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ABSTRACT

TALKING SMACK: THE ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY OF
PENSACOLA'S RED SNAPPER FISHING INDUSTRY

Nicole Rae Bucchino

Though human populations living along northwestigks Gulf of Mexico coast have
long utilized locally abundant marine resources,firmation of a red snapper fishing industry
in Pensacola, Florida, brought marine resourceoggpion in the region to an unprecedented
level in the late 19thnd early 20th centuries. Along with other indestricommercial red
snapper fishing in Pensacola underwent signifigamivth during this period and helped shape
the port city’s new importance as a cosmopolitanttsern economic center. Utilizing a
historical ecological approach, this thesis prosidanultidisciplinary analysis of commercial
fishing culture, commercial fishing vessels, anel @ulf of Mexico red snapper fishery to
explore the dynamic relationship the industry heitth the local environment. Additionally,
archaeological and historical evidence providesotis#s for a model describing the structural
and material characteristics of potential Pensaomtamercial red snapper fishing shipwrecks in

the region.
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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

The end of the American Civil War offered almostiliess entrepreneurial possibilities
for northerners looking to bring business soutms@eola, Florida, with its mild climate,
abundant timber, riverine infrastructure, and fersialtwater shores, was one of the many
southern port cities to bloom in the years follogvthe war. While legacies of the timber
industry and of the military’s naval developmemtdeo feature more prominently in local
histories, the growth of a large and productivesedpper fishing industry in Pensacola
contributed more, in some ways, to the city’s cogatitan and unique nature at the turn of the
century. The success of New Englanders in foungmg§table fish houses and fishing fleets in
the city drew fishermen, their families, and a &asgrvice industry support network from all
reaches of the AtlantitAs the “Gloucester of the Gulf,” Pensacola’s coriz fishing
promised a great deal.

The connection between northwest Florida’s Recanstm-era fishing industry and the
natural environment in which it existed resulte@dicomplicated relationship. Though the
Pensacola fish houses could generate significafit from locally abundant red snapper
resources, success in business produced a greatend for the fish than could be sustained. As
a result, even within the first 20 years of theusitly, observant fishermen noted a rapidly
diminishing red snapper population. To recoup lsstese to home, these fishermen found new,
more fertile grounds to exploit, some as far an@axico’s Yucatan Peninsutaivhile the

commercial red snapper fishing experienced sonwtudions in prosperity throughout its

L «peaceful Invaders of MexicoCollier's, March 18, 1916.

2 United States Department of the Interior, Burek@@mmercial Fisherie) Review of the Gulf of
Mexico Red Snapper Fishetyy James S. Carpenter, Circular 208 (Washind@),1965), 7-9.
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lifetime, the lack of conservation efforts in thertimhern Gulf, a rapidly diminishing red snapper
population, and an over-reliance on what eventuslyame Mexican territorial waters sounded
the death knell for the Pensacola industry by ®ig0%>

Previous historical investigations into Pensacolamercial fishing focused primarily on
those entrepreneurs who established major fishdsoafter the Civil War, notably Andrew F.
Warren, S.C. Cobb, and Eugene Edwin Sauntidmart from minor magazine articles and an
oral history dating to the early 20th century, adtneo historical investigations consider the
broader development of the fishing community’s wiogkclass during the heyday of the
industry® Archaeologically, investigations have been limitedsolated shipwreck studies
connected to the Gulf coast fishing industry thioagalyses of ship constructid@ther
archaeological investigations near Pensacola’shlses and wharves focused more on the
changing waterfront dynamics or on other archaecéddeatures of the Pensacola landscape,

considering the fishing industry only peripherdlly.

3 William C. Hamilton, “The Warren Fish Company afrisacola” REF 91.66, Pensacola Historical
Society Resource Center, Pensacola Historical §oéensacola, Florida, 18.

* Hamilton, 4; Captain J.W. Collins, “Notes on thieHeries of Western Florida” in U.S. Commission of
Fish and Fisherie®eport of the Commission@iashington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1885j6.

® Henry C. Rowland, “Snapper Fishermen of the G@i,tingvol. 15, 1904, 69; Captain Frederick
Fredericksen, interview by Modeste Hargis, Febrdard940, transcript, Pensacola Historical Sodregource
Center, Pensacola Historical Society, Pensacola, FL

® Jason Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historiaal &rchaeological Investigations of the Snapper
Wreck (8SR1001)” (master’s thesis, University of &/Elorida, 2004); Robin Edward Moore, “Hamiltomé&eck:
An Archaeological and Historical Inquiry into thedglonal Maritime Culture of Pensacola, Florida, -9®20”
(master’s thesis, University of West Florida); Jarié. Hunter Ill, John R. Bratten, and J. COZ Colriderwater
Field Investigations 1999: The Santa Rosa Island ldamilton Shipwreck@ensacola, FL: Archaeology Institute,
2000); Chuck Meide, James A. McClean, and EdwarseWiDog Island Shipwreck Survey 1999:Report of
Historical and Archaeological Investigatio$allahassee, FL: Program in Underwater Archaeqléfprida State
University, 1999).

" Kendra Ann Kennedy, “Between the Bayous: The NragtCultural Landscape of the Downtown
Pensacola Waterfront” (master’s thesis, UniversityWest Florida, 2010).
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Preliminary inquiries into Pensacola’s fishingustry revealed that contemporaneous
changes from 1860-1930 are evident in the lifestglePensacola fishermen, the types of vessels
used to undertake commercial fishing, and the neagtology supporting the fishing industry in
the Gulf of Mexico. The 1860-1930 period represémih the beginning and expansion of the
industry in Pensacola, and therefore provides anogpiate date range for the contextual scope
of this project. While commercial fishing continuafier 1930, this date marks the end of the
dominance of sailing vessels in Pensacola, onkeoirtajor foci in this analysis and the only type
of fishing vessel studied to date in the archaaolgecord. To build off of preliminary
research, this thesis project integrates sociah@mic, and ecological facets to describe the
dynamics of Pensacola’s commercial fishing culttire,composition of the commercial fishing
fleet, and the health of the Gulf of Mexico redgoer fishery. To this end, the project attempts
to better capture, using historical and archaeoldgecords, the onshore and offshore lives of
the fishermen who worked daily to support a thrvishing industry.

To examine the interrelationships among Pensactitdisrmen, their commercial fishing
watercraft, and changes in marine ecology, establisa connection among several important
aspects of the city’s maritime culture is necessaojlowing in the footsteps &nnales
historians like Marc Bloch and Fernand Braudel antthropologists like William Balé&arole
Crumley, and Mark Leone, this thesis relies onsadnical ecological approach to provide the
most fruitful and holistic viewpoint. Such an apgch allows for a varied and multidisciplinary
perspective of the past, but one that embracesnacm “language” of analysis. Most
importantly, humanity’s dialectical, rather tharokutionary, relationship with its surrounding
environment is emphasized. In this way, the sigarit changes in fishing culture and
fishermen’s preference for watercraft from 1860 88ectly affected the marine environment

3



in which they fished. This environment, too, hagal and measurable influence on how
fishermen lived and why they selected certain Vssse

As outlined by Balée, four main concepts proviae basis for working within a
historical ecological viewpoint. First, the apprbaecognizes that human behavior has affected
the entire nonhuman world. Whether through buildfagming, hunting, manufacturing, or any
other human activity, all such endeavors haveectlizffect on the environmehSecond,
characterizing humanity’s influence on the nateralironment as either negative or positive is
incorrect; effects differ temporally, regionallyydaculturally? Third, differing social, political,
and economic systems in their variety of conterts anique historical trajectories result in
wholly unlike consequences for the environment lmasic sense, generalizing human
interaction with its environment based on its |ats a “hunter-gatherer” group or as an
“industrialized” society is difficult® Finally, Balée’s fourth historical ecological capt
suggests that researchers can understand humantgraction and interrelationship with its
environment over time as “a single phenomenondmral analysis using the paradigmatic
concepts and tools of historical ecolodyThis postulate, embodied in the idea of “landstape
explained below, is a far more universal perspedinat embeds culture in both people and their
surroundings.

The historical ecological perspective of the past its roots in a number of

anthropological and historical paradigms. From asgblogy, historical ecology draws its

8 william Balée “Historical Ecology: Presmises and Postulates”Amlvances in Historical Ecologgd.
William Balée(New York: Columbia University Press, 1998), 14-15

°Balée19-20.
0pid., 22-23.

1 bid., 24.



dedication to materialism from several schoolsholight: historical materialism, cultural
ecology, cultural materialism, and evolutionarylegg.*? In very important ways, however,
historical ecology loses the state-level socieiauif and evolutionary determinisms of these
earlier traditions. Research focus can thus randelwin differently temporal, cultural, spatial,
and biotic contexts, viewing humans’ interactionthwheir environment as a result of historical
circumstance.

Historical ecology also draws from the ideals & AmnalesSchool of historiography.
Historian Marc Bloch was critical in pioneering tAenales tradition, emphasizing the need for
diverse disciplines like history, anthropology, ajgbgraphy to collaborate in creating a more
holistic narrative of the past, a narrative realibg historian Fernand Braudel through the
événemen(short-term historical eventg)pnjuncture (contextindlongue durédlong-term
history)!® As Annaleshistorians recognized, history and science, at thest basic levels, use
all three narrative scales in their interpretatiohisother important contribution from Braudsl
the concept opaysageor landscape. As a focus for historical ecoldgieaearch, the landscape
is the product of both short-term and long-terntdmg the outcome of human interaction with
the environment, and a force acting on human squiditical, and economic characteristiés
The AnnalesSchool’s greatest contributions to historical eggldhen, are the basic unit of
study (the relationship between humans and the@mwient) and the multi-scale approach to

that study événement, conjuncture, and longue durés anthropologist Carole Crumley

12 Bruce Winterhalder, “Concepts in Historical Ecofbin Historical Ecology: Cultural Knowledge and
Changing Landscapesd. Carole L. Crumley (Santa Fe, NM: School of Aicen Research Press, 1994), 19-24.

13 Marc Bloch,The Historian’s CrafiNew York: Vintage Books, 1953), 35-47.

4 Fernand BraudelMemory and the Mediterraneghlew York: Vintage Books, 2001), 3-7.
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argues, thesAnnaleslegacies “contribute to a shared grammar” amorgrde fields of study
and are “universally instructive and [focus] debaecentral issues-

Understanding historical ecology as a viewpoirtheathan a paradigm in itself, thus
opens disciplinary doors. This thesis examines &=ia’s turn-of-the-century fishing industry
with that spirit. Separating the development of$2@ola and coastal northwest Florida from the
environment in which that development is situatedat possible. Based on prevailing
ecological and economical conditions, fishermeerdel the vessels they used and the grounds
that they fished. Importantly, however, their igietions with the environment over time caused
change that dictated how and where a profit coaldhade. In the broadest historical view, the
rise and fall of the red snapper industry shouldiheated within the longer patterns of regional
marine resources use. The establishment and gavpbst-Civil War commercial fishing can
thus be seen as the context in which temporallytehohanges occured to lifestyles, technology,
and the marine environment.

Though the goal of this thesis is to provide a caghpnsive examination of the kinds of
changes both influencing and resulting from Pensamad northwest Florida’s red snapper
fishing industry, each component of this argumenquires its own consideration before
describing the interconnectedness of each. To bebapter two provides historical background
on the development, expansion, and decline of Betssaommercial fishing in the context of
long-term cultural exploitation of marine resourge®ensacola and the northwest Florida Gulf
coast. Chapter three explores the types of veasel$ by the city’'s commercial red snapper
fishermen from 1860-1930. Although historical retcontain most information concerning the

vessels of the red snapper fishing industry, palgrty thelList of Merchant Vessels of the United

15 Carole L. Crumley“Foreward” in Advances in Historical Ecology, eWvilliam Bake (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1998), xii.
6



StatedLMVUS), a comprehensive review of archaeological ingasions of related shipwreck
sites provides a glimpse at the larger technolddgrieads taking place in Pensacola’s fishing
vessels. To these ends, this thesis considersialatralysis of three archaeological shipwreck
sites in northwest Florida attributed to the redpgrer fishing industry: the Snapper wreck
(8SR1001), Hamilton’s wreck (8ES2238), and thegaitiPriscilla (8FR813)'° Utilizing

structural and material data collected from theseclvsites, chapter three also proposes a model
for determining the likelihood of whether or not@mknown archaeological shipwreck in
northwest Florida can be attributed to Pensacatancercial red snapper fishing during the age

of sail. Toward this goal, three additional cadeslies help prove or disprove the viability of the
model.

Chapter four focuses on the offshore and onshdteraumilieu of those individuals
engaged in the city’s fishing industry. Tracing hes in the daily lifestyles of fishermen and
their families is largely possible through an exaation of the few existing primary and
secondary historical sources. Archaeological exttavs in downtown Pensacola also provide
some understanding of the daily living conditionsl gocial dynamics of the neighborhoods in
which commercial fishermen tended to live. Addiaty, quantitative data collected in the
population schedules of the United States fedenasuas (1860-1930) also make revisiting the
lives of some of the less well-known individualsHansacola’s history possible.

Looking toward the marine environment, chapter fivevides a consideration of the
environment as it relates to commercial red snafgieing in the Gulf of Mexico. Discussion

focuses on the biology of the red snapper spettiegjatural habitat of red snapper in relation to

®Moore; Hunter, Bratten, and Cozzi; Raupp, “Hoolgd,iand Sinker: Historical and Archaeological
Investigations of the Snapper Wreck (8SR1001);”dé¢eMcClean, and Wiser.
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popular commercial fishing grounds of the late 1&td early 20th centuries, as well as the
trends in overall commercial red snapper catchsdizem 1880-1963. Finally, a brief overview
of late 20th-century regulatory measures on thd GuVexico red snapper fishery since the
passage of the 1976 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Marege@nd Conservation Act provides
insight on the utility of laws in preserving fisbgulations, especially those depleted prior to the
implementation of regulatory law4.The ecological concerns in this chapter thus drdenger-
term picture of local interaction with the marinevegonment, placing the rise and fall of the red
snapper fishing industry into context.

Finally, chapter six integrates the conclusioneaxth of the preceding chapters into a
final discussion and conclusion. Commercial fishtngfure, commercial fishing vessels, and the
Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery provide distiackas of research for this thesis, yet
correlations in their dynamics from 1860-1930 hallcidate the relationship between
Pensacola’s industrial growth and the local envitent. Additionally, chapter six provides
recommendations for future avenues of researchhistorical commercial red snapper fishing.

The work conducted for this thesis project is digant in a number of ways. First, apart
from brief mentions in local histories, Pensacotad snapper fishing industry has remained
under-researched. Although this is in part becafisee lack of historical and archaeological
sources on the subject, the paucity of researchalsaybe due to an unwillingness to engage in
multi-disciplinary study. Taking a step forwardistthesis takes many different aspects of the

fishing industry in Pensacola and combines them amie narrative guided by the principles of

" peter B. Hood, Andrew J. Strelchek, and Phil 8tetl History of Red Snapper Management in the Gulf
of Mexico,” American Fisheries Society Sympos®tn(2007), 267-268. Passed in 1976 and updat2adi, the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Management and Consamvatioestablishes the basis for United States gowental
management and regulation of fish stocks. The law jgrovides for the creation of Regional Fishergridgement
Councils (including the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Magsment Council) to prepare and oversee fishery gemant
plans.
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Annalesstyle history and historical ecology. Examining thterrelationships among the onshore
and offshore lives of fishermen, the vessels offigteng industry, and the environment in which
the industry thrived and died will paint a moreibti¢ portrait of one of the most influential
periods in Pensacola and coastal northwest Flbigtary. Not only will this kind of
comprehensive research provide something new éblested histories, it adheres to recent
trends in creating a “common language” in sociargdfic studies.

In addition, research into the structural and maltergnatures of archaeological
shipwreck sites associated with Pensacola’s regpandishing industry, as well as historical
data collected from theMVUS provides the basis for a model that can potdptitermine
whether or not an unknown wreck was once engagedrmmercial fishing from the city
between 1860-1930. The model formulated in thisithprovides baseline data on the
measurements (length, beam, depth, and gross tephahgommercial fishing vessels over a 70-
year period. Inquiry into significant structurachnological, and design features throughout the
same period may also assist in determining vesaikl locations. The large number of vessels
employed in red snapper fishing and the numbenassiociated shipwreck sites in and around
Pensacola suggest that such a model has substaiitialfor future local archaeological
investigations.

Finally, this thesis is significant in that it alpoovides a conservation message relevant
to modern resource use. While the prospects of mgatonsiderable profit from the Gulf of
Mexico’s red snapper fishery were tempting for [B®h-century commercial fishing
entrepreneurs, the long-term effects of a genaci of regard toward conservation or
sustainability devastated the industry and cresigmificant hardship for modern fishermen who
now deal with strict governmental regulations.Histway, Pensacola’s relatively brief venture

9



into commercial red snapper fishing serves astartemnt to the importance of acquiring a better

understanding of humanity’s relationship with itsvgonment.
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CHAPTER I
HISTORICAL CONTEXT AND OVERVIEW

Situated in northwest Florida along the north-car@ulf of Mexico coastline, the
Pensacola area has a unique natural and cultstalithat stands apart in North America.
Landforms along the Pensacola Bay system derive &series of flat, once-submerged
terraces. Alluvial deposits from upland regionsyidhe uppermost layer of sedimentary rock,
laid down nearly one million years ago in the Fileistocene. Composed of quartz sands,
gravel, and beds of clay and sandstone, this E{@ws for the flow of numerous springs, rivers,
and streams throughout the landscape. Major riy@ems and their valleys carve deep, well-fed
freshwater zones that eventually run to meet thg bays. Westward movements of quartz sand
throughout the Pleistocene formed barrier islamdarad present-day Pensacola Bay, eventually
cutting off the body of water from the rest of @alf of Mexico. The naturally deep-water bay
sustains a wide variety of life and remains rekdgiprotected by a narrow opening to the Gulf
of Mexico® An intersection of ecosystems, Pensacola thusges\a broad spectrum of natural
resources in a relatively small geographical area.

The ways in which different groups of people makitese resources has changed and
developed over prehistory and history, yet almbgraups acknowledged and willingly
exploited the area’s assets. Embedded in this ferrg-pattern is Pensacola’s fishing industry at
the turn of the 20th century. Like the prehist@ia colonial populations that preceded, those
commercial fishermen living in Pensacola and noes$tw-lorida after the end of the Civil War

developed, in the industrial context of their ownd, a livelihood that allowed them to prosper.

18 Judith A. BenseHawkshaw: Prehistory and History in an Urban Neightiood in Pensacola, Florida
(Pensacola, FL: University of West Florida, 1985),0.
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Uniquely positioned to provide a wide variety ajrth and fauna from terrestrial,
freshwater, and coastal zones, the diverse andnasoich environments of northwest Florida
have sustained human populations from as earl3&9Q B.C. Gordon Willey's 1949
archaeological investigations provide the basisufaterstanding prehistoric culture in the area,
but additional research since then has highlighkethges in the way prehistoric populations
utilized different resource zon&$Archaic groups (8,000 B.C.—1,000 B.C.) represkeatdarliest
occupations for which there is substantial archagoél evidence related to subsistence and
local resource utilization in the region. Investigas of Archaic settlement sites in the Escambia
River Valley and tributary valleys reveal the apgation of both inland and freshwater hunting
and gathering techniquéy.

Only during the Woodland Period (1,000 B.C.—A.1QN), however, were lower bay
coasts included as an area for settlement and engggources incorporated into daily
subsistencé' Prehistoric components of the Hawkshaw site neantbwn Pensacola along the
Pensacola Bay coastline revealed that “molluskegaty and fishing were a major part of the
economy” with large fish either caught in shalloater zones with mesh nets or “caught in the
deeper parts of the estuary with hook and lineaspeets, or enclosure€.According to Jerald

Milanich, archaeologists working in the region hageovered the remains of snapper varieties

¥ Gordon R. Willey Archaeology of the Florida Gulf Coa&t949; repr. Gainesville, FL: University Press
of Florida, 1998), 200-210; Judith A. Bense “Settémt Pattern, Climate, and Marine Ecosystem Cdioalsin the
Escambia Bay Drainage System in Northwest Flor{gaper presented at3Goutheastern Archaeological
Conference, Columbia, South Carolina, 1983); Chéfghssen “Marking the Passage of Time in Shellddit”
(paper presented at B@nnual meeting of the Society for American Archiagy, Denver, CO, 1985).

