales to the island which has so
thinned their ranks, has started 'off-shore fisherman', and three
fine schooners are now fitting for the service. This is the old
. business of Nantucket over again. May it prove profitable and .
acceptable.
One of these schooners was the Hamilton, Captain Patterson, which sailed on

12 June for a whaling cruise on the shoals (The Corrector, Sag Harbor, N.Y.,

26 June 1852, from N.B. Shipping List). The Hamilton took six humpbacks and

struck but lost five more during the first three weeks of August 1852 on
Nantucket Shoals (Allen, 1916, p. 137). It is unclear whether right whales
were among those whales that appeared off the Nantucket coast in the early
1850s.

The occurrence of a "school® of right whales off Tuckernuck in April
1886, from which three were caught (a fourth was lost but later found dead
and towed to New Bedford), was discussed by Allen (1916, p. 138) and again by
Stackpole (1982). The latter author gave the year as 1887. However, we

confirmed by reference to articles in the Nantucket Inquirer and Whalemen's

Shipping List that the year was 1886. The record of a dead right whale being

found in the sound and towed to Nantucket, where it was flensed alongside a
schooner in April 1871 (Stackpole, 1982), was overlooked by Allen (1916).
Rhode Island

Allen (1916, p. 168-170) found relatively little evidence of shore
whaling in Rhode Island. His notation that a bounty was offered, with
unknown effect, on whale oil and whalebone in the colony in 1751 is given
some perspective by the fact that a bounty of 5 shillings per barrel and one
penny per pound, respectively, had already been offered for these commodities
in 1731 (Arnold, 1860, p. 103; Potter and Rider, 1880, p. 31-32). The bounty
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was renewed for ten years in 1738 but repealed in 1745 (Preston, 1932, p.
28). During the years 1733-1738 bounties were paid on 1,211 barrels of whale
oil and 3,843 pounds of whalebone (equiya]ent to 30 right whales at 10
barrels of oil per whale). It is likely that the oil and baleen bountied at
this time was principally from North Atlantic right whales. The sloop
Pelican, owned by Benjamin Thurston, sailed out of Newport in 1733 and
returned with 114 barrels of oil and 200 pounds of bone (Arnold, 1860, p.
110). Though the.Pelican has been described as Rhode Island's “first
regularly equipped" whaling vessel of which there is any record (Arnold,
1860, p. 110), a vessel from Rhode Island took a large sperm whale in May
1723 (Starbuck, 1878, p. 168).

The aborigines who lived on the shores of Rhode Island had a tradition
of using the products of drift whales (Arnold, 1859, p. 85). Also, according
to Arnold, whales were taken "often" with boats in Narragansett Bay before
about 1750. The description of a whale being taken off Narragansett Bay in
March 1662 (Sporri, 1677; see Bridenbaugh, 1974, appendix V, p. 144-145) is
*"among the earliest accounts of fastening to a whale with a whaleboat in
colonial America" (Kugler, 1980, p. 8n). These Narragansett Bay whalers
attacked the whale in two boats, carrying crews of six or seven men, and they
used the established European (Basque) technique of fastening to the whale
with a harpoon and line. The March 1662 whale was a right whale, judging by
Sporri's description:

*~ This fish was fifty-five feet long and sixteen feet high; it had
only two fins; the tail was broad. Its blubber was two feet thick
" e... The teeth, which are as much as six feet long and saw-like,
are the whale-bone which is shipped to us [in Holland]
(Bridenbaugh, 1974, p. 145).
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Not surprisingly, the inventories of possessions of Rhode Island
residents during the early 1700s occasionally included quantities of
whalebone (e.g. Rogers, Carpenter and Field, 1894a, p. 249; 1894b, p. 119).
Rhode Island merchant vessels sometiﬁes carried 0il to the West I;dies (e.q.
in 1723 - Preston, 1932, p. 26), but much of it could have been “the result
of previous trading with neighboring colonies* (ibid., p. 28). The Rhode
Island General Treasﬁrer's accounts for 1723 indicate payment of £171 for 433
pounds of whalebone and 24 tons of oil (Preston, 1932,‘p. 28).