2 BenseHawkshaw: Prehistory and History in an Urban Neightood in Pensacola, Floridd,3-14.

2 Jerald T. MilanichArchaeology of Precolumbian Florid@ainesville, FL: University Press of Florida,
1994), 117-118.

22 BenseHawkshaw: Prehistory and History in an Urban Neightood in Pensacola, Floridal5 and
161.
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along with a number of other sought-after fish sggemotably catfish, sheepshead, jack,
flounder, and mullet®

Later pre-Columbian groups like the contemporanédigsissippian-influenced Fort
Walton and Pensacola cultures (A.D. 1,000—colgmegiod) also drew heavily from the many
different resources and raw materials availablearthwest Florida, particularly along the bay
and Gulf coasts. Survey conducted on ChoctowatBlageon Eglin Air Force Base revealed that
almost 87% of these late prehistoric sites in tiea are situated along the cofdtike other
Mississippian groups in Florida and in the soutterasUnited States, political complexity,
mound building, and high population densities ctim@gzed the Fort Walton and, to a lesser
extent, Pensacola cultures. Unique among the dd@atsacola settlements, however, was a
markedly different means of subsistence. Whilecadfiire predominated among those living
inland, people living along the coast focused tk#worts toward the use of abundant and readily
available marine resourcé&sindeed, upon the arrival of a Spanish settlemet finder the
command of Tristan de Luna y Arellano on Septen2derl 559, Luna mentioned “some Indian
fishermen” on the ba$f

By the mid-16th century and onward, European imfagein northwest Florida

dramatically altered the cultural trajectories tgColumbian groups throughout northwest

2 Milanich, 119.

% prentice M. Thomas and L. Janice Campbell, “Thptfded to Santa Rosa/Swift Creek Transition in the
Florida Panhandle,The Florida Archaeologis?8, no. 2 (1985), 36.

% Milanich, 381; BenseHawkshaw: Prehistory and History in an Urban Neightood in Pensacola,
Florida, 14.

% Don Luis de Velasco, Don Luis de Velasodhe Spanish Crown, September 24, 1559, Ramo 1,

Patronato 179, No. 5, Archivo General de Indiasaed trans. Herbert I. Priestléfhe Luna Papers 1559-1661:
Volume 1(Deland, FL: The Florida State Historical Societ928), 243-247.
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Florida and the southeastern United States. Theadpsf European disease resulted in a rapid
decline of native populations and the eventualbdistament of Spanish settlements in northwest
Florida reshaped the region’s cultural landscalosylg folding it into a European dynamic. Like
those that had utilized marine resources in andrat®ensacola throughout prehistory, the
Spanish and other colonial claimants continuedawdrom the natural environment for
sustenance and settlement.

Although the Spanish had numerous reasons to nramfaresence iba Florida, one of
the primary drivers for settlement along the GdilMexico coast was the need to create a middle
point between active ports in the western Cariblaahpotential new ports on the Atlantic coast
of North America. The second viceroy of New Spains de Velasco, concisely argued this
point in a 1559 letter to Philip II: “...if a polt colonized on the coast of La Florida...the route
will be assured as far as the Azores IslandS.Eventually, the Spanish chose the site of Punta
de Santa Elena (present-day Port Royal, South @ajas the port that would best serve
shipping in northern waters. The first step towasthblishing this northern safeguard, however,
was to settle along the Gulf coast so that settieutd then “go overland to the Punta de Santa
Elena.®®
With the objective of penetrating the North Amenutheast from the Mississippi
River to the Atlantic coast, Velasco oversaw th#itiimg of a fleet of ships that would make

landfall and settle Florida. Tristan de Luna y Aarb, the newly appointed governor of Florida,

led this initial expedition and disembarked frornSaan de Ulta (Veracruz, Mexico) with 500

?'Don Lufs de Velasco, Don Luis de Velasco to Hisédsj, Tlaxcala, May 25, 1558¢. and trans.
Herbert I. PriestleyThe Luna Papers 1559-1661: VoluméXland, FL: The Florida State Historical Society,
1928),225.

%Don Lufs de Velasco, Don Luis de Velasco to Hisédgj, Mexico, September 30, 1558]Tine Luna
Papers 1559-1661: Volume &d. and trans. Priestley, 257.
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military men and 1,000 colonists on June 11, 18%%assing over Mobile Bay as a candidate for
the new settlement, Luna’s fleet entered Pens&ayan mid-August 1559 and Viceroy of New
Spain Don Luis de Velasco extolled the naturabestof the bay and surrounding land on
Luna’s behalf:

It is one of the best ports that there is amongtwiag been discovered in the

Indies. The least water that the entrance haslavere cubits, and having entered

within, it has 7 to 8 fathoms, and it is a very @gpas port, which has three

leagues in width in front of where the Spaniardsrasw, and the entrance of the

sound has a half league in width. The entrancevhasgood signs, and it has a

red bluff on the eastern side opening the bay thecdaos can be anchored in 4 or

5 fathoms at one crossbow-shot from land, and dreip so secure that no wind

can do them any damage.... The land is very godtd eppearance. In it there are

many walnuts and grapes and other frutiferous traed many other trees, and

much game and fowl, and much good fish of manyetias*
Based on letters like these to the Spanish Crownaland his men clearly prized Pensacola Bay
for its strategic position on Gulf coast, but atbwmse the site for its deep water, abundant
resources (including fish), and perceived safety harbor.

Less than a month after arriving in Pensacola Bawever, a hurricane shattered any
illusions of safety and overwhelmed Luna and himgany, killing a number of people and
destroying seven of their ten ships anchored irBéng®' The loss was significant: two of the

ships devastated by the storm held valuable supftieg Luna’s men had not yet carried ashore

because of the lack of a reliable storehouse. TdraibBican friar Davila Padilla described that

2 Herbert . PriestleyTristan de Luna: Conquistador of the Old South:tAd$ of Spanish Imperial
Strategy (Glendale, CA: The Arthur H. Clarke Co., 1936)213.

%0 Don Luis de Velascto the Spanish Crown, September 24[?], 1559, RarR@®onato 19, Archivo
General de Indias, ed. and trans. in Priestley;27&

#james Daniel Collins, “Empire’s Reach: A Structanadl Historical Analysis of the Emanuel Point
Shipwreck” (master’s thesis, University of Westrida, 2008) 42-47. Research accounts for elevesele the
original fleet. One vessehan Juan de Ulyaescaped damage because Luna had sent it baekaorvz for supplies
days before the hurricane.
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the amount lost “was food enough for more thana,y&ven if the fifteen-hundred persons that
were there had eaten to exce¥dri his narrative, he also related that they werable to

salvage much but some personal goods from an icg&aavel thrown ashore by the stotin.
Similarly, a letter to the King from Luna bemoaribd loss of supplies and hopes for re-
provisioning via Velasco in New Spain to ensureshecess of their ventutéBy 1561, the
Spanish abandoned the idea of maintaining a setieat Pensacola and did not return to the
area until 1698.

As French and English influence in North Americeetttened Spanish dominion, the
Spanish Crown once again attempted to settle titbara Gulf coast in northwest Florida
through a series of settlements during the 17thl&tll centuries. Spanish naval officer Andrés
de Arriola founded the Presidio Santa Maria de &alv1698 overlooking the entrance to
Pensacola Bay on the present-day Naval Air St&Remsacola. Arriola’s was the first attempt to
reestablish Spanish presence the area since theefaf the Luna expedition. The attempt was
short-lived, however, and the French successfublyelthe Spanish out by 1719.

Following the War of the Quadruple Alliance, thea8igh once again laid claim to
Pensacola, establishing the Presidio Isla de S2oda on Santa Rosa Island in 1722. Afflicted
by a series of hurricanes not unlike the one thitially drove the Spanish from the area in 1559,

the Spanish abandoned the presidio on Santa Rasd Isy 1758 and made a permanent move

%2 Davila Padilla, quoted in Herbert I. Priestl@yistan de Luna: Conquistador of the Old South:tdd$ of
Spanish Imperial Strateg$09.

¥ Davila Padilla, quoted in ibig109.

3 Tristan de Luna y Arellano to His Majesty, PortSznta Maria, September 24, 1559Tlre Luna Papers
1559-1661: Volume,2d. and trans. Priestley, 245.

% william S. Coker, “Pensacola, 1686-1821,Archaeology of Colonial Pensacoled. Judith A. Bense
(Gainesville, FL: University Press of Florida, 1999-6.
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to the Presidio San Miguel de Panzacola in the lidfipresent-day downtown Pensacbtla.
This mainland site, officials argued, was ultimat&liperior to the Santa Rosa Island settlement
site and played host to numerous valuable resoimcksling clay, timber, and fresh watér.

After receiving Pensacola from the Spanish at titea# the Seven Years’ War in 1763,
the British also took advantage of the area’s @mht@source base. Abundant timber allowed for
the construction and repair of ships to ply routeBritish colonies in the West Indies and along
the Atlantic coast of North Americ&.Florida’s marine resources, especially the fistught the
attention of one British official in 1764 who notédll the Bays and Lagoons are full of the best
and most delicious kinds of Fish...a ship in a s may catch her lading of Groupers,
Snappers, Brim, and Cod.*?In the interior, successful lumber mills, brickivey operations,
and a deerskin trade with Indian groups helped pterthe potential of the area. Though
Pensacola was considered militarily strategic lgyBhtish, activities to harvest and export
shipbuilding timber, naval stores, and food supgplethe West Indies from Pensacola increased
during the Revolutionary War, providing a new comcrad dimension to Pensacola’s
waterfront?°

Although Britain successfully exploited Pensacalarésources during the Revolutionary

War, it was unable to hold the city against Amaniedlied Spain. The Spanish onslaught during

36 Coker, 14-18.

37 Autos on the Hurricane of 1752, Superior Governinvaar of 1756, AGI Mexico 2445, manuscript on
file, Archaeology Institute, University of West Fida, Pensacola, trans. R. Wayne Childers, 50-56.

3 Cecil JohnsorBritish West Florida, 1763-1783amden, CT: Archon, 1971),186-187.

39 George Johnstone to the Board of Trade, NovembEr®&, Colonial Office 5/574 Papers: 134,
University Archives and West Florida History Centgniversity of West Florida, Pensacola, FL.

““Robin F. A. FabelThe Economy of British West Florida, 1763-1788scaloosa, AL: University of
Alabama Press, 1988), 62-64.
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the May 1781 Siege of Pensacola allowed them torhecfor the second time, claimants to
Pensacola and areas of northwest Florida. Buildpan the early British commercial military
framework, the Spanish encouraged trade in timbdrdgerskin but were unable to stop the
settlement of American citizens in the region. B21, Spain ceded Pensacola and the rest of
West Florida to the United States governniént.

As an American territory until 1845 when Floridargal statehood, Pensacola and the
surrounding area developed significantly in the+4i®@dh century. The demand for terrestrial and
marine resources found in northwest Florida provigettlers the means to establish both
themselves and their commercial enterprises. Fersmtien created a number of lumber mills,
brick factories, and cotton fields along the mamgmnd waterways and used these natural
connections to the coast to export their goods. Agrevariety of smaller frontier settlements
along the northwest Florida Gulf coast, the porfPefhsacola stood as one of the largest and most
important. Advantageous because of its spacioeqp-deater bay, shipping to and from
Pensacola helped keep regional frontier towns segbgince no railroad connections would be
established until after the Civil W&.

Other important developments in Pensacola duringdd’s tenure as an American
territory included the construction of the Unite@t8s Navy Yard in western Pensacola Bay by
1840 and the construction of Forts Pickens and Maktestrategic locations overlooking the
entrance to Pensacola Bay in the late 1830s. Begnn 1839, the United States military also

expanded and built onto the mainland Fort Barrartbassite of earlier colonial Spanish forts

“1 John Phillips, "Flood Thy Neighbor: Colonial andh&rican Water-Powered Mills in West Florid&Ulf
South Historical Reviewd4, no. 1 (1998), 151.

“2 Kennedy, 88-90.
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and a colonial British redoubt. Since all of thpsajects required a great deal of construction
material, military activity thus spurred the grovaththe local timber and brick-making
industries’

Commercial fishing had its beginnings in this pdras well. The first men seeking to
make a modern business out of the Florida fisheaese from New England in the 1840s and
1850s. While historical and archaeological recandgcate that fishing had long been a means of
sustenance for those living along the Florida ¢dastdiverse northerners arriving at this time
sought to exploit fishing in a new, commercial w@gptains brought their fishing schooners
south to explore the fisheries around Key Westthedsulf of Mexico in an effort to continue
employment during the frigid and stormy New Englandters. Apart from hurricanes that
formed during a relatively predictable season al#te summer, the area could be a fisherman’s
paradise with its warm, dry winters. For this regsonany transient Yankee fishermen visited
Florida on a seasonal basis to take advantageafaim of the winter montHs.

In the years before the Civil War, New England déishen in the Gulf of Mexico
generally fished in the 15-20 ton sloops and schmothat operated in the North Atlantic during
the summer months. These vessels were equippedivativells able to hold 5,000-6,000
pounds (2,268-2,721.6 kilograms) in catch and \affiectionately nicknamed “smacks” because

45
l.

of the sound of water in the live wells hitting thell.”™ Red snapper, with fertile grounds

“3 Nathaniel Thurston, "A Study of Maritime Activity Florida in the Nineteenth Century"
(Ph.D. diss., Florida State University, 1972), Bénry M. Brackenridgei Topographical Description of
Pensacola and Vicinity in 182&d. Brian R. Rucker (Bagdad, Florida: Patagonis$ 1991), 13.

* Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®276.
> United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifdfies|nvestigational Report No. 26: Fishery for

Red Snappers and Groupers in the Gulf of MexigaNorman D. Jarvis (Washington, DC: Governmanitihg
Office, 1935), 1.
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between Cape San Blas, Florida, and Mobile, Alahaygkly became the target for fishing
crews. The fish were also an increasingly popuée s the ports of Mobile and New Orleans.
Captain James Kenny, one of these early fishermdrcaptain of the New England smack
Mississippj recalls a particularly successful day when “twadired snappers were caught,
which we took to New Orleans...[and] they sold il cakes* Although Pensacola had yet to
become a major player in commercial fishing aldmgrorthern Gulf coast, the early success of
red snapper provided the impetus for entrepreneusstablish fish houses in Pensacola in the
early 1870s.

Like many other American cities, Pensacola wagestito the devastating effects of the
American Civil War. Strategic not only for its ntdry position, northwest Florida held resources
and transportation routes much desired by botltiien and Confederacy. Early in the war,
Confederate troops reacted to encroaching Uniarefoby burning, destroying, and salvaging
the region’s infrastructure of anything that woblelof use to the Union opposition, including an
unfinished railroad so desired by area citizensteethe waf’ Major-General Braxton Bragg
neatly summarized this strategy in a letter to Beol&'s commanding officer, Brigadier General
Samuel Jones:

| desire you particularly to leave nothing the egyeran use; burn all from Fort

McRee to the junction with the Mobile road. Save thjuns, and if necessary

destroy your gunboats and all other boats. Theyhiig used against us. Destroy
all machinery, &c., public and private, which beefug to the enemy; especially

46 Captain J.W. Collins, “Notes on the Red Snappshétiy, ‘Bulletin of the United States Fish
Commission for 188@/Nashington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1888)9-300.

*" George F. Pearce, “Pensacola, the Deep-Water Haftioe Gulf: Its Development, 1825-193@Gulf
Coast Historical Review, no.2 (1990): 130.
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disable the sawmills in and around the bay and blbenlumber. Break up the
railroad from Pensacola to the Junction, carryirgiton up to a safe poifit.

The Confederate destruction of the Navy Yard in #81d 862, as well the Union’s suppression
of local trade in Florida and throughout the sahtlough a naval blockade, proved particularly
devastating for the growth of the local econdthy.

Though commerce lagged for a time during the wansBcola and its hinterlands
returned to the task with renewed vigor after 186% unique geographical and environmental
situation of Pensacola, always an influence inaegl development, was undoubtedly one of the
reasons why the city rebounded so quickly afteiGhvél War. Residents of the area altered and
utilized natural resources for the success of peittm business ventures. Local, national, and
international demand for the high-quality timbeogwced in northwest Florida drove an
exceptionally successful industry in the yearsrafte war’ New railroad connections to the
Midwest and Atlantic coast, in addition to well-a&slished maritime routes, allowed Pensacola
to resituate itself as a regional hub of commemtdivity. Railroads fed national and
international demand for timber, while local shipproutes to the east kept smaller northwest
Florida towns on Santa Rosa Sound and Choctawhaigag well supplied and commercially

viable® Industries in naval stores and shipbuilding alearfshed during this period, with 63%

“8Braxton Bragg, Major-General Braxton Bragg to Bdiga General Samuel Jones, February 27, 1862, in
The War of the Rebellion: a Compilation of the €¥fi Records of the Union and Confederate Arméss United
States War Department (Washington, DC: Governmentifg Office, 1901), 835-836.

“9 Brian RuckerBlackwater and Yellow Pine: The Development of &&usa County, 1821-18¢BhD
diss., Florida State University, 1990).

%0 pearce, 130.

*1 South Walton Three Arts Allianc&f Days Gone By, Reflections of South Walton Coudyida
(South Walton Three Arts Alliance, 1999), 182, 206.
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of employed sailing vessels locally constructe@lactes like Pensacola, Milton, Point
Washington, East Bay, and Freeport by 1885.

A major post-bellum development that fed economagh in the area was the
construction and completion of railroad ties to tloeth, east, and west. Though the Florida
legislature approved the Alabama and Florida RadrG@ompany plans to build a line from “the
town of Columbus in the state of Georgia, to the between Alabama and the territory of
Florida, in the most eligible direction to the citfyPensacola” in January 1853, the
establishment of a railroad in Pensacola with conomes to the rest of the United States was not
realized until October 22, 1880, when the Louisvdhd Nashville (L&N) Railroad Company
purchased the lin& Companies and industries in Pensacola, new amavesh vied to receive
concessions from the L&N Railroad Company for th@ereffective and less costly export of
goods throughout the United Staté3-his new economic potential, in addition to theabshed
resource potential of the area, resulted in incalsand population growth throughout the last
half of the 19th century.

Of particular importance to this research is theetljoment of an active and prosperous
fishing industry from Pensacola in the post-bellygars. With the re-opening of the south to

northern business, ambitious New England entreprreria Pensacola recalled the success of

*2 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Seventeenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels
of the United State@Vashington, DC: Government Printing Office, 188%)-300.

%3 Charters of the Bank of Pensacola; Alabama, Florata Georgia railroad company; Pensacola and
Perdido rail road company; Blakely and Perdido redlad company; Montgomery rail road company; anthge
and Tennessee rail road comparyg. John C. Clark (Philadelphia: John C. Cla838); Edward W. Hines,
Corporate History of the Louisville & Nashville Raad Company and Roads in its Sys{gwuisville, KY: John
P. Morton & Company, 1905), 197.

54 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flafid?96-297.
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early commercial red snapper fishing in the 1845 850" By 1869, Pensacola business
owners S.C. Cobb and partner Major John C. Rusesiathlished the Pensacola Ice Company
with an offshoot venture in red snapper fishinggrgually known as the Pensacola Fish
Company. Ruse died soon after, however, and Massatte native Andrew F. Warren stepped
in to purchase Ruse’s interest. Warren, with arcation from Brown University and a long
background in New England, eventually became ortkeobiggest names in red snapper fishing
in Pensacold®

Cobb and Warren’s Pensacola Fish Company had eanafly small beginnings and
fishing generally took place only during the sumn&nce the company owned no vessels of its
own, the owners contracted New England crews mgsitiuring the winter months. Contracting
vessels only during certain months of the year @daw be difficult for steady business so, by
1879, the company purchased its own, permanenh§sgcthoonerd.W. WherrinThe Pensacola
Fish Company quadrupled its fleet in the next twarg, purchasing the schoonRippleand
Niantic, as well chartering the steamMdillie Wales.All three vessels had been constructed and
handed down from commercial fishing operations @éwmNEngland’’

By 1880, Warren withdrew from the Pensacola Fism@any and collaborated with his
brother-in-law, Silas Stearns, to found the Waketh Company, which became one of two
major fish houses in Pensacola for the lifetiméheflocal red snapper fishing industfyThe

Warren Fish Company, established on the BaylereStvbarf, owned five vessels and chartered

5 Andrew F. Warren, “The Red Snapper Fisheries: fTiRast Present and Future” (proceedings and papers
of the National Fishery Congress, Tampa, FL, Janui@s24, 1898), 331.

%6 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flaid296.
5 Ibid.

%8 Warren, 332-334.
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one by 1885. In the same five years, three othes&mla-based red snapper fishing companies
participated in the industry: Vesta and Matthevent8 Rosa Fish Company, and E.E. Saunders
Company. Of the three, the E.E. Saunders Compatsr flenamed E.E. Saunders & Co.) would
become the largest and would eventually contenld thg Warren Fish Company as the major
fish house in the city, operating from the Pala$treet wharf (see fig. 1). In his 1885 report to
the United States Fish Commission, Captain J.Wlir@Sahccounted for approximately 17
schooners and four sloops engaged in the red sneqhestry, 13 of which New England
shipyards built® The growth in both the number of businesses destic® red snapper and the
size of the city’s red snapper fishing fleet intjuS years is a testament to the profitabilityhad t
industry.

Although Pensacola was responsible for bringindf €h to booming markets across
the mid-west region and east coast of the UnitateSt a number of important developments that
arrived in Pensacola by the last two decades of ®fie century aided the city’s new industry.
One of the biggest obstacles for commercial fishenking out of Pensacola was the inability to
access cost-effective transportation and preservatiethod$® Until the construction of the
Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad (later incorporaméal the Louisville and Nashville Railroad),
no railroad system connected Pensacola to largeketsa Although catches in red snapper,
grouper, and mackerel were plentiful, most of tadyetrade remained relatively local and
operated from the better-connected port of Newd&de Unlike in the northeast United States,

the distance between southern cities was muchagreatd a lack of efficient rail transport made

%9 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid278. Seven of these vessels were owned by the
Pensacola Ice Company, seven owned by the Warsenddmpany, two owned by E.E. Saunders and Company,
and one owned by the Santa Rosa Fish Company.

0 bid., 276.

24



Figure 1. The E.E. Saunders & Co. fish house oaf®alStreet Wharf circa 1898ource “Saunder’s
fish company — Pensacola, Florida,” State ArchivelSlorida,Florida Memory
http://floridamemory.com/items/show/29481.
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long-distance trade extremely expensive and provédi* The costs of preserving a fresh catch
with ice and then transporting it were thus astroival for small-scale fish hous&sFEor this
reason, most commercial fishing vessels out of &=oia marketed their catch through New
Orleans®® Within a short time of the completion of the raéd, however, both the Warren Fish
Company and E.E. Saunders & Co. made deals witispgiatation agencies to bring rail spurs to
the Baylen and Palafox Street wharves. Red sndpparPensacola could thus reach distant
markets more cost effectivel§y.

An almost simultaneous innovation, the ability toguce artificial ice, allowed
Pensacola to transport fresh fish by rail to presip unheard-of distances. Before, ice often had
to be cut and transported from the Great Lakesew BHngland at an enormous cost to
businesses in the south. The increasing populatrigytificial ice in commercial fishing by the
mid-1880s was incredibly influential on the marfatred snapper fishing. While most vessels
in Pensacola before 1885 were live well schoortfeskept fish alive during the short journey
back to port, the advent of artificial ice resulted transition to “tight-bottomed” schooners.
These schooners provided deeper hulls for icinghest and kept fish fresher for a longer period
of time. With on-site ice capabilities in the lo¢ah houses by 1896, the industry in Pensacola

could provide fresh fish to locales as far awafpaaver®

. warren, 331.

62 Hamilton, 4.

% Warren, 331.

% Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Flasid296-297.

% Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid293; Hamilton, 4. Interestingly, the man credit

with the invention of the mechanical refrigeratimechanism, Dr. John Gorrie, was from the nearbyiddoGulf
port of Apalachicola.
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After the introduction of rail transport and autiél ice to the Pensacola area, a new taste
for fresh fish in America also worked to contribtwethe “boom years” of the red snapper
industry at the turn of the 20th century. The exgoam of the railroad system opened new
markets and increased trade opportunities. As early880, Silas Stearns, an acclaimed
naturalist and Warren’s partner in the Warren Esimpany, wrote an article Forest and
Streamadvocating the eating of “neglected fish&sl# large part, Stearns drew his choices of
fish (red snapper, grouper, Spanish mackerel, @bcl yecipes from many of the European
fishermen living along the Guff.He also argued that the Gulf could fill an impattaiche in
sending fresh fish to market because the fishefilse Great Lakes, where many of the Atlantic
ports received their supply, froze during the wimmnths® Areas like the mid-west, where
fresh fish were impossible to acquire, soon dewadag new taste for red snapper and grouper. In
his report to the United States Fish Commissiob885, Collins mentioned growing rail-based
markets in Boston, Chicago, Denver, New Orleanskstmville, and Minneapoli$.

As with any industry projected to increase 50%ueatly, the opening of the commercial
fisheries in Pensacola brought a significant nunatb@mployment opportuniti€s.The
establishment of the major fishing businessesenl®80s and their unparalleled success helped

to make Pensacola the “Gloucester of the GlliThe Pensacola Navy Yard provided a number

% Silas Stearns, “Eating Neglected Fishégtest and StreanDecember 18, 1880, 387-388.
*"Ipid., 389.

% Sjlas Stearns, “Examination of the Fisheries s@ulf of Mexico,” in United States Fish Commission
Report of the U.S. Fish CommissiMiashington, DC: Government Printing Office, 188587.

% Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid293.
0“QOur Fish Industry,"Pensacola Daily Newsd/ay 25, 1900.

" «peaceful Invaders of MexicoCollier's, March 18, 1916.
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of maritime-related careers in the area beforeatheent of the fishing industry, but contractors
or active sailors in the United States Navy hefdcat all of these positions. When the first New
Englanders arrived to fish commercially off Pensado the 1840s, they ultimately provided the
foundation for two of the most important charadtcs that would make Pensacola fishing
unique among other southern and Gulf ports: theotisstablished northern fishing methods and
an exceptionally diverse work force.

Much of the commercial fishing out of Pensacolaktplace on 15-50 ton, two-masted,
New England-style schooners originally brought ddamseasonal fishing during the winter.
Earlier schooners utilized live wells, watertigbipartments in the fore and aft of the vessels
that kept fish alive until the men processed thenstwore’? Since live wells did not present ideal
conditions to keep fish alive for extended periddps were often limited to a couple of days
and their crews of six or seven men stayed witbim#es (48.3 kilometers) of the shdfeThe
introduction of tight-bottomed fishing schoonershnartificial ice by the 1880s, according to
Stearns, was far more profitable for the fish heu¥e

Aspects of Pensacola’s commercial fishing vesstalged constant throughout the major
years of the snapper industry, notably the usaibpswer and the use of the traditional New
England handlining fishing method. While northeishing giants like Gloucester largely used
sailing vessels into the first decades of 20thwgnengine-driven vessels began to make their

debut around 1906.Conversion to the engine took much longer for Reofs, and the fleet

2 Fredericksen, interview.
” bid.
4 Silas Stearns, “Examination of the Fisheries afd@eola,” 285-287.

S Mark Kurlansky,Cod (New York: Penguin Books, 1997), 132.
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remained entirely under the sail until the 1920ghke years before engines finally made their
way into Pensacola’s commercial fishing, the cifiegt was the last all sail-powered fishing
fleet in the United State$.In part, the lack of desire to adopt the new tedbgy was functional.
Gulf fishermen had long decided that “primitive niafining, a traditional European method
brought to New England, was a superior means tthaat snapper and other Gulf fish.
Handlining is indeed a simple method: a fishing kath multiple baited hooks is set in the
water and the fishermen then pull in their catcthagd. Cod and haddock fishing in the northern
Atlantic, like that done from Gloucester, begams$e the more complicated and expensive
method of trawling as early as 1885This method did not work as well in the Gulf, hmee
because fishermen found that red snapper bit meedyfat the handlin€. While Pensacola’s
commercial fishermen may have been less technalthgi@dvanced than other fishermen in
America, their catches did not suffer because and they remained dedicated to sail-power and
handlines for some tinf&.

Between 1885 and 1900, a few changes did ocdunwnfishermen undertook
commercial fishing from Pensacola. While two-masteldooner smacks and handlining stayed
in fashion, the development of artificial ice heled a new kind of maritime employment. Live

wells had largely disappeared, replaced by deeledhuessels that stored enough ice to keep

S Hamilton, 16.

" Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®287.
8 Kurlansky, 130-133.

" Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®288.

8 warren, 333.
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fish fresh for a month at a tinff€ Although ice was convenient for this purpose, ¢heas
another reason why vessels needed to stay atisabrfost a month as compared with the
relatively short trips they made in the initial ygaf the industry. Stearns, in his exploration of
the Gulf fisheries in the 1880s, noticed a decr@asiee supply of red snapper. His article in an
1884 bulletin of the United States Fish Commissjoastioned the existence of a “spongy
matter” found along the shores of the Gulf anchm$tomachs of some red snapper, believing
that it might be a contributing factor to the sitgrof the fish® In an 1885 bulletin of the United
States Fish Commission, however, Stearns recolmga@search expedition throughout the
Gulf, noting the “exhaustion of fisheries” througherfishing. In addition to his red snapper
concerns, Stearns also recorded that the average i bluefish catches between 1884 and 1885
suffered the same fate and had decreased by aB83@%I0 Ibs (14,968.5 kilogram®).

As early as 1885, the fish industry was beginnogorry about its supply but it did little
with regard to conservation. That year, the Uni¢éates Fish Commission vessdibatross
discovered new snapper grounds between Tampa araryhrortugas. These new grounds,
along with the discovery of the “Lumps” (or “Westgbrounds”) off Texas, renewed the
industry and spurred new cities to establish fishses dedicated to snapp&Entrepreneurs
established new centers in Carrabelle, Apalachi¢tdaama City, Niceville, and Tampa in

Florida; Pasacagoula in Mississippi; Gulf Shoreélmbama; and Freeport, Brownsville, and

8 Warren, 332.

8 Silas Stearns, “On the Position of the FishinguBos of the Gulf of Mexico” in Bulletin of the Ueid
States Fish Commission 4 (Washington, DC: GoverniriReinting Office, 1884), 289-290.

8 Stearns, “The Fisheries of Pensacola” 247.

8 |saac C. Camber, “A survey of the red snappeefigf the Gulf of Mexico, with special reference t
the Campeche Banks,” in Florida Board of Conseovaliechnical Serie42 (Tallahassee, FL, 1955), 61.
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Corpus Christi in Texa¥.With the discovery of fertile snapper grounds beythe immediate
offshore banks of Pensacola, fishing vessels adltheir artificial ice resources to keep business
booming.

By the turn of the 20th century, commercial sclevsrbased out of Pensacola more
frequently fished off the northern tip of the MexicYucatan Peninsula in an area referred to as
the Campeche Banks (see fig®2Laptains, by this point, usually hired crews of o& more
and spent up to a month at §&at the same time, a number of smaller vesselsrexf¢o as
“chingamarings” or “chings” began fishing the nsaere grounds, approximately 30-150 miles
(48.3-241 .4 kilometers) that larger schooners efftbet largely abandoned. Little historical or
archaeological evidence exists regarding chingstiay appear to be any kind of vessel less
than 20 tons that engaged in snapper fishing. Tintarge fish houses did not own great
numbers of chings, they regularly purchased catfrbes independent ching crews as a
supplement to what they received from the largeetfsmack&®

A 1900 article on the fishing industry in tRensacolaDaily Newsreported that the
major fish companies in the area employed overQrBén with 50 large schoonérsin little
more than 15 years, the number of commercial fgsemacks had tripled. A dearth of

information survives on the red snapper fishingistdy in Pensacola after 1900, likely due to

8 Ccamber, 61.

8 camber, 63; Fred HunGampeche Days: After the Snapper from Pensad®d2; repr., Pensacola, FL:
Pensacola Historical Society), 4-8.

87 Fredericksen, interview.

8 Modeste Hargis, “The Red Snapper Fleet,” The Bollriter’s Project Collection, October 1940,
Pensacola Historical Society Resource Center, Belsshlistorical Society, Pensacola, FL.

8 «“Our Fish Industry,’Pensacola Daily Newdviay 25, 1900.
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Figure 2. Changes in red snapper commercial fispiognds in the Gulf of Mexico from 1865-
1950.Source:U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of ComnadrEisheriesA Review of

the Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper Fishdry James S. Carpenter, Circular 208 (Washington,
DC, 1965).
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the number of severe hurricanes that struck thee dueing this time, but sources indicate that a
series of unfortunate circumstances hindered tbgparity of the fishing industry.

In the first decade of the 20th century, the wethblished and exceptionally productive
Campeche snapper grounds became involved in & bdtder dispute between the Mexican
government and snapper fishermen from Pensacotastrmewhat dramatic final conflict,
Mexican authorities seized the northwest Floriddtiishing smackSilas Stearnsf the Warren
Fish Company in Pensacolg,). Trafterof Mobile, Alabama, anddamsof Galveston, Texa®.
Mexico detained the smack crews for fishing the gache banks, argued to be within Mexican
borders, and held them in a “vile” prison in thexiban city of Progreso until the intervention of
American diplomats? During talks with the Mexican government, the fisfuses successfully
argued that the Campeche Banks lay outside of #waddn border and secured rights to these
essential grounds for American red snapper fishorgpanies. While the crews promptly
returned home, the sma€ilas Stearnsemained in Mexico until a captain from the WarFash
Company retrieved her from Vera Cruz in Decemb@6£8

While the dispute over the Campeche Banks with ktesas relatively short-lived, a
number of violent hurricanes struck Pensacola amthwest Florida in 1906, 1916, and 1926.
Not unlike those that plagued the Spanish durieg thitial attempts to settle northwest Florida,
these hurricanes were, and are, an unpleasant effée warm, wet climate that initially drew
SO many to the area in the 19th century. Photograpdowntown Pensacola following each of

these hurricanes show scenes of intense destru@th@nhurricane of 1906 destroyed fishing

% «Old Glory Protecting Sailors of Seized BoRensacola JournaMay 6, 1906.
L “pensacola Fishermen in Vile Mexican Prisddensacola JournaMay 3, 1906.

92«The Seizure of the Schr. Silas Stear®ehsacola JournaDecember 25, 1906.
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vessels belonging to all of the Pensacola fish é®asd left a wake of broken timber and
destroyed wharves along the waterfront. A headiimiele for thePensacola Journabn

September 27, 1906, the day after the storm, widdiscribes the disaster for the E.E. Saunders
& Co. fish house:

The entire plant of Saunders & Co. is in ruins dhd wharf is practically

destroyed. The main building was shifted to thetveésts original location and

what now remains of it is tottering on the edgé¢hef pier. Palafox Street...is filled

with rubbish of every description, including timbetumber, reefs and pieces of

vessels..??

Apart from the fish house itself, damage to E.&urglers & Co.’s fleet also included
damage to 32 of 40 fleet vess&ld.he 1916 and 1926 hurricanes were equally devagtat
Pensacola and its red snapper fishing industrjhééeach time by high tides and strong winds,
the Pensacola waterfront became a mess of buildiogds, and ships. After 1916, both the
Warren Fish Company and E.E. Saunders & Co. lasinaber of fishing smacks and both
Baylen and Palafox Street wharves required sigmificebuilding efforts (see fig. 3JThe
hurricane in 1926, the last of the “Big Six” storrdamaged most vessels in the E.E. Saunders &
Co. fleet and the Warren Fish Company sufferedlarigi Again, all of the wharves along the
Pensacola waterfront suffered heavy damage anddglgucame as an expense to private
companies and to the cit§Having to repair, reconstruct, and restock evemyyears after this

series of damaging storms took a heavy toll othallPensacola fish houses, as it did for most

business in the city.

93 “Most Terrific Tropical Hurricane,Pensacola JournalSeptember 27, 1906.
% «Snappers at 10 Cts. StraighBensacola Daily New©ctober 3, 1906.

% “pensacola Fish Companies Hard Hit by the Stofferisacola Journalluly 6, 1916; “City Wharves
Are Heavily Damaged,Pensacola Journaluly 6, 1916.

% “Monetary Damage City Probably Not Over Two Miliid Pensacola JournaSeptember 22, 1926.
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Figure 3. The Pensacola waterfront nearly destrafed the 1906 hurrican8ource:*View of
Pensacola Harbor, in the aftermath of the hurricdri®06 - Pensacola, Florida,” State Archives of
Florida, Florida Memory http://floridamemory.com/items/show/28616.
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Disagreements over fishermen’s wages between 1920-&ere also of detriment to the
stability of the industry in PensacdiaWhile most of the major fish houses in Pensacela s
prices for their snapper catch and ensured steadiges for Pensacola fishermen, competition
increased from other cities catching snapper am farge trawlers catching mass quantities of
other fish species. In addition, the fact thatftble houses consistently received 30-40% of the
vessel's share after arriving in port did not silhwith some fishermeff Although strikes were
generally short-lived and negotiated by unions, ymaen sought employment elsewhere around
Pensacola until they could set sail again. On Déezrh8, 1901, thPensacola Daily News
reported “from 50 to 100 are daily employed atrdnitroad docks in which work most
[fishermen] are proficient® For the fish houses, long strikes were bad fofitpas fishermen
not only demanded increased wages, but also th@ysapd demand for snapper decreased in
the markets®

The effects of larger national and internationedres also took a serious toll on the
industry in the 20th century. World War |, thougmiporarily increasing demand for red
snapper, drew many fishermen to better paying gsbSlavy or merchant marine ships. The
labor shortage for Pensacola’s fish houses endédthe war and some renewal of the industry

took place'®* At this time, however, the composition of the fighfleet changed dramatically

7 “Fishermen Peacefully Proceed with Strikegnsacola JournalSeptember 17, 1919, 2; “Fishermen are
Belligerent,”Pensacola Daily Newslanuary 14, 1902; “Fishermen on a Strilgg'hsacola Daily NewdNovember
27,1901, 4.

% “Fishermen on a StrikePensacola Daily New&November 27, 1901, 4.

9 «Striking Fishermen Seek Work in Other LineBgnsacola Daily New&ecember 18, 1901, 4.

10 «Fishermen are Seeking More Profitable Fielddhsacola JournalApril 6, 1906.

191 Charles Robert McNeil, “The Red Snapper Indusirénsacola, 1845-1965: An Historical
Perspective” (master’s thesis, University of WdstiBla, 1977), 19-21.

36



with the introduction of “bulgines” or internal cdoastion engines. Until the 1920s, Pensacola’s
fishing fleet remained the last all-sail powerezkflin the United Staté® Unlike other fisheries
that began making the transition from sail powethm late 19th century, Pensacola’s red
snapper fishermen had seen no real profit or beime#imploying engines. Seasonal catches had
remained relatively stable (albeit with more vesdishing) and traditional fishing methods were
inexpensive. The introduction of bulgines to th@$aeola fleet heralded the end of an era for
both the city and the nation.

The Great Depression, followed by World War Il,swespecially harmful to an already
hurting industry. With fewer fleet vessels andfgiricing competition from larger fish producers
in the Gulf, northeast, and Great Lakes, Pensdumlaes were unable to affordably supply large
markets. Like World War I, World War Il depletecetRensacola snapper fishing work force
through offers of better pay for able-bodied seameldlitionally, the threat of U-boats offshore
in the Gulf of Mexico kept smaller vessels, stjflevating during the war, close to hoffig.