Allen's (1916, p. 135) record of a right whale killed "off Providence"

in 1828 (note that his source was the Nantucket Inquirer of 1 March 1828, not
22 February as givén) can be further described from information in The
Gazette, New London, Connecticut, 27 February 1828 (citing the Cadet of
Providence; also see Clark, 1887, p. 48). The whale, “of the largest size",
was chased by four whaleboats and twice harpooned on 18 February. It was
finally killed near Newport on 19 February by Captain Potter of Newport.
This whale probably was the one seen near the Providence lighthouse “some
weeks since". Cope (1865; 1866) referred to the periotic bones of a large '
right whale from Newport, but he gave no further details to indicate whether
this was a different specimen from that taken in 1828.
Connecticut

The coast of Connecticut appears not to have been a particularly
favorable area for shore whaling. Nevertheless, there may have been more of
-such activity than is suggested by Allen's (1916, p. 170) brief account.

A widely quoted resolution of the Connecticut General Court in Hartford,
dated 25 May 1647, states (Trumbull, 1850, p. 154):

th

Yf M-, Whiting w any others shall make tryall and p'secute

a designe for the takeing of Whale, wthin these libertyes, and



18

if vppon tryall wthin the terme of two yeareé, they shall like

to goe on, noe others shalbe suffered to interrupt the, for the

tearme of seauen yeares.
ﬁo evidence has survived to indicate whéther Whiting et al. took up éﬁis
offer of a monopoly on shore whaling. |
| Caulkins (1895, p. 638) took the listing of a whale boat in an
enumeration of goods during the seventeenth century to imply that “excursions
were sometimes maﬁe in pursuit of whales". Two early diaries kept by
Connecticut residents attest to the validity of this inference. First,
Hempstead's (1901, p. 72) detailed journal contains the fo]ldwing entry for
13 January 1718:

Comfort Davise hath hired my whale boat to go a whaling at fishers

Island ti1l ye twentieth of Next Month for 20s & he to Run the Resk

of Sd boat & to pay 20s for her hire & if he Stays longer yn 30 if

She be lost & they get nothing yn he is to pay me £3 & if they get

a fish yn 203-10s-00d if She be not in a good Order as now he to

make good.

The whale boat was returned on 18 February, but Hempstead made no comment
about Davise's catch (ibid., p. 73).

The second of the two diariés, while much less detailed, contains
considerably more intelligence on whaling (Miner and Miner, 1915). Manasseh
Minor was a Stonington farmer in the late seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuries. There is no reason to suppose he participated directly in
whaling. He did, however, report on the activities of some whalers in his
diary kept from 1696 to 1720 (Table 3). From these, it is clear that at
least five men known to Minor were whalers. Their whaling season began as

early as December and seems to have finished by the end of March. We can
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infer from Minor's cryptic entries that some of the whalers (Robin, Abnar,
Pelig, and Abel) were local men; others (Sam Hand and his associates) were
from elsewhere, perhaps Long Island. At least three whales were taken on the
Connecticut coast in early 1703 and one.in March 1705. a

The data in Minor's diary substantiate the comment by Hurd (1882, p.
677; reiterated by Wheeler, 1900, p. 131) that:

As early as 1701, and for several years thereafter, whales were

taken and brbught ashore at Wadawanuck [Stonington Point], the oil

tried out and sold in Boston and the West Indies.
We listed previously several sightings and catches of right whales (and a
sperm whale) in Long Island Sound (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a, table 1).
These did not include the 33 ft whale taken in Peconic Bay near Greenport in
June 1850 (Caulkins, 1895, p.v639), whicﬁ was probably a right whale. Nor
did we include the sighting of a large (est. 60 ft) whale in Oyster Bay
harbor in January 1835 (The Corrector, Sag Harbor, 16 January 1835, from the