Pensacola, for two decades after the war, corditu@articipate in commercial red
snapper fishing. Landings increased for a timer &kterld War Il with a renewed work force and
technological introductions to vessels like fathten® reels, and wire lif@* While it is clear
that the red snapper fishing fleet in the Gulf adto steadily grew in the 1950s and 1960s, the
extent of Pensacola’s role during this time is aacl Though vessels still operated from
Pensacola, the city seems to have shifted to andacprole in importance among Gulf fishing

industries. Additionally, the eventual closure oéXitan territorial waters during these years

192 Hunt, 23.
103 McNeil, 41.

104 3.B. Siebenaler and W. Brady, “A high speed manaaimercial fishing reelState of Florida Board of
Conservation Technical SeridqSt. Petersburg, FL: Marine Laboratory, 1952},11-
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included the expanse of fishing grounds that Patadishermen relied upon the most: the
Campeche Banks. While no recorded dates exishéend of the two most prominent fish
houses in the city, the Warren Fish Company and &aliinders & Co., they each likely went out
of business sometime in the 19663.

A combination of factors thus contributed to thig’'sidiminishing role and eventual
withdrawal from large-scale red snapper fishingsti-the continued depletion of red snapper
populations in the northern Gulf of Mexico had kemdd the industry as early as 1881 when
naturalist and Warren Fish Company partner Silaar8s first observed declining sizes and
numbers of fish. Second, significant rising cortfieet maintenance were a burden to fish
houses as vessels traveled a greater distance @atipeche Banks. Third, by the 1890s,
markets were no longer solely dependent on Pers&moGulf fish due to growing competition
from diverse American fish companies in other addbe Gulf of Mexico. Finally, Pensacola
fishermen were unable to exploit Mexico’s CampeBhaks grounds, an area that solely
sustained the industry following the depletion ofthern Gulf fishing grounds in the late 19th
century. Though the “Gloucester of the Gulf” no mdPensacola continues to partake in fishing
today through recreational fishing and small conmag¢fishing operations for local and regional
markets.

The history of the boom and bust of the fishingustry in Pensacola parallels, in many
ways, the histories of the many industries thatvgse rapidly in the area during the last half of

the 19th century. The lumber and naval stores inigss Pensacola’s most profitable natural

1% Warren Fish Company Records, 1869-1974. 01/MS$-028, Special Collections, Florida State
University, Gainesville, FL. The Florida State Uaiisity Special Collections and Archives currenthdhhistorical
records on Andrew F. Warren and the Warren Fish fgzom for the years 1869-1947. Florida State Unityers
acquired the collections in 1954 from the WarreshFCompany. Based on this collection informatibe, tompany
was likely still in business by 1954 but no latest 1960. The records for the years 1947-1954 remésing.
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resource-driven industries, steadily declined a-tharvested timber stands no longer produced
the quantity or quality of lumber that had earnechsa reputation over the preceding decades.
By 1939, two former industrial giants in Pensactile,Bagdad Land and Lumber Company and
the Bruce Dry Dock Company, closed their dodfd.ike the fishing industry, the combined
effects of destructive hurricanes, economic depyassternational crises, and diminishing
resources brought Pensacola’s once-thriving shgpprasence to a near standstill by the 1950s.
Despite the end of the city’s great industrial &ansacola remains an important coastal
city in the south largely because of the utilityldreauty of its natural landscape. Situated on the
same location overlooking Pensacola Pass as tteibislavy Yard, Fort Barrancas, and
Presidio Santa Maria de Galve, Naval Air Stationdaeola drives the local economy and
remains a strategic training facility for the Angam Navy and Marine Corps. In addition, an
active tourism industry enjoys a large number sitors who flock to the largely undeveloped
white, sandy beaches of Santa Rosa Island. A p#rtsomodern tourism derives from the
legacy of the city’s fishing industry: recreatioffishing charters ply the waters daily as excited
fishermen wait on deck in hopes of bringing in dag’s biggest catch (see fig. 4). Thus, while
the area no longer commands successful shippinginds as it did at the turn of the 20th

century, its people and its landscape have adaptedound new ways to thrive.

1% Kennedy, 185-186.
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Figure 4. Pensacola tourists catch red snappepasteane on the shipwreck of the UBI&ssachusetts
(BB-2) in 1958.Source:Karl E. Holland, “Bob Honaker ready to unhook d smapper caught by
Nancy Beach - Pensacola, Florida,” State Archivddarida, Florida Memory

http://floridamemory.com/items/show/75383.
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CHAPTER 1l
THE SAILING VESSELS

As the first individuals to participate in fishimgn a commercial scale from Pensacola,
New England fishermen’s need to adapt to Pensacotafue, Gulf of Mexico marine
environment was paramount. Fishermen carefullycsatethe vessels they utilized to meet the
challenges of marine transport in the Gulf whileking an effort to sustain their livelihoods. As
maritime historian Richard Steffy contends, theiglesr choice of a vessel was heavily
dependent on economic reasons. Pensacola comnfesiceaimen, like others with maritime
livelihoods, chose the vessels they did to get tlwairgo...from here to there as quickly, safely,
and cheaply as was practical in order to make amprofit as possible™®’ Thus, informed by
both the Gulf marine environment and commercidldirsen’s preferential decisions in
achieving maximum profits, red snapper commerasdlifig vessels were uniquely suited for
their purpose.

Pensacola commercial fishermen preferred two preummhvessel types, each fairly well
represented in the historical record: the fishiclgg®ner and the chingamaring, or “ching” (see
fig. 5).2°% In 1885, an early year in Pensacola’s commerishlrfg enterprise, Captain J.W.
Collins describes the utilization of both tight-twohed schooners and live-welled schooners and
sloops, most of “northern build® Live-welled vessels earned the nickname “snappeicks”

for the sound of the water smacking the interidt biithe vessel as they travel&d After the

1973, Richard Steffy\Wwooden Ship Buildin{College Station, TX: Texas A&M University Pre4994),10.
198 Camber, 21.
199 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flaric283.

10 ynited States Department of Commerce, BureaueoFtsheries, 1.
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Figure 5. A typical Pensacola fishing schooner dnfafand a typical Pensacola fishing ching
(b). Source:Unknown original source, Fishing industry vertitild, Pensacola Historical Society
Resource Center, Pensacola, FL.
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introduction of artificial ice, tight-bottomed sahweers became far more common, though the
nickname “snapper smack” remained in describindjsiiing schooners in later yedrs Fishing
schooners, live-welled or tight-bottomed, tendetiedetween 50-100 feet (15.2-30.5 meters) in
length and had gross tonnages anywhere from 253et30'2 As is described in more detail
below, the size of commercial fishing vessels ddpdrargely on the years in which they
operated. In general, the later, larger vessetie@to fish the Campeche Banks off the Yucatan
Peninsula with crews of 8-12 individudf$.The Pensacola fish houses continued using many of
their sailing schooners long after 1920, thougly tere often rebuilt to include an auxiliary
engine!'

Describing the second predominant type of commidisizing vessel, the ching, is far
more difficult. The earliest mention of the chimgCaptain Collins’s report to the United States
Commission of Fish and Fisheries, suggests thatgbgels were centerboard vessels with open
decks with “long, sharp bow; round bilge, fine rand vertical heart-shaped, square stern, the

latter being rather light and very symmetrical. STbiaft is rigged as a three-masted schooner,

1 Eredericksen, interview; "Panama City’s First FighSmack,’Panama City PilgtNovember 12, 1908;
“Milton Special to The JournalPensacola Journallune 23, 1905.

12 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofsSigi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statest7" Cong., f'sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offi&81), 1-185; United States
Treasury Department, Bureau of Navigatidmenty-Third Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofliimnied States
52" Cong., f'sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offi&91), 1-197; United States Treasury
Department, Bureau of Navigatiohhirty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels efulnited States56" Cong.,
2"sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offk®)0), 1-201; United States Department of Commance
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiofrorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofthited States51% Cong., &
sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offic®10), 1-127; United States Department of Commdsoesau
of Navigation Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithizted Statess6" Cong., & sess. (Washington,
DC: Government Printing Office, 1920), 1-59; Unitethtes Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigatio
Merchant Vessels of the United Stafgl' Cong., & sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offik@30),
568-613.

113 camber, 21.

14 3survey of The Warren Fish Company fleet by MaSueveyor C.W. Oliver, March 25, 1939, Fishing
Industry Vertical File, Pensacola Historical SogiResource Center, Pensacola, FL.
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without jib, and carries three sprit sails, the zeiz only having a boont* In 1935, Jarvis
described chings as “nondescript” in design andusgally carrying three-six men as crew.
Due to their smaller size and open deck constrngctibings typically stayed only 30-150 miles
(48.3-241.4 kilometers) from port and could car®@3,000 pounds (226.8-1360.8 kilograms)
of red snapper collected over a trip of three xadsiys'*’ Both Jarvis and Collins note that
chings were not directly owned by the commercst thouses like Warren Fish Company and
E.E. Saunders & Co., but were instead rented franpliots generally by local black fishermen
who sometimes sold their catch commerciatfy.

Of the fishing vessels utilized by the Pensacolsedandustry, sailing vessels truly
dominated the boom and bust years of commerciaihfis Pensacola’s fishing fleet, among all
the fishing fleets working from United States ppwss the last all-sail fleet. The dominion of
sail ended in Pensacola in the 1920s, approximételyears before the city’s major fish houses
closed their doors. Sailing vessels shaped thenbawjs of the industry, expanded that industry,
and, as will be discussed later in this chapteiy tisappearance from the Pensacola waterfront
marked the end of traditional styles of fishingr Bwese reasons, the subsequent discussion and
analysis of fishing vessels engaged in red snapgpeamercial fishing from Pensacola focuses

solely on sailing vesselg?

115 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid285.

116 United States Department of Commerce, BureaueoFtsheries, 7.

" bid.,7.

18 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid285; United States Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Fisheries, 8. The racial division agblack and white commercial fishermen is discdsgegreater

length in chapter 4.

119 Hunt, 23. Unfortunately, almost all of these swjlvessels are schooners, as chings seem to hewe be
too small to require formal registration and argddy absent from the archaeological record.
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To better understand the composition of Pensaxotanmercial fishing fleet, this
chapter utilizes both historical and archaeologieabrds. Thé.ist of Merchant Vessels of the
United State¢LMVUS is among the more important historical recordssatered, providing a
significant amount of quantitative information oessels’ measuremertS.Additional historical
resources include newspaper articles, insuran@gdecthe Fishing Masters’ Association’s
Fishermen of the Atlantigublication, and various other records that menti@names of
known Pensacola commercial fishing vess&iérchaeologically, this chapter explores three
shipwrecks that are likely former fishing vesséi® Snapper wreck, Hamilton’s wreck, and the
allegedPriscilla.*?* These wrecks are discussed in-depth to determétmple characteristics of
fishing vessels and any associated material cuttetails that are unmentioned in historical

records.

120 ynited States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United State<l-185. United States Treasury Department, Buoédavigation,Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, BucddNavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels olthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafity-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels oftthied
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

12L«Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournaMarch 10, 1908; “Disabled by a Gulf Storm,”
The Pensacola JournaMarch 21, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine NewR¢gnsacola JournalApril 2, 1908;
“Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournalApril 4, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine News,”
Pensacola JournaNovember 13, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ng#Wensacola JournaNovember 28,
1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine News$Yensacola JournalFebruary 9, 1909; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ngws
Pensacola JournalFebruary 17, 1909Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola Journal\pril 17, 1909;
“Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournalApril 28, 1909; “Red Snapper Plentiful for thelldays,”
Pensacola JournalDecember 23, 1909; “Marine Reporthsléw York TribuneNovember 1, 1921; “Survey of The
Warren Fish Company fleet by Marine Surveyor C.Wve&, March 25, 1939, Fishing Industry Verticalei
Pensacola Historical Society Archives, Pensacdtaida; Fishing Masters’ AssociatioRjshermen of the Atlantic
(Boston: Fishing Masters’ Association, Inc., 1912)3-124; Fishing Masters’ Associatidfishermen of the
Atlantic (Boston: Fishing Masters’ Association, Inc., 191¥56-157; Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Véest
Florida,” 284-285.

122 3ason Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historigal &rchaeological Investigations of the Snapper
Wreck (8SR1001);” Moore; Meide, McClean, and Wiser.
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Utilizing a thorough examination of the Pensaceld snapper fishing industry’s vessels
(those that are visible historically and archaeigaldy), this chapter builds a “model” of the
typical all-sail commercial fishing schooner worgiftom Pensacola between 1860-1930.
Trends and characteristics compiled from a vaégources not only help reconstruct the city’s
fleet, they also help elucidate larger changesttadt place in the industry’s relationship with
the Gulf of Mexico marine environment. Additionally model of fishing schooners during these
years may also aid in the identification of unassed archaeological shipwreck sites in the
Pensacola and northwest Florida area. This chéiptdly tests the compiled data by examining
three local shipwrecks, one of which is a knowmfer commercial fishing schooner, and two of
which are otherwise unidentified.

List of Merchant Vessels of the United States

Published annually since 1868, thist of Merchant Vessels of the United States
(LMVUS contains a register of all actively working commal vessels in the United States.
While theLMVUSprovides only limited information, a longer-ternview of this annual
publication for the years 1881-1930 allows sigmifitinsight into fishing vessel construction
trends'® These trends, in turn, help describe the largeinkeconomic, and ecological changes
that acted upon the historical trajectory of Peaacommercial fishing.

The fields of information collected on each vesseéheLMVUSvaries from year to year,

but most years contain information on a vessefigiaf number, signal letters (if any), type of

123 Ynited States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, Bucéadlavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafidty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels oftthged
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.LMVUSeditions prior to 1881 were unavailable to théhaut
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rig, name, gross and net tonnages, length, beasadth), depth, year built, build location, and
current home port. The years surveyed for thisare$e 1881, 1891, 1900, 1910, 1920, and
1930, all show variations in informatidfi: For example, the 188IMVUScontains no
information on vessel length, beam, depth, yedudfl, or build locatiort?®> Additionally, 1910
is the first year in which theMVUSrecords the crew siZé® In 1930, thd.MVUSalso provides
the service of vessels, whether fishing, freight,'& These types of “hard” data are excellent
primary sources of information on a huge rangeeskels operating in Pensacola and in the
United States for the last half of the 19th centmy the early 20th century.

Until 1930, when the service of vessels is proglisetheLMVUS it is impossible to
ascertain whether a vessel was engaged in fiskorguinately, newspaper articles, reports to
government agencies, insurance documents, andghimdr Masters’ AssociationBishermen
of the Atlanticpublications all provide the names of vessels eggaan Pensacola red snapper

fishing}?® By compiling names of vessels from these souitess possible to create a list of

124 Ynfortunately, the MVUSfor 1880 and 1890 was unavailable to the authdrthe 1881 and 1891
LMVUSwere reviewed instead. Choices for the publicayiears surveyed for this research are intendedllmaf
the ten-year data collected on commercial fishermdtensacola from the United States Federal Census

125 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofsSigi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185.

126 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State427.

127 ynited States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgation, Merchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.
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The Pensacola JournaMarch 21, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine NewR¢gnsacola JournalApril 2, 1908;
“Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournalApril 4, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine News,”
Pensacola JournalNovember 13, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ne¢wensacola JournaNovember 28,
1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine News$ensacola JournalFebruary 9, 1909; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ngws
Pensacola JournalFebruary 17, 1909Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola Journal\pril 17, 1909;
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Warren Fish Company fleet by Marine Surveyor C.\Wveé, March 25, 1939, Fishing Industry Verticalei
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known sailing vessels engaged in Pensacola regpenéiphing from 1881-1930 that includes
the basic ship construction data featured inLtM&US After listing theLMVUSdata on known
fishing vessels, basic statistical analysis on éadWUSyear (1881, 1891, 1900, 1910, 1920,
and 1930) provided the averages on vessel builttitot, length, beam, depth, and gross
tonnage. Analyzing these averages over the sur@egd) a number of developments in
Pensacola commercial fishing vessels become apparen

Patterns in the location of build for all knownlsay vessels employed in the red snapper
commercial fishing industry provide some interggtimsight into the cultural and economic
relationship between New England and Pensacoledtme. In the 188LMVUS New England
shipbuilders supplied approximately 67% of theifigstschooners home-ported in Pensaétla.
Since the major fish companies in Pensacola oftantered fishing boats from New England
during the winters at this early date in the indygghis percentage is probably not representative
of all of the vessels engaged in red snapper fishAfter 1900, however, the number of locally
built fishing smacks steadily increas€dBy 1920, local shipyards produced 29.6% of allkno
fishing vessel$®' TheLMVUSmentions build locations at shipyards in Pensaddéy Esther,

and Milton, while documents from a marine surveyhaf Warren Fish Company fleet

Pensacola Historical Society, Pensacola, Florigdyifrlg Masters’ Association, 123-124; Fishing Maste
Association, 156-157; Collins, “Notes on the Fiségiof Western Florida,” 284-285.

129 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statesl-185.

130 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statéds201.

131 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State427.
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additionally reference a build location in Mil\éll*? Brief references to the local construction of
new fishing schooners can also be found in conteam@mus newspapers. A March 26, 1911,
article from an unknown Pensacola newspaper desctite construction of a “new smack...to be
70 to 75 feet overall and...to be built by Pensacarpenters” for the Warren Fish Compatiy.

The introduction of auxiliary engines to the indysh the 1920s ended the supremacy of
sailing vessels among the Pensacola fishing fldetse new “bulgine” vessels, as journalist Fred
Hunt describes them, were the same fishing scheangized in years prior with the addition of
a diesel-powered engir& The move away from sailing vessels was a practical As Norman
Jarvis mentions in his 1935 report to the CommissioFish and Fisheries, many commercial
fishermen believed that there was “a decreasesimtimber of red snappers in certain areas of
the Campeche Bank, indicated by the fact that Wieeage catch per vessels is smaller than

formerly.... % As a result, “a greater effort” was required, timat took the form of auxiliary

132 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, BucédNavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels olthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafity-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels oftthied
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613; Rudder Publishing Compafiyie Rudder Marine Directory: A Trade List of Shijihimg, Shipping, and
Marine IndustriefNew York: Rudder Publishing Company, 1920), Bbis research was unable to uncover any
substantial information on local shipyards spealficbuilding snapper vessels. Based on referetct cities
building commercial fishing vessels for Pensacdii@st found in the. MVUSand marine surveyor records, the
1920Rudder Marine Directory: A Trade List of Shipbuildi Shipping and Marine Industriesuld provide the
names of some of the local shipbuilding operatitm$ensacola, theudder Marine Directorynentions F.F.
Bingham, Bruce Dry Dock Co., J.W. Bullock Shipbinlg Co., Dunwoody-Alken Towboat Co., Gulf Machine
Works, Pensacola Marine Railway Co., Pensacolalfsiiiing Co., Pensacola Trading Co., Pensacolaéless
Construction Corp., E.E. Saunders & Co., and Ther®¥aFish Company. THeudder Marine Directorglso
mentions Bagdad Shipbuilding Co. and Hoodless Sfiliing Co. in Milton, and American Lumber Co. a@dif
Shipbuilding Co. in Millville.

133«New Fishing Smack Being Built Here,” Unknown Pacsla Newspaper, March 26, 1911, Fishing
Industry Vertical File, Pensacola Historical SogiBesource Center, Pensacola, FL.

134 Hunt, 23.

135 United States Department of Commerce, BureaueFtsheries, 14.
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engines in the 1920s and experimentation with atiethods of fishing beginning in the
1930s+*°

Jarvis’s 1935 report also suggests that the utiiimaof traditional hand-lines to catch red
snapper yielded small catches, resulting in aivelgthigh cost for red snapper as compared
with fish from New England fisheriég’ Likely a result of the Great Depression duringtifve
of Jarvis’s report, the price of red snapper was tlncompetitive and the Pensacola commercial
fisheries saw a significant drop in demand: “desalarsuch markets as New Orleans, Memphis,
Nashville, and Birmingham, who formerly ordered @nenore carloads of 20,000 pounds each,
per week...reduced their orders to about 2,000 geper week** A significant amount of faith
and investment went into re-outfitting the locahiing fleets with electric reels, hand-powered
reels, and depth finders in hopes of creating argesice in demand for red snapper. As is
described in greater detail in chapter five, thems& innovations were successful for a time.

That the characteristics of Pensacola’s fishingpsnkrs were drastically altered during
these years is evident in the 193@VUS While 27 known all-sail commercial fishing vessel
are present in the 1920MVUS only five are present in the 19BMVUS and only one sailing

vessel remained in the 198MVUS™®

Many of the vessels listed as sailing vesselsMvVUS
publications prior to 1930 still worked the red gper fisheries, but were reclassified as “motor”

vessels in theMVUSafter the introduction of auxiliary engines. Asaamced in a 1939

136 United States Department of Commerce, BureaueoFtsheries, 14, 23-25.

¥ bid., 20-21.

%8 |pid., 15.

139 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau efgasion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels

of the United State$68-613; United States Department of Commerces&@uof NavigationiMerchant Vessels of
the United State¥6" Cong., #'sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offk#89), 314-323.
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document written by a marine surveyor regardingreges on the values of 14 “wooden motor
schooners” belonging to the Warren Fish Companth horthwest Florida and New England-
built fishing vessels were refitted with auxiliaepgines:*° Interestingly, those five remaining
all-sail fishing schooners still operating from Baoola in the 1930s were built entirely by New
England shipbuilder§'* The reasons why the fish companies selected oely England-built
vessels to remain reliant on sail are unclear,ghauany were of extreme age by 1930 (18-43
years old) and may have simply been retired.

Throughout the reviewedMVUSyears, the most noticeable trend is the steadgase
in vessel length, beam (or breadth), depth, andsgi@nnage among New England and Florida-
built schooners over time. In 1891, the first yawhich all major measurements are provided,
vessels originating in Florida had a mean lengthhéodl feet (14.1 meters), a mean beam of 15.0
feet (4.6 meters), and a mean depth of 4.6 feétnikters). Their gross tonnage averaged
approximately 11.6 tons. For vessels originatin@w England for the same year, the mean
length was 54.1 feet (16.5 meters), the mean beasnl@.7 feet (5.1 meters), and the mean
depth was 7 feet (2.1 meters). New England vesgads's tonnage in 1891 averaged 29.5
tons*? Figure 6 shows the steady climb in all aspectgestel size for both Florida and New
England-built vessels during the analyzé&dvVUSyears. By 1920, Florida-built vessels averaged
a 74.9-foot (22.8-meter) length, 20.5-foot (6.2-enebeam, and an 8.7-foot (2.7-meter) depth,

with a mean gross tonnage of 55.9 tons. New Engtariltlvessels in 1920 averaged a 78.7-foot

140«gyrvey of The Warren Fish Company fleet by Margweveyor C.W. Oliver, March 25, 1939, Fishing
Industry Vertical File, Pensacola Historical Sogj®®ensacola, Florida.

141 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgdsion, Merchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

142 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Nidg, Twenty-Third Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds197.
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(24.0-meter) length, 21.6 foot (6.6-meter) deptid 8.1-foot (2.8 meter) depth, with a mean
gross tonnage of 71.6 tort&® Data from the 1930MVUS as seen in figure 6, is less
comparative between build locations due to the tHdckny all-sail Florida-built vessels working
in commercial fishing that year. The data does shmwever, that the mean size and tonnage of
those vessels still operating as sailed fishingsnbrs continued to increa$é.

TheLMVUSdata analysis suggests that the differences batieeida-built and New
England-built fishing schooners were slight in melg@ overall size. Florida-built vessels tended
to be somewhat smaller than New England-built ues&gure 6 shows not only the general
increase in all vessel lengthsLiMVVUSyears from 1881-1930, but also the marginally senall
size of Florida-built vessel§> Despite the averages visible in tdVVUSdata, size is not a
determinant of a fishing schooner’s build locatisome of the schooners built in Florida were
actually larger than their New England counterpdrntshe 1900LMVUS for example, th&ilas
Stearngs listed as being built in Milton, Florida, in 1B%and having a length of 67.5 feet (20.6

meters), a beam of 19.8 feet (6.0 meters), a ddpitfeet (2.1 meters), and a gross tonnage of

143 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgdsion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds59.

144 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau efgasion, Merchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

145 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, BucédNavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the diStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127;

Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigatigifty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithéed

States 1-59; Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafiterchant Vessels of the United Stat&e®8-613.
Although the 1881.MVUSdoes not include data on any measurement apantdross tonnage, the data on those
vessels present in 1881 was taken from the dat@ssels of the same name from the 1889W/US If the gross
tonnages and names were the same, then the augisoinged that the vessels between the two yearsthesame.
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Changes in Pensacola Commercial Red
Snapper Fishing Vessel Size Over Time
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Figure 6. Line graph of changes in Pensacola corialeed snapper fishing vessel size over
time.

41 tons™*® A New England-built vessel in the same 1900VUS constructed in 1895 in
Phippsburg, Maine, and nam&drah L. Hardinghad a significantly smaller length of 53.6 feet
(16.3 meters), a beam of 17.5 feet (5.3 meterdgpadh of 6.3 feet (1.9 meters), and a gross
tonnage of 31 ton¥" Thus, while Florida-built fishing vessels tended,average, to be smaller
than New England-built fishing vessels for all yeaf theLMVUSreviewed for this research,
the size difference based on build location isnemtessarily true on a case-by-case basis.
Though thd.MVUSdata collected for this research likely does nobaat for every
commercial fishing vessel home ported in Pensdcota 1881-1930, the data are largely
representative of the composition of the red snafigleing industry’s fleet and represents over

80 individual vessels. For the analyzed yearnsend toward the increasing size of all vessels i

148 Treasury Department, Bureau of Navigatidhirty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ef th
United Statesl74. ThisSilas Stearns the same vessel entangled in the 1906 Mexicatebalispute mentioned in
chapter 2.

" Treasury Department, Bureau of Navigatihirty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ef th
United States170.
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obvious. Less obvious, but equally important, esiticreased use of local, Florida-built vessels
that were slightly smaller but comparable to tiNgw England-built counterparts.
The Snapper Wreck

Apart from vessels mentioned in thBVUS a few shipwrecks in the northwest Florida
region can potentially be associated with Pensacodd snapper fishing fleet, the first of which
is the Snapper wreck. Though the Florida Bureafirohaeological Research’s Pensacola
Shipwreck Survey first recorded the wreck in 199&ritime archaeologists from University of
West Florida (UWF) began serious inquiry into tmafper wreck during the 2001 field school
season. The vessel is located near Pond CreekgiaBaFlorida, in the Blackwater River, close
to the site of the former Ollinger and Bruce shiglygsee fig. 7)*° Initial investigations revealed
that most of the vessel remained intact and a UVEBten's thesis on the wreck by Jason Raupp
concluded that the vessel was a good candidatddatification as a Pensacola fishing
schooner. In support of this conclusion, a locajdéal resident suggested that the captain of the
vessel tied it to the shipyard moorings sometinierdf935, possibly in abandonment or in wait
of resurgence in red snapper fishiiy.

The Snapper wreck has no direct historical evidersseciated with it and the
archaeological record was inconclusive in providatentification for the vessel. Clues in the

architecture, however, distinguish the wreck fraitmeo types of regional freight and barge-type

148 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 1-5.

149hid., 3-4.
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schooners common to the northwest Florida areapRa2001 investigations suggest that the
vessel was approximately 100 feet (30.5 meters) With a 21-foot (6.4-meter) beaftf.
Although his thesis did not provide an estimatetti@r depth of the vessel, based on averages for
vessels of a similar length and beam found inLil&USand participating in Pensacola fishing,
the hold of the Snapper wreck likely would haverbelese to 10 feet (3.0 meters) deep. Figure 8
shows a site plan of the Snapper wreck producedrasult of Raupp’s investigations.
Archaeological investigations recorded a total dfrdming stations of double frames
along the exposed port side of the vessel. Dimeassib the frames are approximately 7 inches
(17.8 centimeters) molded and 6 inches (15.2 cetérs) sided>! Additionally, hull planking
still intact on the port side of the wreck measum@daverage, 2.4 inches (6.1 centimeters) thick
and 9.8 inches (24.9 centimeters) wideWood analysis on the Snapper wreck revealed the us
of primarily southern United States timber like tehbak and southern yellow pift&.Fasteners
on the wreck included both wooden treenails andl fasteners, the latter often with associated
iron washers>*
Also identified on the Snapper wreck is the presesfa break, or “Great Beam,” in the
155

main deck at the beginning of the main mast stee f{ig. 9).”” The addition of a deck beam on

top of the standard deck beam just forward of teéhmast step allowed for a rise in the level of

150 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 135-8.

31 bid., 85-87.
2 bid., 90-91.
%3 bid., 123-125.
% bid., 94-95.

155 1bid., 105.
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Note: gray dotted lines represents overlaid sheer line from a drawing of the Mary E. Cooney, a snapper smack in service for E.E. Saunders
Fish Co. from 1912 to 1937.

Ll 12,3 4 8
Meters disarticulated frames

A - Stem (TImber Feature 1 - Bow) J - Decking

B - Fore deadwood or Innerstem K - Carllngs

C - Floor timber L - Deck beams

D - Stanchlon post (heel bitt?) M - "Great Beam" (deck beam 9)

E - Foremast hole N - Timber Feature 2 - Main Mast Bed

F - Paired framing stations O - Knee
G - Hull planking P - Clamp

H - Fore companionway head piece Q - Bulkhead remalns (7)

| - Forward hatch R - Timber Feature 3 - Steering Components

Figure 8. Site plan of the Snapper wreck. Imagetesy of the University of West Florida Archaeoldgstitute.
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Figure 9. “Great beam” creating a break in thekagdhe Snapper Wreck. Image courtesy of the Usityeof West
Florida Archaeology Institute.
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the deck from the main mast step and aft. Thiskoire¢he deck created two decks: the main
deck forward of the main mast step and a quart&rdpeaft of the main mast step (see fig. 10). In
Campeche Dayd$-red Hunt mentions this break in the deck ofgeapper fishing schooners in
Pensacola, noting that the break was “somethingh®au schooners lacke&® Francis W.

Taylor, president of the Warren Fish Company frd7.to 1959, also suggests that the only
substantial difference between the Florida-buitt &lew England-built vessels was the absence
of a break in the deck that formed a quarter deskfprward of vessels’ mainmasts. This break
was engineered on New England vessels to prevamb-striven waves from washing away the
helmsman and any cargo stored on the deck. Siec@tlf fisheries lacked this kind of turbulent
north Atlantic weather, the breaks were left ofFtdrida vessels>’

Investigations of the Snapper wreck likewise recogpgha number of concreted iron
construction features. First are two concreted pomp housings aft of the main mast bed that
measured 22.4 inches (56.9 centimeters) high arilidéhes (41.9 centimeters) in diaméetér.
Watercraft historian and scholar Howard Irving Qbelfe mentions that these pumps were
necessary upgrades on Gloucester fishing schoaftergheir introduction in 18762 These

bilge pumps were an exceptional improvement frogilealogged wooden pumps and gybing

156 Hunt, 7.

57 Francis W. Taylor, interview by Linda Ellsworthdadames Moody, January 20, 1976, Pensacola
Historical Society Resource Center, Pensacolalbt17.

138 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 107.

159 Howard Irving ChapelleThe American Fishing Schooners, 1825-1886w York: W.W. Norton &
Company, Inc., 1973), 572-579.
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(or jibing).*®° Chappelle also suggests that these buffers bestameard on the fore and main
sails in almost all schooners longer than 85 281 meters) by the 1890s.

Though positive identification of the Snapper wrecknpossible given the lack of
historical documentation on the wreck’s abandonnretite Blackwater River, structural
elements, design features, and comparative datatireLMVUSallude to the vessel’s former
occupation and to the period in which it operafidee sharply angled stem and nearly straight
stern, as well as the presence of bobstay strapsime bow of the vessel, allowed Raupp to
distinguish this particular wreck assedoniatype schoonet®! The originalFredoniaschooner
was launched from Essex, Massachusetts, in 1880ax01.9-foot (31.1-meter) length, 23.4-
foot (7.1-meter) beam, and 10.3-foot (3.1-meteptlleFollowing her launch, vessels
constructed for north Atlantic fishing began to ixthe deeper, more seaworthy characteristics
typical of Fredonia Vessels based on theedoniamodel were thus exceptionally prevalent
among fishermen for both their speed and relihititpoor weather conditiori§? A popular
fishing vessel of th€redoniatype also utilized in Pensacold’sttie S.Haskingsee fig. 11).
The significantly smaller size &iottie S. Haskinswith a 70.5-foot (21.5-meter) (2.6-meter)
depth, precludes her possible identification asshapper wreck®®

When compared with data on the sailing vesselseag&cola’s commercial fishing fleet
from theLMVUS the Snapper wreck’s length measurement fallhenarger side of fishing

vessel averages. If the Snapper wreck was inde@de®d (30.5 meters) long during its use, it

%Chapelle, 111-113.
%1 bid., 136.
182 bid., 176.

183 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Staiés,
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Figure 11. 1890 design plans for thettie S. HaskinsSource Howard |. ChapelleThe American Fishing Schooners,
1825-1935New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 1973), 178.
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would have been one of the largest sailing vessdlse fleet. Other vessels positively identified
as commercial fishing vessels in tVUSthat were also over 100 feet (30.5 meters) include
theVirginia (renamed th8uccaneemfter rebuilding in 1925), identified in the 19PPIVUSas
101.2 feet (30.8 meters) in length, and Feen-Wood identified in the 193@MVUSas 105.1
feet (32.0 meters) in lengtfi? Although the Snapper wreck lies outside of thd/USlength
averages for commercial fishing vessels in Penaatoé vessel’s length was not unprecedented
for vessels operating in 1920 and 1930. Additionale Snapper wreck’s estimated beam of 21
feet (6.4 meters) falls neatly within th&VUSbeam averages for all-sail fishing vessels in the
years 1920 and 1936°

Most of the artifacts from the Snapper wreck aohigectural and include a fastener, two
pins, two tacks, some copper sheathing, and a whnigentact example of a prismatic glass
deck light that was popular from 1850-1935. Raugjginined that the only other artifact, a
shap case bottle base, was probably post-depcaaitiome to its incongruity with the time frame
of the rest of the artifact collection. Though nuich can be said about the social life of
fishermen in association with periods of changdeéPensacola fishing industry based on
associated artifacts, the architectural elemerdsgéass deck light do support the estimated dates
of operation gained from the architecture of thesed°®

Based on the popularity &redoniamodel schooners in fishing, the presence of bilge

164 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgdtion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Stat&$; United States Department of Commerce, BuoddNavigation,Merchant Vessels
of the United State$82.

185 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgasion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels
of the United State$68-613.

1% Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 126-132
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pump and boom buffer technologies common to Newdhyfishing schooners, and the fit of
the Snapper wreck’s dimensions within those okadlwn sailed fishing vessels home-ported in
Pensacola in theMVUS Raupp’s conclusion that the Snapper wreck oneeaded in red
snapper commercial fishing is likely correct. Dgbesvided by use histories of the above, in
addition to dates suggested by associated mateitiare discussed, suggest that the Snapper
wreck was in use any time from 1890-1935, yearsrtteak the height of the red snapper
industry in Pensacof&’

From theLMVUS it may be possible to refine the active yearthefvessel in Pensacola:
no fishing vessels of this size appear as homesgantthe city until 1926% In the 1910 data
year, the largest identified commercial fishingsedss a much smaller 78.8 feet (24.0 meters) in
length®® Considering this data, it is more probable that$mapper wreck operated in Pensacola
some time after 1910, thus altering the likely geafrutilization in commercial fishing
operations to 1910-1935. Wood species analysidifgieny the use of southern yellow pine and
live oak provides little information about the lwhibcation of the vessel. Southern timber
companies exported their in-demand timber to shigs/ghroughout the Atlanti?® The presence
of the break, or “Great Beam,” in the deck of tm&a§per wreck noted earlier, however, suggests

that the vessel was likely built in a New Englahgsgard. If indeed the Snapper wreck did

187 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 138.

188 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau ofgetion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds59.

189 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State4.27.

"9 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 125.
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operate as a commercial fishing vessel built insBeala, it would have presumably not had this
construction featur&”*

Based on archaeological analysis and supportirngrigal documentation provided by
the LMVUS this research tentatively identifies the Snapperck as a commercial fishing vessel
built in New England and operating in Pensacolangttime from 1910-1935. As one of the
largest commercial fishing vessels, the Snappeckveghibits characteristics of later sailing
vessels employed in the industry and is an exengbldre trend toward the fish companies’
utilization of larger vessels to keep up with dethéor fresh, Gulf red snapp&f

Hamilton’s Wreck

In 2000, a team of underwater archaeologists amests with UWF investigated what is
now known as Hamilton’s wreck, located just offshof Magazine Point near the Naval Air
Station in Pensacola, Florida (see fig. 12). Theckiies in only four feet of water, a depth
much shallower than its assumed draft of greatar fix feet, but most of the port side remains
intact (see fig. 13). The heavy wave action nearttimultuous Pensacola Pass has exposed and
covered the wreck a number of times since its dépns > The location of the vessel and
corresponding historical evidence suggests thatiltanis wreck was likely destroyed in one of
the hurricanes that devastated Pensacola from 19P6- The scant material culture assemblage,
outside the wreck itself, suggests that localseggdd the vessel and possibly burned it to remove

the shallow obstacl&*

Y Hunt, 7.
172 United States Department of Commerce, Bureaueoftsheries, 7.
3 Moore, 1-4.

174 bid., 81.
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Legend
A — Stempost | — Poured concrete ballast
B - Sternpost J = Deck Beam
C — Paired Framing Siation| K — Deck Clamp
D - Keelson L - Ceiling Planking
E - Test Unit 1/Mast Step | M — Test Unit 2
F = Hull Planking N — Tongus and Groove Interior Planking
G — Bulwark Stanchion 0 — Copper Sheathing
H = Chain Plate

Figure 13. Site plan of the Hamilton’s wreck. Imageirtesy of the University of West Florida Archieyy Institute.
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In 2012, the UWF Maritime/Terrestrial Combined Bi&chool attempted to relocate
Hamilton’s wreck to conduct additional investigaisanto the main mast step area. Field school
students utilized GPS coordinates provided fron jpagstigations to relocate the wreck.
Unfortunately, the highly dynamic environment inieththe wreck is situated left Hamilton’s
wreck entirely covered with a fine sand overburd&ald school students attempted to relocate
the wreck using three-foot (0.9-meter) fiberglassbps, but were unable to do so. The following
information on Hamilton’s wreck thus comes solebynfi the 2000 field season.

Although the 2000 investigations of the wreck wendy preliminary, Robin Moore, a
UWF maritime archaeology master’s student, wrateeais on Hamilton’s wreck and connected
it with the commercial fishing industry in Pensacdloore suggests that the wreck may have
been fishing-related for two reasons: 1) the véssethitecture is typical of schooners engaged
in commercial fishing from Pensacola accordingLiMVVUSand other historical records, and
2) the artifact assemblage found in associatioh tié wreck indicates a working-class vessel
supplied for longer, offshore trig&> No positive identification of the vessel was pbksi
through the material culture and wood analysis wesnclusive. Like the Snapper wreck, the
types of timber used to construct Hamilton’s wrespecies like southern yellow pine, bald
cypress, and live oak, may have originated in theéhgern United States, but New England
shipyards imported these durable, southern spédiesthe late 19th century onwaftf.