Long Island Farmer) or that of two large whales between New London 1ighthouse

and Fishers Island in late January 1835 (Nantucket Inquirer, 4 February

1835). In the latter instance it was considered remarkable that *“idle
harpooners passing away their winter in New London" did not give chase. A
whale seen for several days in New Haven harbor the first week of April 1824

was pursued by some “enterprising seamen® (Nantucket Inquirer, 12 April

1824). Watson (1855, Vol. 2, p. 429) noted that a “young" 60 ft whale was
*chased, grounded, and used up* in New Haven harbor in May 1834. However,
according to the Sag Harbor Corrector (13[5], 24 May 1834) and Nantucket
Inguirer (10 May 1834, quoting from the New Haven Herald), the recent report

of the capture of a whale in New Haven harbor was a “"hoax".
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A large right whale was seen in the sound, “nearly opposite New Haven",
by the crew and passengers aboard the sloop Franklin in early December 1829.
The crew members complained of not having the proper gear for attempting its

capture (The Corrector, Sag Harbor, N.Y., Vol. 8, No. 33, 12 December 1829).

A 27-barrel right whale was taken off Stonington in about 1840, and another
in the same group was killed and towed to Montauk, New York (Linsley, 1842,
p. 352n; both noted by Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a, table 1). There is no way
to tell whether the 6-8 whales seen blowing within 4 miles of Stonington in
summer 1841 (Linsley, 1842, p. 352n) were right whales or of some other
species. A whale was seen near New London lighthouse about 22 April 1869

(Sag-Harbor Express, vol. 10, no. 44, 29 April 1869).

New York (Long Island)

We reconstructed much of the history of right whale hunting on the Long
Island coast previously (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a). Here we present
additional information and data that have come to our attention since that
chapter went to press (Table 4).

One of the earliest specific references to a Long Island whaling company
concerns the fitting out of a small vessel by John Ogden in 1658, apparently
at Southampton (Ross, 1902, p. 871). In addition to Southampton and
Easthampton, which definitely had whaling companies as early as 1650 and
1651, respectively, Southold, on the Long Island Sound side of the island,
had one in 1652 (Ross, 1902, p. 872). In our previous paper (Reeves and
Hitéﬁell, 1986a) we noted that there were at least 14 whaling companies
active in 1687 from Quogue [or Ketchaponack] east. R.M. Bayles (jﬂ_Ross,
1902; p. 872) listed 18 companies in 1690 from Mastic east. In 1699 Col.
Smith, whose whaling company was based at Mastic, reported that he had
cleared £500 sterling in a single year (Bayles, in Ross, 1902, p. 873).



21

Whale o0il was valued at £1:10:0 per barrel in North Carolina in 1715 (Cain,
1981, p. xxii). If we assume the same value for New York in 1699 and that
/s of Col. Smith's £500 was for oil (the other fifth being for whalebone),
his estimated return would be 267 barrels. At 36 barrels per whale,.this
would represent a catch of about seven whales. Another way of calculating
Col. Smith's catch would be to refer to Macy's report that 600 barrels of oil
and 11,000 pounds of bone were worth 21100 at Nantucket in 1715 (see above).
Our estimate thatxthis might represent a catch of about 15 right whales is
consistent with the suggestion that returns worth £500 in 1699 would
represent a catch of about seven right whales. In 1726, 11 whales were
killed at Southampton; six of them yielded 220 barrels of oil and 1,500
pounds of whalebone (x = 37 barrels, 250 pounds) (Bayles, in Ross, 1902, p.
873). This record was attributed to the season 1732/33 by Reeves and
Mitchell (1986a, table 1).

Samuell Mulford made some;whale oil and bone “without licence" late in
1705 (Headlam, 1930, p. 159). This can only be taken as corroborative
evidence for the one whale estimated to have been taken that year on the
basis of information in Mulford's diary (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a). Eight
licenses for "whale fishing* were issued by the Governor and Lieutenant
Governor of New York in 1705-09 (Headlam, 1930, p. 159). This fact tends to
support our conclusion that the Long Island whale fishery reached a peak in
effort (and presumably catch) near or soon after the beginning of the
eigﬁteenth century (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a).

In 1717 it was noted in a statement to the British Council of Trade and
Plantations that "imports of whale oil and bone from New York have greatly
decreased, owing to disputes with the Governor as to a duty demanded for
whales catched there* (Headlam, 1930, p. 16). However, this claim was
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disputed by Governor Hunter, who claimed that the whaling effort was constant
or increasing on Long Island. The difference, according to Hunter, was that
the products were being sold and exportgd from Boston rather than New York.

- In our previous paper (Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a) we failed to.ﬁote
that according to Edwards and Rattray (1932, p. 232), the whaling station at
Smith's Point alone averaged 20 whales per winter during the early eighteenth
century. This would suggest that our estimate of 20-30 whales taken per year
in the entire Loné Island fishery between 1700 and 1725 was too low.

In our previous paper we gave little evidence of shore whaling on Long
Island at the beginning of the nineteenth century. In fact, we had found no
catch data from 1784, when the schooner Eagle cruised along the south shore,
to about 1815, when whaling was definitely being conducted. However, Starr
(1876, p. 72n) indicated that some whales were taken on the south coast of
Long Island in the winter of 1801-1802 and that after being "much neglected",
the whale fishery “"has considerably increased".

Some whaling was done by the people of Staten Island. On 13 December
1705 a license was issued to Thomas Jones to take drift whales "on the gut
joining Mr. Nicoll's land and the west end of Gravesend beach" (Leng and
Davis, 1930, vol. II, p. 990). An unspecified quantity of oil and whalebone
was taken on or prior to 26 March 1711 "on Mereck beach, Rockaway beach and
at Nicoll's beach" (ibid.; also see Reeves and Mitchell, 1986a, table 1).
Sometime in the spring of 1730 (before 9 April) Adam Mott, Joseph Carman and
company of Staten Island petitioned for the oil and bone of a whale “wounded
by them in the bay of New York, and afterwards cast ashore at Cape May* (Leng
and Davis, 1930, vol. II, p. 991). The Staten Island Whaling Company, which
was active during the 1830s, apparently was concerned with pelagic whaling
rather than shore whaling (Freedman, Rooney, Heitowit and Carnivale, 1975).
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A sloop sailed out of Moriches on the south coast of Long Island for
whaling between Fire Island and Coney Island in 1831. It cruised daily for
40 days, calling each night at either Fire Island or Coney Island. Only one
whale was sighted, and it was a finback, “a kind too lively to land with

harpoons and lines" (Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 20 August 1899, p. 12).

Reeves and Mitchell (1986a) mentioned that they had no evidence of
schooners whaling along the coast of Long Island after the 1850s. However,
Weiss et al. (1974, p. 110) referred to a 40-barrel whale, worth $2,000,
taken by two schooners off that coast in March 1860. The vessels had been
whaling between New Jersey and Long Island for a month. It is likely that
this was a right whale, considering the month and locality of capture and the
great value of the whale in spite of its modest oil yield.

An East Bay sloop, the Branch, cruised for "whales, leatherback turtles,
sea serpents, devilfish, etc." between East Moriches and Gravesend Bay during

August and (possibly) September 1899 (Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 20 August 1899,

p. 12). We have no information on sightings or catches.

New Jersey, Delaware, and Pennsylvania

There are two recent reviews of whaling in New Jersey (Weiss et al.,
1974; Lipton, 1975). These and other sources were used to compile a table of
right whale catch records (Table 5).

The Dutch were probably the first Europeans to hunt whales in and near
Delaware Bay, though the bay had been discovered and named (St. Christopher's
Bay) by the Spanish in 1525. A Dutch colony (called Swanendael) was
established near Cape Henlopen in 1631 for the express purpose of conducting
a whale fishery (Parr, 1969, pp. 108-114).