Archaeological inquiry into Hamilton’s wreck proed some basic measurements for the
vessel, measurements that correspond to thosedeztor the.MVUSfor fishing schooner

averages in Pensacola. Moore estimates that tiselweas probably close to 65-69 feet (19.8-

15 Moore, 109-110.

178 bid., 124-125.
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21.0 meters) in length during its operation. Actugasurements taken during field
investigations put the length of the vessel at®2e@t (19.2 meters) from stem to stern. The 65-
69-foot (19.8-21.0-meter) length mentioned in Md®thesis adds length in the attempt to make
the vessel's measurement more comparahlé/fgdUSlengths, which are measured along the
tonnage deck’’ Moore offers no estimate for the beam of the lepsebably since most of the
starboard side is missing. He does provide, howevgreater than 6-foot (1.8 meter) depth
measurement for the hol®f The depth measurement was taken amidships frotophef

keelson to the deck of the wreck, a measuremenisiamalogous to the method of depth
measurement used in thMVUS*"

Based on a characterization of functional typegestels from theMVUSas compared
with the Pensacola fish houses’ vessel records rélsaggests that Hamilton’s wreck was much
too large for the significant regional freight frafstretching along Florida’s northern Gulf coast.
The vessel was also much smaller than those vgsseisipating in the “coasting” trade, which
made routine trips to trade with ports in Centraléica and northern South America, as well as
the Caribbean®® Since schooner construction (or refurbishmentipieed intimately with
purpose, as Moore argues, there is significanbreés suggesting that Hamilton’s wreck was

likely associated with the fishing industry in tregion?

" Moore, 79-80.
178 hid.

179 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Stateis,

189 Moore, 56-58.

181 1hid., 58-59.
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Without any other substantial evidence, the typizald and size of the wreck provide
the best evidence of its original purpose. The B3e®t (19.8-21.0-meter) length of Hamilton’s
wreck is average for all commercial fishing ves$glme ported in Pensacola for the 1910 data
year, though it could also fit in the average lénginge for New England-built vessels found in
the 1900 data year. The depth of the vessel, gridwte 6 feet (1.8 meters), is also reminiscent of
the averages for all fishing vessels in 1910, astéitially for New England-built vessels in
1900*%? Moore did not propose a measurement for the bdatiamilton’s wreck in his thesis,
but based on the wreck’s fit with 1910 commerdstihg vessel averages in Pensacola, the
beam likely measured between 18-20 feet (5.5-6 tensg>*

A number of other significant construction featunesy also prove useful in determining
whether or not Hamilton’s wreck belonged to Pengs@ommercial fishing fleet. Still visible
on the wreck are 35 stations of double frames,raéwéwhich survive intact on the buried port
side of the wreck. Dimensions of the remnants efsfarboard frames are 6.39 inches (16.2
centimeters) molded and 5.91 inches (15.0 centms)eseded. Wood analysis of the frames
indicates the use of southern yellow pine and bgitess. Hull planking from Hamilton’s wreck
varies from 2.42-3.0 inches (6.1-7.6 centimetarshickness, and 3.3-7.9 inches (8.4-20.1
centimeters) in width. Archaeologists found botetrails and iron fasteners (often found with
washer impressions). Two particularly interestiegtéires of Hamilton’s wreck are the presence

of poured concrete ballast between each framirtgpsetand the use of tongue-and-grooved

182 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidig, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds201; United States Department of Commerce aimbi, Bureau of Navigation,
Forty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127.

183 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State427.
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planks on the deck and interior of the hull. Mosuggests that these features are unique among
construction characteristics of known fishing sarerg®*

Though it is impossible to say with certainty thimilton’s wreck belonged to
Pensacola’s commercial fishing fleet, the basicsusaments of the ship’s architecture support
this hypothesis. Identified fishing vessels simifasize to Hamilton’s wreck were most popular
in theLMVUSfrom 1900-1910, though many operated in the yaties 1910"® Additionally,
the identification of Hamilton’s wreck as a Pendadishing schooner is supported through a
comparison with the Snapper wreck. Both vesselsifeaome similar architectural elements:
the presence of two masts, a raked stern, dousees with similar scantlings, and the use of
wooden treenails and iron fasteners with iron wesstteurther evidence of the vessel’s use as a
commercial (rather than pleasure) vessel is seansaciated material culture. Kitchen wares did
not belong to a single “dinner set,” but were, éast, a hodge-podge of whiteware, earthenware,
and stoneware ceramics likely thrown together fditarian, rather than aesthetic, purpo&®s.
The presence of a number of personal hygiene iteaysalso indicate that the crew spent a
significant amount of time on the vessel. Shavinglements found on Hamilton’s wreck, in

particular, would have been popular consideringsBeola fishermen’s facial hairstyles at the

184 Moore, 80.

185 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds201; United States Department of Commerce aimbi, Bureau of Navigation,
Forty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127.

186 Moore, 108-112.
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time’®’ Use dates suggested by the artifact assembladm@veen 1900-1920, which supports
the dates suggested byVUSanalysis-®

If Hamilton’s wreck does represent a Pensacola ceroial fishing vessel, determining a
build location may be possible through further stigation of the main mast step area. If a
break or “Great Beam” in the deck is present, albfie that found on the Snapper wreck and
suggested by Hunt to be characteristic only of Nemt commercial fishing schooners, then the
vessel was likely constructed in a New Englandyarg and originally intended for use in the
North Atlantic fisheries®® The absence of a break would thus suggest a §isfthooner built in
the South. Although attempts at investigating #rea on the wreck in 2012 were unsuccessful,
future investigations successful in relocatingvtbssel should attempt to focus some effort
toward excavation of the main mast step area irched the “Great Beam.”

Based on the correlation of archaeological datan fritamilton’s wreck with th& MVUS
Hamilton’s wreck likely is what remains of a commiat fishing vessel from Pensacola. As
such, Hamilton’s wreck reflects the period of sfgaint growth in Pensacola’s fishing industry
history between 1900-1920. Unfortunately, this @@rvas also notorious for the hurricanes that
devastated Pensacola’s waterfront in 1906, 19161886'% These hurricanes resulted in
significant losses for Pensacola’s fish housed) bovessels and other waterfront structures, and

seriously hurt the industry’s profitability durinigese years. As a possible victim of one of these

187 Moore, 119. Figure 25 shows the shaved faciabhaés commonly sported by fishermen after the turn
of the 20th century.

1% |bid., 135-137.
189 Hunt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.
190 United States Department of Commerce, BureaueFtsheries, 15.
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major storms, Hamilton’s wreck represents one efrttany difficulties the red snapper fishing
industry faced in the early 20th century.
Alleged Priscilla

On the Gulf-facing shore of Dog Island, a smatmsl off the coast of Carrabelle,
Florida, in the Gulf of Mexico, lies the alleg®discilla, a fishing schooner belonging to
Pensacola’s E.E. Saunders & Co. fish house initsighialf of the 20th century (see fig. T4J.
According to the.MVUS Priscilla was constructed in East Boothbay, Maine, in 18880ocal
residents had known about the wreck’s existencedaore time, but state archaeologists first
identified the site in 1987, adding it to the FtlariMaster Site File as a late 19th or early 20th-
century vessel. Dr. Nancy White and University otith Florida archaeologists undertook
subsequent investigation of the wreck in 1995 ngkahotographs and noting its condition at the
time. The most extensive investigations of the wi@acurred in 1999 with the Dog Island
Shipwreck Survey, a project conducted by the FioBthte University Program in Underwater
Archaeology with support from the Florida DivisiohHistorical Resources. The Dog Island
Shipwreck Survey obtained side-scan sonar imagtdeeofreck, created a longitudinal profile of
the forward area of the hull, and documented treciis condition at the tim€?>

Archaeologists determined the potential identifmabf this Dog Island shipwreck with
the commercial fishing schoon@riscilla based on an entry in Steven D. Sing&tgpwrecks of

Florida and additional data provided by historian DavidiBer®* Singer indicates that

19%\eide, McClean, and Wiser, 90-91.

192 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Sta®43.

193 Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 91-94.

1941bid., 101.
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Figure 14. Location of the alleg&tiscilla (8FR813).Source Chuck Meide, James A. McClean,
Edward WiserDog Island Shipwreck Survey 1999:Report of Hisedrand Archaeological
InvestigationgTallahassee, FL: Program in Underwater Archaeql&tyyrida State University,
1999), 31.

Priscilla was a Pensacola schooner of 48 tons, and wadeg.@1.1 meters) long, 19.8 feet
(6.0 meters) in beam, and 8.9 feet (2.7 meterg).ddee wreck is noted as “stranded on
Carrabelle Bar, Sept. 24, 1914>Baumer, in a letter to state archaeologist Rogerith,
confirms thatPriscilla was engaged in red snapper fishing from PenséaoBE. Saunders &
Co. as noted in the 19Q@MVUS butPriscilla was absent from the 19Gloucester Master
Mariner's Association List of Vesseisd therefore likely wrecked some time before 1617

Additional investigation reveals thBriscilla was registered in the 191MVUS for

19 steven D. SingeShipwrecks of Florid¢Sarasota, FL: Pineapple Press, 1992), 40.
1% Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 251-252.
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which registration formally ended on June 30, 1¥{#riscilla is absent, however, in the 1915
LMVUS for which registration formally ended on June 3915 Based on these dates,
Priscilla probably wrecked sometime between June 30, 19d4ame 30, 1915, a date that
correlates with Singer’s entry in Hahipwrecks of Floridalf Dog Island is the “Carrabelle Bar”
mentioned by Singer, then this shipwreck is a lilegindidate foPriscilla.

Investigations into the allegéttiscilla revealed that the wreck is situated in a dynamic
environment, much like Hamilton’s wreck. Not ongythe site subject to periods of exposure and
reburial, Dog Island itself is slowly shifting towhthe Florida mainlantf® Photographs from
1987 investigations show the wreck completely egdosvhile archaeological investigations in
1999 show the wreck in about 2.9 feet (0.9 met@rg)ater with no structure exposed (see fig.
15)2% As seen in figure 16, aerial photographs from aan2012 show the wreck as completely
submerged.

Basic measurements collected Roiscilla during the 1999 Dog Island Shipwreck
Survey suggest that the vessel was approximate8/fébt (23.1 meters) in length with a 20-foot
(6.1 meter) bearf’* There is some discrepancy, however, between tigHefPriscilla as

documented during the 1999 investigations andehgth as recorded in the 1910IVUS The

197 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naiig, Forty-Sixth Annual List of Merchant Vessels
of the United State$3“ Cong., ¥ sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offik@14), 72.

198 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naiig, Forty-Seventh Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statég”" Cong., I'sess. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Offk®15), 64.

199 Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 91.
2001hid., 92.

201 hid., 95.

75



—— e —— e

e -

Figure 15. The allegelriscilla in June 1987 at low tide (a) and the alle§eidcilla in
September 1995 at low tide (I9ource:Chuck Meide, James A. McClean, Edward WiSkrg
Island Shipwreck Survey 1999:Report of Historiaadl &rchaeological Investigations
(Tallahassee, FL: Program in Underwater Archaeqlétprida State University, 1999), 31.
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Figure 16. Aerial photograph of the allededscilla taken in January 2012. Image courtesy of GoogléhEar
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1910LMVUSrecordsPriscilla with a 69.3-foot (21.1-meter) length, a 19.8-f@0-meter)

beam, and an 8.9-foot (2.7-meter) deptihile the beam estimated by the Dog Island
Shipwreck Survey is very similar to that notedhe EMVUS there is a 6.5-foot (2.0-meter)
difference in length between the two. This differemay be accounted for by the fact that the
length recorded in theMVUS as mentioned earlier, was taken between the atehthe
“rudder-post” along the tonnage deck of ves§&l3he 1999 investigations measured the entire
exposed length of the wreck, which may have indiuthe length added by the schooner’s
angled stern that would not have been includetéhMVUS measuremerf®*

Apart from the basic dimensions of the wreck, a benof the Dog Island wreck’s
architectural features suggest a fishing occupalitle Dog Island Shipwreck Survey’s
longitudinal profile of the bow area suggests thespnce of paired frames (see fig. 17).
Surviving frames measure approximately 3.5 incBe3 ¢entimeters) molded and 5.1-6.3 inches
(13.0-16.0 centimeters) sided, comparable to thesgsurements of frames on both the Snapper
and Hamilton’s wrecks. Hull planking on the wreckasures approximately 1.5 inches (3.8
centimeters) thick and 5 inches (12.7 centimeteidg, also comparable to the hull planking
measurements taken from the Snapper and Hamikme'sks. Both wooden treenails and iron
fasteners were noted on the wreck. Like Hamiltawsck, tongue-and-grooved planking was

recorded on the interior of the héff Wood analysis was not conducted for the alle@eskilla,

22 ynited States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Stas,

23 Ynited States Department of Commerce and Labareduof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Statas.

204 Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 101.

205 1hid., 96-98.
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Figure 17. Longitudinal bow profile of the allegBdscilla. Source Chuck Meide, James A.
McClean, Edward WiseBog Island Shipwreck Survey 1999:Report of Histdrand
Archaeological Investigationd allahassee, FL: Program in Underwater Archaeqlétpyrida
State University, 1999), 97.
though the pervasive nature of southern timberignout Atlantic coast shipbuilding operations
in the late 19th and early 20th centuries would/® little insight into the ship’s build location.
While the absence of any material culture assatmaith the allegedPriscilla does not
aid in positively identifying the wreck, the smathount of written documentation on the wreck
is something both the Snapper wreck and Hamiltaméck lack. Singer’s source for the location
of Priscilla’s wreckage is unsubstantiated in Bisipwrecks of Floridabut the date of the
wrecking incident is supported by the presenceadosgnce oPriscilla in the 1914 and 1915

LMVUS?% With this scant documentary information and tharlyeperfect fit of the alleged

Priscilla’s basic measurements within the averages for cacialdishing vessels for the years

2% ginger, 40; United States Treasury Departmente®@uwof NavigationForty-Sixth Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Staf&z; United States Treasury Department, Bureddiavigation,Forty-Seventh
Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the United Stai4.
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of theLMVUSbefore and after 1914, this Dog Island shipwredkkaly Priscilla.?°” That the
vessel length is average for théddVVUSyears is also true despite which length measuremen
the 75.8-foot (23.1 meter) length provided by 188&haeological investigations or the 69.3-foot
(21.1-meter) length provided in the 191MVUS is used to compare. The approximately 20-
foot (6.1-meter) beam of the allegBdscilla is also about average for commercial fishing
vessels in the 1910 and 1920IVUS?*® Based on this comparison of the alle§ei$cilla’s
dimensions with theMVVUSdata, the vessel is very similar in build to comerad fishing
vessels from Pensacola between 1910-1920 ancelyg Bkcommercial fishing vessel itself. If the
vessel is indeeBriscilla, documentary evidence confirms its New Englandddorcation. If the
vessel is noPriscilla, but is instead another unknown fishing vestbad presence or absence of
a break in the deck by a “Great Beam” could poédigtconfirm the vessel’s build location if
some integrity in the main mast step area eXfsts.

As a likely candidate for a fishing vessel, as vaslla likely candidate fdtriscilla, the
Dog Island shipwreck is, much like the Snapper Wiatd Hamilton’s wreck, representative of
the height of red snapper commercial fishing froemgacola. The location of the fishing vessel’s
wreckage on Dog Island off Carrabelle indicates tioanmercial fishermen likely continued to

fish grounds other than the extremely popular Cam@danks after 189%° Priscilla and her

27 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Statied27; United States Department of Commerce, Buoé&lavigation Fifty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drétates1-59.

28 United States Department of Commerce and Labareduof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Stafied27; United States Department of Commerce, Buoé&lavigation Fifty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the diStates1-59.

29 Hunt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.

20 camber, 8.
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crew may have been motivated to fish these “oldegefl-known grounds due to competition,
scarcity, or experimentation. Whatever the causechoice to fish Florida’s grounds was a
fateful one andPriscilla never returned to her home on the Palafox Straatfw

A discussion on the characteristics of Pensacatanwercial fishing vessels is critical in
describing various trends and features of sailegpel preference among Pensacola commercial
fishing ventures from 1881-1930. These trendsramawing Pensacola’s red snapper
commercial fishing as an aspect of the historicalagical nature of Pensacola’s maritime
heritage. Additionally, recognizing the qualitidstioe city’'s commercial fishing vessels will aid
in future potential identification of otherwise wsaciated archaeological shipwrecks in the
northern Gulf of Mexico.

Trends, Characteristics, and Features

The fishing schooners, or smacks, of Pensacold'smapper fishing industry are long
gone from the city’s waterfront. Fortunately, thst of Merchant Vessels of the United States
(LMVUS provides critical qualitative data on vessel 8ldcations and on the basic
measurements of a large number of former fishitg@asoers home ported in Pensacola from
1881-193C:* Although theL MVUScontains data on all sailing vessels in the eitgditional

documentary research allowed for the positive ifieation of vessels engaged solely in the

21 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Siggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, Bucéadlavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the diStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafidty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithged
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.
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commercial fishing operatiorf? Analysis of the build locations of known fishingssels
reveals that, from 1900-1920, the popularity ofridla-built fishing vessels increased gradually
(see table 13" No Florida-built, all-sail commercial fishing veds remained in Pensacola in
1930, but this absence in thBVUSis likely due to the fact that vessels were insiegly being
fitted (or refitted) with diesel engines by thism& and would have been classified as “Motor
Vessels.?* The number of Florida-built commercial fishing sohers may have continued to
increase beyond 1930, but they were no longeritiledss “sailing vessels” in thHeMVVUSand
thus are not a part of this analysis.

Substantiating theMVUStrend in vessel build location based on archaecdbg
investigations of the Snapper wreck, Hamilton’sakreand the allegeBriscilla is exceptionally
difficult: these sites represent only three of agpmately 80 historically identified Pensacola
commercial fishing vessels. While the Snapper wfbased on the presence of a break in the
main deck) and the alleg@&tiscilla (based on historical documentation) are both Negl&hd-

built vessels, the build location of Hamilton’s wkeremains unknown. Statistically, a little less

#2«Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournaMarch 10, 1908; “Disabled by a Gulf Storm,”
The Pensacola JournaMarch 21, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine NewR¢nsacola JournalApril 2, 1908;
“Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournalApril 4, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine News,”
Pensacola JournaNovember 13, 1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ne¢wensacola JournaNovember 28,
1908; “Harbor, River, and Marine New$Xensacola JournalFebruary 9, 1909; “Harbor, River, and Marine Ngws
Pensacola JournalFebruary 17, 1909Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola Journal\pril 17, 1909;
“Harbor, River, and Marine NewsPensacola JournalApril 28, 1909; “Red Snapper Plentiful for thelldays,”
Pensacola JournalDecember 23, 1909; “Marine Reportbléw York TribuneNovember 1, 1921; “Survey of The
Warren Fish Company fleet by Marine Surveyor C.\Wveé, March 25, 1939, Fishing Industry Verticalei
Pensacola Historical Society, Pensacola, Florigdyifrlg Masters’ Association, 123-124; Fishing Maste
Association, 156-157; Collins, “Notes on the Fiségiof Western Florida,” 284-285.

3 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds201; United States Department of Commerce aimbi, Bureau of Navigation,
Forty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United States Department of Commerce,
Bureau of Navigatiorkifty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithéed States1-59. The larger
percentage of Florida-built vessels in the 188IVUSanalysis is likely due to the inability to posdly identify
more than three commercial fishing vessels in Rerlaa

214 Hunt, 23.
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Table 1. Build Locations of Known Commercial Redaper Fishing Vessels, 1881-1930.

New England Florida
1881 66.7% 33.3%
1891 71.4% 28.6%
1900 82.4% 17.6%
1910 68.9% 27.6%
1920 62.9% 29.6%
1930 100.0% 0.0%

than one-third of commercial fishing vessels horegal in Pensacola were built in Florida.
That Hamilton’s wreck may have been Florida-bwlthus unlikely but not impossible.

An analysis of the basic measurements of knowrnnfistiessels for each yearldfIVUS
data reveals a steady trend toward an increasesseVsize (see table 2). For all years from
1881-1930, vessel length, beam, and depth incréaéHis “ballooning” of commercial fishing
vessels was likely due to changing demands on Measdishermen tended to fish red snapper
grounds farther away from Pensacola after the d&90s*'’ The gross tonnage of fishing

vessels shows the same increase from 1881-193@&|lstuéo changing preferences among

15 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Siggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, BucéadNavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafidty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithged
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucgdNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

#8 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Siggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, BucédNavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the diStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafidty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels oftthged
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

27 Camber, 10-13. Chapter 5 discusses this ideaemter detail.
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Table 2. Average Measurements of Known Commeratal Bnapper Fishing Vessels, 1881-
1930.