The promise of a successful shore whaling enterprise was also a major

inducement for the first British settlers to come to the New Jersey shore and
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the mouth of Delaware Bay (Beesley, 1857, p. 171). Many of them came from
Long Island (e.g. Williamson, 1951; Wood, 1968), where an organized whale
fishery was active by 1650 and possibly earlier (Réeves and Mitchell,

1986a). It has been suggested that whalers from Connecticut and Loné'lsland
hunted whales along the coast of Cape May and in the mouth of Delaware Bay as
early as 1638 (Alexander, 1975, p. 185). Licenses were granted to
“companies" of shore whalers operating from Navesink and Sandy Hook south to
Long Beach Island in 1668 and 1678 (Lipton, 1975, p. 18). William Penn
referred to a well-established "whalery" at the mouth of Delaware Bay by 1683
(watson, 1855, Vol. II, p. 428). A catch of 11 whales in one season suggests
that the enterprise was very successful.

The earliest permanent European settlement in Cape May County is
believed to have been established by whalers in about 1685 (Alexander, 1975,
p. 185), by which year three companies were whaling in the mouth of Delaware
Bay (Weiss et al., 1974, p. 15; Lipton, 1975, p. 5) and whales were being
hunted “from Sandy Hook to the Delaware Cape" (Weiss et al., 1974, p. 32).
Certainly by 1691 Cape May town, at Town Bank on the Bay shore, was
recognized as “the residence of the whalers, consisting of a number of
dwellings" (Beesley, 1857, p. 163). Beesley inferred from the close
contiguity of the 15-20 houses shown on a contemporary map of Town Bank that
the early whalers cooperated in an organized fishery. Another source
indicates there were 13 houses in Cape May town in 1696 (Beesley, 1857, p.
177). Beesley (1857, p. 171) identified 21 individual whalemen living in
Cape May County before 1700, and he believed there were many others.

" In 1692 the New Jersey Assembly asserted the province's prerogative to
profit from all whales killed in Delaware Bay. Complaining that until then,

the whaling had been "in so great a measure invaded by strangers and
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foreigners" who exported the "oyl and bone" without duty, the Assembly
required that a tenth of the value of the oil from all whales killed in
Delaware Bay “or on its shores" be paid to the governor. Tﬁe West Ngw Jersey
Society, a group of London businessmen, tried to develop whaling in Cape May
County during the early 1690s (Weiss et al., 1974, p. 21).

If Gabriel Thomas (1952), writing in 1698, can be believed, the Cape May
whale fishery was very successful. "“Great numbers" of whales and
“prodigious" quantities of oil and whalebone were taken each year in Cape May
County, according to Thomas. ‘

A manuscript by Thomas Leaming, 1674-1723, provides some information on
seventeenth-century whaling at Cape May (Beesley, 1857, p. 175-6; also see
Lipton, 1975, p. 7). Leaming "went a whaling" in four consecutive winter
seasons, 1694-1698. The first year he reported that eight whales were caught
and the next year at least a cow and calf. The third season was apparently
successful, but all we learn from Leaming is that he "made a great voyage".
No hint is given about the catch in the fourth season.

There are some indications that the years when Thomas Leaming was
whaling were near the peak of New Jersey shore whaling. His father
Christopher had moved to Cape May from Long Island in about 1691 (Beesley,
1857, p. 176). When not whaling, Christopher Leaming worked as a cooper.
This occupation was lucrative at the time because “the great number of whales
caught in those days, made the demand and pay for casks certain". The
"failure" of the Delaware Bay whale fishery apparently occurred soon after
Leaming's death in 1696. The tract owners at Town Bank sold their land and
left the area (Anon., 1976). Humphrey Hughes, a Long Island whaleman who
immigrated to Cape May County about 1689, sold his land which had been owned
jointly with another whaler in about 1700 (Williamson, 1951).
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Although the Cape May and Delaware Bay fishery may have been past its
peak by the 1700s, whaling continued long after the turn of the century.
John Peck was whaling at Pecks Beach (present-day Ocean City) in about 1700
(Darby, 1951). Oldmixon (1708) reported that a "whalery" still exisied at
the mouth of Delaware Bay, on both the Cape May side and the Cape Henlopen
side. Apparently referring to the first half of the eighteenth century,