Average Length (ft.)
New England Build Florida Build All Vessels
1881 58.4 30.8 44.6
1891 54.1 46.1 51.8
1900 62.3 49.4 60.0
1910 67.7 64.0 67.1
1920 78.7 74.9 77.9
1930 91.0 n/a 88.8
Average Beam (ft.)
New England Build Florida Build All Vessels
1881 16.6 12.2 14.4
1891 16.7 15.0 16.2
1900 185 15.7 18.0
1910 19.6 19.0 19.5
1920 21.6 20.5 21.3
1930 23.7 n/a 234
Average Depth (ft.)
New England Build Florida Build All Vessels
1881 5.6 3.1 2.9
1891 7.0 4.6 5.6
1900 7.0 4.6 6.6
1910 7.9 6.8 7.7
1920 9.1 8.7 9.0
1930 10.1 n/a 9.9
Average Gross Tonnage (tons)
New England Build Florida Build All Vessels
1881 25.4 5.6 18.8
1891 29.5 11.6 24.4
1900 39.8 20.0 36.9
1910 47.6 34.4 46.7
1920 71.6 55.9 64.7
1930 105.0 n/a 96.6

commercial fishermen to utilize larger, tight-botted vessels instead of live-welled vessels

farther offshoreé®

8 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiegi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497.
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Archaeologically, known shipwrecks that have bessoaiated with Pensacola
commercial fishing (the Snapper wreck, Hamiltonteek, and the allegd@riscilla) fit well into
the size ranges produced through an analysis afNh8JSdata. The Snapper wreck, with a
length of approximately 100 feet (30.5 meters) afeam of approximately 21 feet (6.4meters),
would be among the largest fishing vessels in. &' US but a few comparably sized
commercial fishing vessels do appear by 1820.

Slightly smaller at 65-69 feet (19.8-21.0 metenslength and 6 feet (1.8 meters) in
depth, Hamilton’s wreck may be an earlier vessahtthe Snapper wreckMVUSanalysis
suggests that Hamilton’s wreck likely operated @m$acola between 1900-19%BFinally, the
allegedPriscilla’s archaeological measurements of approximately <fée8(23.1 meters) in
length and 20 feet (6.1 meters) in beam correla&iéewith LMVUSaverages for commercial
fishing schooners in Pensacola between 1910-182this LMVUSderived date range largely
supports the assertion that the alleBedcilla fished for E.E. Saunders & Co. in Pensacola in
the years before it was put out of use (or wreckedsinger’Shipwrecks of Floridauggests)

between June 30, 1914, and June 30, ¥#1Bhe allegedPriscilla was thus likely engaged in

9 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau efddsion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds59.

220 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statés201; United States Department of Commerce atmbt, Bureau of Navigation,
Forty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels olthied States]-127.

221 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Statied27; United States Department of Commerce, Buodé&lavigation Fifty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the diStates1-59. The <75.8-foot length is derived from thetf
that archaeological measurements were taken fanthéded length of the vessel, along the existimgveale.
Measurements of length in th&1VVUS as mentioned earlier, would have been smalleesiiney were taken along
the tonnage deck between the stem and stern.

222 ginger, 40; United States Treasury Departmente®uof NavigationForty-Sixth Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Stafé&3;, United States Treasury Department, Bureaddavigation,Forty-Seventh
Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the United Sfdi4.
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Pensacola commercial fishing after Hamilton’s wraokl before the Snapper wreck. If all three
shipwrecks are actually former commercial fishiegsels, then they provide a tangible
representation of the trend toward increased vesgelover time as suggested by analysis of the
LMVUS

Apart from overall trends visible in theVlVUSdata, additional structural characteristics
related to Pensacola commercial fishing vessets@isvide insight into vessel preference. The
three wrecks described in this chapter are alltwasted schooners either built in New England
or derived from New England fishing schooner pl&all three of the wrecks exhibit a double
frame construction, a popular feature of schooheggnning in the late 19th centui’/.
Furthermore, the wrecks all show evidence for e af similar fastenings, primarily treenails,
iron spikes, threaded iron bolts, and wasf&rsVhile these kinds of fasteners would not have
been uncommon on other vessels in the post-Civil Médaod, they are indicative of a group of
vessels that belong in a similar date range.

Additionally, one architectural characteristic wasible on two of the three potential
commercial red snapper fishing vessels. Hamiltemck and the allegeriscilla both show
evidence of tongue-and-groove wooden sheathingdittie interior of the hulls, a characteristic
Moore contended was unique to Hamilton’s wrecki;2002 master’s thes?&® The presence

of this type of planking on the alleg@discilla, however, suggests that tongue-and-groove

23 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarids7-68; United States Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Fisheries, 7.

224 Basil GreenhillEvolution of the Wooden ShiNew York: Facts on File, 1998), 115.

225 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 90; Moore, 70. Meide, McClean, and WiSé.

226 Moore, 74.
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sheathing may have been common on commercial §jsteéssels out of Pensacéfaindeed,
wooden tongue-and-groove interior hull sheathing bea design feature of commercial fishing
schooners in general: a conditions survey repotherEssex, Massachusesnesting built in
1894 and the oldest surviving Grand Banks fisheigpsner, notes the presence of white pine
tongue-and-groove sheathing on areas of the vesaakr hull??®

In regard to the material culture found in assimmwith the Snapper wreck and
Hamilton’s wreck, some conclusions can be reachedgh both vessels were likely salvaged
and left with few removable artifacts. The assembsabetween the two wrecks have no
significant overlap apart from similar iron fastes®° Most of the cultural information garnered
from the assemblages comes from Hamilton’s wredlchvhad a significant number of
hygiene-related items indicating that some amo#itie was spent offshofé’ The variety of
mismatched ceramics also indicates utilitarian fpoEbaration, storage, and senite.
Fishermen from Pensacola commonly spent up to dmairsea as the Campeche Banks opened
up in the 1890s, requiring the use of both hygi@me food related items on board the ships.

Other characteristics exist in only one of theéwrecks. The Snapper wreck contains
significant concreted features near the main ntapt §wo of the concreted features are likely

iron bilge pump housings, common to commercialifiglschooners following their introduction

22T Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 98.

228 eon A. Poindexter2012 Conditions Survey Report with RecommendatindsRehabilitation Cost
Estimates for Schooné&rnestina (Rockport, MA: Leon A. Poindexter Seapessels, Inc., 2012), 53.

229 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 126; Moore, 81-88.

2% Moore, 119.

Z1bid., 108-112.
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in 1876232 Chapelle specifies that such iron bilge pumps Wa@zated approximately two feet
(0.6 meters) abaft the main mast and measured apmately 14 inches (0.4 meters) in diameter
depending on the manufactufét Both specifications are comparable to what arcloggsis
found in association with Snapper wreck. The thodcreted feature of the Snapper wreck is
likely the remnants of an iron boom buffer forwafthe main mast aréd? Manufactured by
many of the same companies that also manufactuzadilge pumps, boom buffers gained
popularity in the 1880%% Finally, the Snapper wreck also contains a breaké main deck,
created by a “Great Beam,” that raises the dedijefore the main mast area to create a
quarterdeck>® Historical sources attribute this characteristiely to New England-built
vessel€®” Future investigations into Hamilton’s wreck and tilegedPriscilla may reveal any
of the above design features found, thus far, onlthe Snapper wreck.

A final characteristic, unique to Hamilton’s wred& the use of poured concrete ballast
between the vessel’s paired framing stations. fiyipie of ballast would have been permanent,
though its presence between the frames may havedooward increasing the cargo-carrying

capacity of the vessels. Moore suggests that th@tgoured concrete ballast was possibly due

232 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 107.

233 Chapelle, 582.

234 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 110-113.

23> Chapelle, 548-550, 572-582.

#3% Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Baeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 105.

%7 Hunt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.
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to a need to increase cargo space or as an aitermafixing a leaky hulf*® Unfortunately,
however, no historical or archaeological evidertebates the use of such ballast to commercial
fishing vessels of the late 19th or early 20th geas. This uncommon usage may reflect a
fishing captain’s unique approach to creating saide solving a problem.

Identifying Pensacola’s All-Sail Fishing Schooners the Archaeological Record

UWF master’s theses by Robin Moore and Wesley iReutilized models for identifying

basic differences among northwest Florida’s cogsithooners, fishing schooners, and regional
schooners that could be applied in helping to ifieatchaeological shipwreck sité¥ In
general, their models rely on basic size measurerseipplied by documentary sources to find
characteristic differences among the different sypeschooners. Moore suggests that typical
lengths of commercial fishing schooners operatinghfthe Pensacola waterfront in the late 18th
and early 19th centuries were between 50-90 féeR{27.4 meters) with hold depths between 5-
10 feet (1.5-3.0) metefé® Perrine’s work puts Pensacola fishing vessel lenér the same
time period at less than 100 feet (30.5 metergngth with beams of between 12.1-21 feet (3.7-
6.4 meters§*' The measurement ranges in both theses are fagdbsomewhat conflicting,
and, in the case of Moore’s thesis, overlap sigaiftly with characteristic sizes provided for

local coasting schooners.

28 Moore, 78-79.

29 \Wesley Perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archagotddnvestigation into Ship Construction and
Design of a Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in PenlsaBay, Florida” (master’s thesis, University of §¢&lorida,
2012), 66-77; Moore, 29-60.

29 Moore, 57.

%41 perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeologicaéstigation into Ship Construction and Design of a
Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bay,iti#gt 72.

89



Utilizing the model of trends and characteristiE®ensacola’s commercial red snapper
fishing fleet from 1881-1930 as described abovehaeologists may be better able to identify
previously unassociated shipwrecks in Pensacolanartiwest Florida. To apply this model, the
following discussion considers three shipwreckse fitst, Buccaneeris historically well
documented and can be positively identified asiaméo commercial fishing schooner. The two
other wrecks, the B Street Schooner and Jack’skyhaxe no associated historical
documentation and remain unidentified.

Buccaneer

An icon of Pensacola’s waterfront and the comnysitostalgia for the age of salil,
Buccaneemwas one of the few remaining red snapper fleetelesghen it sank in Pensacola Bay
in the 1980$*? Originally namedVirginia, this knockabout schooner was built by A.D. Story
Essex, Massachusetts, in 1909. According to theohatRegister of Historic Places form on
Buccaneerthe vessel worked in the New England fisheridd thre 1920s when she was sold to
E.E. Saunders & Co. The vessel operated solehabpawer until she was damaged by a storm
in 1924 while at sea. E.E. Saunders & Co. hadhierebuilt with an auxiliary engine in
Baypoint, Florida, and renamed HauccaneerThe fishing schooner remained in service at E.E.
Saunders & Co. until an independent commerciakfistan from Mobile bought her in 1967. A
year later, the Historic Pensacola PreservationmdBparchased the vessel with hopes of

preserving a part of historic Pensacola’s watetfféh

242 _awrence Mahoney, “Stalking the Big Red On®yin Sentinellune 5, 1988.

243«ByccaneeNational Register of Historic Places Nominatiomig 1973, Fishing Industry Vertical
File, Pensacola Historical Society Resource CeRensacola, FL.
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The Historic Pensacola Preservation Board wagrturfately, unable to maintain
Buccaneées expensive upkeep costs. The vessel continued ¢vidlette while docked
downtown until she finally sank at the dock in 1¥7Several months later, the Historic
Pensacola Preservation Board raised the vess#iduabst of repairs was dramatically higher
and, eventually, the Board determined that it wasasible for them to maintain the ves$gelA
number of preservation groups attempted to raisdsun order to savBuccaneerOne group,
the Pensacola Heritage Foundation, sold t-shidgisitipgs, and memberships to its foundation in
an effort to turn the vessel into a working classnahrough a program administered by the
Industrial Technology Department of the Pensacotaol College’*® The cause foBuccaneer
was noble, but, ultimately, the money never appkake editorial cartoon, drawn by the locally
famous J. Earle Bowden, depicts the community’stfation with efforts to save tlBuccaneer
(see fig. 18f*" Although she was nominated to and placed on thihi Register of Historic
PlacesBuccaneeeventually succumbed to neglect in the 1980s amlaventually scuttled and
left to quietly rest at the bottom of Pensacola.B&yHer location has since been lost.

DespiteBuccanees relatively disappointing later history, the vessabne of the best
documented and most loved of Pensacola’s formenwneial fishing fleet. Existing moulded

loft plans forVirginia (the ship’s former name), found in Chappell€t®e American Fishing

244« ccaneeRaised,”Pensacola Journaugust 17, 1977.
245«Byccaneein Poor Shape,Pensacola JournaMay 22, 1982.

246 «g3ve theBuccaneet Unknown NewspapeBuccaneeiertical File, Pensacola Historical Society
Resource Center, Pensacola, Florida.

2473, Earle Bowden, Editorial cartodPensacola News-Journabeptember 4, 197Buccaneeiertical
File, Pensacola Historical Society Resource CeRensacola, FL.

248 Andrea Helen Fossum, “Historical Rationale and &us Survey in Support of a Maritime Museum for
Pensacola, Florida” (master’s thesis, University\st Florida, 2001).
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Figure 18. Editorial cartoon by J. Earle Bowdentadpg Buccaneer'preservation issues.
Source Buccaneewertical file, Pensacola Historical Society Arobsy Pensacola, FL.

Schooners, 1825-1938enote that her moulded measurements were appaitedy 115 feet
(35.1 meters) in length and 22.5 feet (6.9 metarbpam Buccane€s registered dimensions,
those taken along the tonnage deck as i M&US were approximately 102.2 feet (31.2
meters) in length, 23 feet (7.0 meters) in beard, #h2 feet (3.1 meters) in depffiindeed, the

1920LMVUS confirms these exact measurements/ioginia and supplies a gross tonnage

249 Chapelle, 280-281.
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Figure 19. 1909 moulded loft plans firginia (later rename@&uccaneer showing the break in the deck formed by a “Great
Beam.”Source Howard |. ChapelleThe American Fishing Schooners, 1825-1@8&w York: W.W. Norton & Company,
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measurement of 106 tof¥. Apart from these basic measurements, few spedcifinserning
construction features are included in the histbdogumentation. From the ship’s lines,
however, the presence of a break in the deck adpta “Great Beam” is evident (see fig.
19).251

When compared to commercial fishing schooners dssaiin this chapteBuccaneeis
similar in all aspects. At a registered 102.2 {84t2 meters) in lengtiBuccaneers among the
larger vessels in Pensacola’s fleet, but is notdhgest. In the 1930MVUS, the fishing
schoonefFern-Woods listed as measuring 105.1 feet (32.0 meter®ngth and, in the
archaeological record, the Snapper wreck measpmsx@dmately 100 feet (30.5 meters) in
length?*? Buccanees beam of 23 feet (7.0 meters) and depth of 10(86 meters) are also
comparable to the averages for all known fishirtgpsaers in the 1930MVUS?*® Thus, while
Buccaneewoperated somewhat earlier in the 1920s than sihelarly sized vessels, she was
certainly not anomalous. Additionally, the histaitlg documented “Great Beam” @uccaneer
suggests that the vessel was built in New Engfati@ihat New England shipyards built

Buccaneeis substantiated both by Chappelle and the 1920US%°

0 yYnited States Department of Commerce, Bureau efddsion, Fifty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Staté$.

%1 Chapelle, 281.

%2 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 81; United States Department of CommeBaireau of NavigatiorMerchant Vessels of the United
States582.

%3 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau efgdsion, Merchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.

®4Hunt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.

2% Chapelle, 280; United States Department of ComenydBareau of Navigatiorkifty-Second Annual List
of Merchant Vessels of the United Stat&
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Buccaneeés status as a known commercial fishing vessel opgydtom Pensacola
provides an excellent test of the trends and cheniatics discussed earlier. Not only do the
vessel's dimensions and known dates of operattomitinin size change taken from th&VUS
the presence of a “Great Beam” on this New Englauitt-vessel helps substantiate author Fred
Hunt's and Warren Fish Company President Franci3aylor's contention that only vessels
built for North Atlantic fishing had breaks in theiecks®® If ever recorded archaeologically,
Buccaneemwould be an excellent candidate for a commercsdlifig vessel based on this
research.

The B Street Schooner

Investigated by UWF maritime archaeologists in286ad 2010, the B Street Schooner
(BES1903) lies directly on the Pensacola waterfroatshallow area between South Clubbs
Street and South Coyle Street (see fig.20lrchaeologists explored three areas of the vessel,
the amidships, bow, and stern areas, recovering smsociated material culture and structural
information?®® UWF graduate student Wesley Perrine wrote a magtesis on the B Street
Schooner, concluding that the vessel likely operatea general freight vessel along the busy
Pensacola waterfront some time from the mid-19twg to the early 20th centufy? Perrine
also determined, based on the lack of artifactssimg rigging elements, and signs of burning,

that the vessel was likely salvaged and abandon#teishallow waters of Pensacola Bay at the

%% Hunt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.

%7 perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeologicaéstigation into Ship Construction and Design of a
Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bay,i@#gt 23.

28 bid., 37.

29 bid., 75-77.
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Escambia County

Gulf of Mexico

8ES1903

Figure 20. Location of the B Street Schooner. Imamatesy of the University of West Florida
Archaeology Institute.
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end of its life?*® In 2012, wetlands mitigation for construction @i occurring along the
modern Pensacola waterfront led to the burial efBiStreet Schooner under five feet of s&id.
Previous archaeological investigations of the B&tSchooner are thus likely to be the final
research attempts on the shipwreck.

Based on Perrine’s investigations of the B StredioBner, the vessel was determined to
have been 149.6 feet (45.6 meters) long with ao®4f10.4-meter) beaRi? Excavated units in
the amidships, bow, and stern areas revealed glepated single framing stations with thick
planking elements (see fig. 21). The sturdinegb@de architectural elements suggests that the B
Street Schooner was designed for strength anddeadng?®® Additionally, the use of single
frame construction implies a mid-to-late-19th-ceptouild date’®* Identified fasteners included
treenails and iron bolts, drift pins, and washaliscommonly associated with vessels in
Pensacola in the late 19th and early 20th centtffies

The relatively limited artifact assemblage alsogasgjs a similar date range. The vessel
contained a variety of ceramic types that includkedh whiteware, alkaline glazed stoneware,
and coarse earthenware. Other associated artiftisled a 0.69 caliber lead shot, a glass

globe, lantern, muntz metal sheathing, and an esellbdohnny Walker scotch bottf8.

%0 perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeologicaéstigation into Ship Construction and Design of a
Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bay,iti#gt 85.

%1 bid., 88-90.
%2\bid., 43.
3 bid., 48.
% bid., 48-50.
% bid., 43-46.

26 |bid., 59.
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Figure 21. Site plan of the B Street Schooner. eramgurtesy of the University of West Florida Arcblagy Institute.
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Perrine’s analysis of the material culture indisaagorobable date range for abandonment
between 1905-192%7 The B Street Schooner is thus easily associatéddthe relative time
frame for the operation of commercial fishing vésse Pensacola.

The B Street Schooner’s architectural featureswdoenpared with those of commercial
fishing schooners, indicate that the vessel isrdikely candidate for having worked in the local
fishing industry. Of primary importance is that tB&treet Schooner’s dimensions of 149.6 feet
(45.6 meters) in length and 34 feet (10.4 meterbeam significantly exceed the dimensions for
even the largest recorded fishing schooner in.M&¥USby 42% in length and 28% in be&f.
The single frame construction of the B Street Saleods also unlike the typical double frame
construction of any known fishing vessels. Whilgghards of the mid to late 19th century built
both single-framed and double-framed vessels, defrthimed vessels tended to be more popular
toward the end of the centuf¥’. The tightness of the single frames in conjunctidth thick
planking also indicates the B Street Schooner widsfor strength rather than speed, the latter
being an essential quality of fishing ves$éfdsing his own basic model for determining
former occupations of shipwrecks, Perrine deterththat the B Street Schooner was probably

not engaged in commercial fishing, but rather ojgeras a freight carriéf!

%7 perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeologicaéstigation into Ship Construction and Design of a
Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bay,it#gt 65.

%8 United States Department of Commerce, Bureau fddsion, Merchant Vessels of the United States
582.

289 Greenhill, 115.

2% perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeologicaéstigation into Ship Construction and Design of a
Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bay,i@#gt 84.

2 bid., 66-77.

99



Known fishing vessels do, however, have some cleniatics in common with the B
Street Schooner. Likely fishing-related shipwreliks the Snapper wreck, Hamilton’s wreck,
and the allege@riscilla all contain fasteners similar to those found isoagation with the B
Street Schooner, indicating similar dates of carsion?’2 Particularly interesting is the B Street
Schooner’s varied ceramic assemblage. The presdrceariety of lower-cost, relatively
undecorated wares is similar to the ceramic assegaldtfom Hamilton’s wreck (discussed in
greater detail in chapter 4). That much of the mécassemblage is intrusive may be a
possibility, however, since the site had no suligtbballast “cap.” Though unable to determine
the depositional nature of these ceramics, thegmnil association with the B Street Schooner
may indicate the vessel's use as a working $Hiphe Hamilton’s wreck ceramic assemblage
exhibited similar characteristics. With little reddor ceramic style or flair characteristic of
pleasure vessels, captains and laborers on bot 8teeet Schooner and Hamilton’s wreck
likely made do with what was readily available her.

While the B Street Schooner does not match marlyeofrends in vessel size and
construction common to Pensacola commercial fiskiessgels, the vessel is no less important to
the overall history of the city’s waterfront. Inditve of an age when maritime industry and
commerce were booming, around the same time thatethsnapper fishing industry blossomed
into a national enterprise, the B Street Schoormravhave played a critical role in the transport

of raw materials to and from Pensacola.

272 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 90; Moore, 70. Meide, McClean, and Wi86é; Perrine, “The B Street Schooner: Archaeaali
Investigation into Ship Construction and Desigradineteenth-Century Shipwreck in Pensacola Bayidd,” 43-
46.

23 Moore, 108-112; Perrine, “The B Street Schoonechaeological Investigation into Ship Construction
and Design of a Nineteenth-Century Shipwreck insBeala Bay, Florida,” 57-68.
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Jack’s Wreck

In 2011, a shipwreck eroded out of the surf zon@ulf Islands National Seashore on
Perdido Key, approximately 20 miles (32.2 kiloms}esouthwest of downtown Pensacdla.
Archaeologists from UWF investigated the wreck, mat “Jack’s wreck” after the name
“JACK” carved into one of the vessel’'s exposed fean(see fig. 22). The vessel has no known
associated historical documentation and its ideng@inains unknown. Surviving features
exposed out of the sand include a number of frarsiagions, the keelson, ceiling planking, and
outer hull planking, all of which are severely dadgd due to surf and exposure to boring
worms?”®

Jack’s wreck did not undergo in-depth archaeoldgmeestigation; UWF archaeologists
noted the site and graduate student Wesley Pesrioie a brief report. According to Perrine’s
report, surviving remains of the wreck are appratiety 45 feet (13.7 meters) in length and 14
feet (4.3 meters) in beam and appear to be clodeteessel’s original dimensions. Many of the
exposed framing stations are composed of douhheefsasuggesting that most or all of the ship
was double framed. Some of the framing stationsveldcevidence of a burning episode (see fig.
23). Fasteners on the wreck included treenails, sppkes, and an iron bolt and nut. No artifacts
were found in association with Jack’s wreck. Basedhe nature of the vessel’s construction

described here, Perrine suggests that the veksBl tiates from the mid to late 19th centffy.

274 pccording to the University of West Florida’s Dsion of Anthropology and Archaeology,
archaeologists conducted initial investigations ibdck’s wreck in 1995. Unfortunately, the reportthese
investigations has been lost.

2> \Wesley PerrineSurvey of “Jack’s Wreck,{Pensacola, FL: University of West Florida Archagy
Institute, 2011), 1.

278 perrine Survey of “Jack’s Wreck,4.
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Figure 23. Burned ends of some of the double frgretations on Jack’s wreck. Image courtesy
of the University of West Florida Archaeology Itste.
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Although little is known about Jack’s wreck archiagacally and historically, the
existing information on the wreck places it squakeithin the boundaries identified for known
commercial fishing schooners. Jack’s wreck is neddy small in length and beam at 45 feet
(13.7 meters) and 14 feet (4.3 meters), but a nuwibessels in the 1881 and 189UVUS
data years are within a 5-foot (1.5 meter) rangéaok’s wreck’s dimensiorf§’ The presence of
double framing stations is consistent with knowattdiees of Pensacola commercial fishing
vessels, as is use of the various treenail andfasteners. Additionally, the vessel’s locatiort jus
outside of the Pensacola Pass on Perdido Key iredithat it likely worked from or frequented
the major port at Pensacola.

One known fishing vessel from Pensacola, in pddigcmearly matches the given
dimensions of Jack’s wreck provided in Perrinefgore. In 1891, th& MVVUSIists the
commercial fishing schoon&ea Foanhome ported in Pensacola with a length of 43.9 feet
(13.4 meters), a beam of 13 feet (4.0 meters)p¢hds 5.5 feet (1.7 meters), and a gross
tonnage of 17.79 tons, constructed in a shipyatgbist Boothbay, Maine, in 18668 Sea Foam
already had over 30 years working as a commelisiainig vessel by 1891 and it is not a surprise

S?7® Sometime between 1891 and 1986a Foam

that she does not appear in the 1280/U
wrecked, was damaged, or succumbed to old age as@®@andoned. As no historical records of

Sea Foars demise are known, Jack’s wreck may be a goodidate. Any future investigations

2’7 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Siggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185; United States Treasury Department, BuoddNavigation, Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497.

278 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Twenty-Third Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds178.

29 United States Treasury Department, Bureau of Naidg, Thirty-Second Annual List of Merchant
Vessels of the United Statds201.
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on Jack’s wreck should include more extensive uagayg of the main mast step area to confirm
or deny the presence of a “Great Beam” creatingeakbin the vessel’s deck that would indicate
a New England-built schoon&’ Based on this small amount of congruity with kndishing
schooners, Jack’s wreck may indeed be the remoéotse of the oldest red snapper smacks that
operated out of Pensacola.

If Jack’s wreck does represent the remains of anceraial fishing schooner, her size
indicates that she likely operated long beforeShapper wreck and may be earlier than either
Hamilton’s wreck or the allegd@riscilla. Vessels operating between 1881-1900 would have
seen a quick expansion of the Pensacola red snagip@g industry as the construction of new
rail connections and the introduction of artificied opened markets across the United States to
the Gulf of Mexico’s fresh fish®! As a potentially critical part of the development
commercial red snapper fishing in Pensacola, Jaciesk certainly warrants further
investigation.

Conclusion

The sailing vessels of Pensacola’s red snappanfjdteet, though no longer a constant
on the city’s waterfront, are local icons. With leugpntributions made to the growth and
development of both the Pensacola economy andajmelarity of the Gulf of Mexico fisheries
from 1860-1930, Pensacola commercial fishing helpsdter in an age of prosperity for its
fishermen. Whether fisherman crewed the near-stiargys or the offshore schooners, their

fishing vessels reflect purposeful selection ineorieh reap the most profit in an effective manner.

20Hynt, 7; Taylor, 15-17.

21 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid296-297; Hamilton, 4.
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As fishing grounds changed over time due to fluttus in red snapper catch reliability, vessel
design and usage changed in response.

In large part, the historical and archaeologieabrds capture the complicated
relationship between commercial fishing and tharemments in which they fished. One of the
best historical records related to the types anessnf sailing vessels engaged in Pensacola’s
fishing industry is the annual, government-publéhist of Merchant Vessels of the United
StategLMVUS. With this list, reviewed from 1881-1930, it iegsible to trace both increases in
vessel size and the increasing influence of loeglygrds despite the considerable reliance on
New England-built vessels. Archaeologically, threictiural and material analysis of three
potential fishing industry wrecks in northwest kdiar, the Snapper wreck, Hamilton’s wreck,
and the allege@riscilla, clearly reflect the need to partake in longeslofire trips to increase
catch sizes. Given the progression in size amoagélsels from the oldest (Hamilton’s wreck)
to the youngest (the Snapper wreck), the vessalyIcorrespond to the significant growth
period of the city’s industry. This historically duarchaeologically documented “evolution” of
the industry’s sailing craft, particularly among ttommercially owned and operated schooners,
is useful in that it also provides the basis fon@del with which to identify other shipwrecks as
potentially fishing industry-related.

Understanding changes to the sailing vessels ddd®eha’s commercial red snapper fleet
over time is, however, only one aspect toward ustdading the reciprocal relationship between
industrial Pensacola and its surrounding naturalrenment. Subsequent chapters on the
dynamic culture of commercial fishing during thdieg age and contemporaneous changes
visible in the Gulf of Mexico’s red snapper fishewill also help elucidate this complicated
interrelationship.

105



CHAPTER IV
THE FISHERMEN

Embedded in Pensacola’s Reconstruction-era indubtstory are the life histories and
accomplishments of the “great men” who foundedcihgs commercial fishing houses: Andrew
F. Warren, Eugene Edwin Saunders, Silas SteardsSCaptain Thomas Welles, among others.
For almost all of these individuals, large homesllamarked graves, and appearances in most
local history texts assure their place in the sitggacy. Little, however, has been written about
the fishermen employed by Warren and Saunders wheroften traveled great distances to try
their luck at supporting themselves or their faeslin a fledgling fishing enterprise.

Archaeological or historical records, and somesiineth, document the exceptional
characteristics of fishing culture in Pensacolautih very little of each has survived the passage
of time. Archaeologically, the area along the Peakawaterfront that fisherman tended to
inhabit from 1860-1930 remains a densely populated, most of which is privately owned.
Opportunities to investigate these areas are eglselimited and past projects have primarily
taken place ahead of construction and focused alysias of colonial materials. Those
investigations along the waterfront with materialtgre contemporaneous to Pensacola’s
historical red snapper fishing industry cannot, beer, be attributed specifically to commercial
fishermen due to the large number of otherwise eymal individuals also living in the area.
Instead, these archaeological collections are septative of a wider working class society to
which commercial fishermen belonged. Submergedngieigks that maritime archaeologists
have investigated and determined to be relate@ns&tola commercial fishing during this
period have yielded almost all known archaeologes@dience directly relatable to the city’s
fishermen.
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In addition, the paucity of historical informatiom the fishermen of Pensacola requires
that this chapter draw heavily from records of theted States censuses available from 1860-
1930. Census records are helpful in that they pdeoai unique perspective on the domestic lives
of fishermen living in Pensacola, an aspect oftlifat is largely absent in the scant records
related to fishermen and fishing. The regularitg gonantitative nature of federal census records
also allow for a longer-term perspective on charayestrends in age, ethnicity, race, and marital
situations among those who classified themselvéslasrmen in the city of Pensacola. A
reliance on census records for this research yparésult of the scarcity of any other related
records, affords an opportunity to approach thaucallof Pensacola commercial fishermen in a

new light?®2

22 United States Bureau of the Censsisyenth Census of the United Stat@0, Washington, DC,
National Archives Microfilm Publications, 1967, Macopy no. 432, Florida, City of Pensacola, 1-35,
Ancestry.com, http://search.ancestrylibrary.comis®@db.aspx?dbid=8054 (accessed November 15, 20hitgd
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the eighth census of theet!States1860, Washington, DC,
National Archives Microfilm Publications, 1967, Mazcopy no. 653, Florida, City of Pensacola, 1448Biversity
of West Florida Library Special Collections, PerdacFlorida; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation
Schedules of the ninth census of the United St8&€, Washington, DC, National Archives and Rec&evice,
Micro-copy no. 593, Florida, City of Pensacola,3,-Bniversity of West Florida Library Special Cat®ns,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@&Ropulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetni
States 1880, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pendaco
Election Precinct Number 2 First Division, 1-38,ilrsity of West Florida Library Special CollectmrPensacola,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cen&apulation Schedules of the tenth census of theed§itates1880,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pensacola, Etat
Precinct Number 2 Second Division, 1-30, UniversityVest Florida Library Special Collections, Perdda,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cen&apulation Schedules of the tenth census of theed§itates1880,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publta@ns, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pensacola, Etat
Precinct Number 2 Third Division, 1-40, Universaf/West Florida Library Special Collections, PertdacFlorida;
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetdi§itates1880,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pensacola, Etat
Precinct Number 2 Fourth Division, 1-32, Universifi\West Florida Library Special Collections, Partda,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cenfgulation Schedules of the tenth census of theet i States1880,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pensacola, Etat
Precinct Numbers 3,4,5, and 6, 1-49, Universitysast Florida Library Special Collections, Pensagcblarida;
United States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules of the tenth census of thied)States1880,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, Micro-copy no. T-9, Florida, Pensacola, Etat
Precinct Numbers 7,8, and 9, 1-28, University ofst\Fdorida Library Special Collections, Pensacblarida;
United States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States1900,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publtaans, 1963, Micro-copy no. T623, Florida, Pensacol
Enumeration District 19, 1-42, University of Wesbtida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, idar United
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States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States1900, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 196@jcro-copy no. T623, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrati
District 20, 1-52, University of West Florida LibsyaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UniBtates Bureau
of the CensusRopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States1900, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 1963, Micro-coppnT623, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Distrigt1235,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureaueo€#nsus,
Population Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States1900, Washington, DC, National Archives
Microfilm Publications, 1963, Micro-copy no. T628lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143iversity
of West Florida Library Special Collections, PerdacFlorida; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation
Schedules of the twelfth census of the United $tE®©0, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm
Publications, 1963, Micro-copy no. T623, FloridanBacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-35, UniversityVest
Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacolaigi; United States Bureau of the CenfRmpulation Schedules
of the twelfth census of the United Staeé¥)0, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPublications, 1963,
Micro-copy no. T623, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrabdstrict 24, 1-24, University of West Florida léry Special
Collections, Pensacola, Florida; United States Buaf the Censu®opulation Schedules of the twelfth census of
the United States1900, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofifPublications, 1963, Micro-copy no. T623,
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 18iversity of West Florida Library Special Collemtis,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@eRopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thited
States 1900, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 1963, Micro-copy no. T623, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-18, UnivgrsitWest Florida Library Special Collections, Patsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cen$tepulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States1900,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publtaans, 1963, Micro-copy no. T623, Florida, Pensacol
Enumeration District 27, 1-64, University of Wesbiiida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, iElar United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States1900, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 196@jcro-copy no. T623, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrati
District 28, 1-44, University of West Florida LibsyaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UniBtates Bureau
of the CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Statesl 910, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-coppnT624, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration DistriGt1:99,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureaueo€#nsus,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States1910, Washington, DC, National Archives
Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T628lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 1443iversity
of West Florida Library Special Collections, PerdacFlorida; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$1910, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm
Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, FloridanBacola, Enumeration District 19, 1-50, UniversityVest
Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacolayigia; United States Bureau of the CenfRmpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stat®40, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofilPublications,
1978, Micro-copy no. T624, Florida, Pensacola, Eexation District 20, 1-12, University of West Fldai Library
Special Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UnitedeSt8ureau of the Censiypulation Schedules of the thirteenth
census of the United Statd910, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPablications, 1978, Micro-copy
no. T624, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration DisBict1-62, University of West Florida Library Spddtollections,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@&Ropulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited
States 1910, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1-30, UnivgrsitWest Florida Library Special Collections, Patsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cenflegulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States
1910, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilmtications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, FloridanBacola
Ward 1, Enumeration District 23, 1-16, UniversitWdest Florida Library Special Collections, Pendagcé&lorida;
United States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited Statesl910,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, Florida, Pensadalard
14, Enumeration District 16, 1-29, University of $&lorida Library Special Collections, Pensac#larida;
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited Statesl910,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, Florida, Pensadalard
14, Enumeration District 20, 1-26, University of $&lorida Library Special Collections, Pensacélarida;
United States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited Statesl910,
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Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, 1978, Micro-copy no. T624, Florida, Pensadalard
3, Enumeration District 23, 1-36, University of Wé&$orida Library Special Collections, Pensacolariéa; United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedfttited Statesl920, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 1978jcro-copy no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrati
District 174, 1-6, University of West Florida LibsyaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UniBtates Bureau
of the CensufRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofitiited Statesl920, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-coppnT625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Distrit1233,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureaueo€#nsus,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited Statesl 920, Washington, DC, National Archives
Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T62Blorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-@iversity of
West Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacblarida; United States Bureau of the Cen8agulation
Schedules of the fourteenth census of the Uniete$51920, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm
Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T625, FloridenBacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-64, UniversityVest
Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacolayigi; United States Bureau of the CenfRmpulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United Stet820, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPablications,
1978, Micro-copy no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Eexation District 30, 1-61, University of West Fldai Library
Special Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UnitedeSt8ureau of the Censu®ppulation Schedules of the fourteenth
census of the United Statd920, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPublications, 1978, Micro-copy
no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Dis8ict1-32, University of West Florida Library Spdd@llections,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@eRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof/tiited
States 1920, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T625, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1-58, UnivgrsitWest Florida Library Special Collections, Patsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cen&apulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofittited States
1920, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilmi®ications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T625, FloridanBacola,
Enumeration District 33, 1-52, University of Wesbiiida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, iElar United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedfittited Statesl920, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 1978jcro-copy no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrati
District 34, 1-51, University of West Florida LibsyaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UniBtates Bureau
of the CensufRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofitiited Statesl920, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-coppnT625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration DistriGt 1360,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureaueo€#nsus,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited Statesl 920, Washington, DC, National Archives
Microfilm Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T62Blorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 36, 1i6diversity
of West Florida Library Special Collections, PerdacFlorida; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation
Schedules of the fourteenth census of the Uniege$51920, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm
Publications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T625, FloridenBacola, Enumeration District 37, 1-27, UniversityVest
Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacolayigi; United States Bureau of the CenfRmpulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United Stet820, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPaublications,
1978, Micro-copy no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Eexation District 38, 1-72, University of West Fldai Library
Special Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UnitedeSt8ureau of the Censu®ppulation Schedules of the fourteenth
census of the United Statd920, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofiPublications, 1978, Micro-copy
no. T625, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Dis8%t1-31, University of West Florida Library Spdd@llections,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@eRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited
States 1920, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 1978, Micro-copy no. T625, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-56, UnivgrsitWest Florida Library Special Collections, Patsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cen&apulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/itlited States1930,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publt@ns, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacol
Enumeration District 15, 1-45, University of Wesbiiida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, ielar United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oftlited States1930, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 200/jcro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumenrati
District 16, 1-50, University of West Florida LibsyaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; UniBtates Bureau
of the CensufRopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitiieed States1930, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 2002, Micro-coppnT626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration DistriGt1:14,
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of the fifteenth census of the United Stat®80, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfifublications, 2002,
Micro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumerabistrict 20, 1-9, University of West Florida Ldmy Special
Collections, Pensacola, Florida; United States Buraf the Censu&opulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of
the United States1930, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofifPublications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626,
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 148iversity of West Florida Library Special Collemtis,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@&Ropulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofithieed
States 1930, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1-36, UnivegrsftWest Florida Library Special Collections, Pacsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cenfleyulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oflitlited States1930,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publta@ns, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacol
Enumeration District 23, 1-62, University of Wesbtida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, idar United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed States1930, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 200@jcro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumerati
District 24, 1-54, University of West Florida LilssaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; Uniates Bureau
of the CensusRopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited States1930, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 2002, Micro-coppnT626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Distrigt1214,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States BureaueoC#nsus,
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Publications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, FloridanBacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-47, UniversityVest
Florida Library Special Collections, Pensacolayigia; United States Bureau of the Cen®pulation Schedules
of the fifteenth census of the United Stat®80, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfifublications, 2002,
Micro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumerabistrict 28, 1-21, University of West Florida léry Special
Collections, Pensacola, Florida; United States Buraf the Censu&opulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of
the United States1930, Washington, DC, National Archives MicrofifPublications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626,
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1438iversity of West Florida Library Special Collemtis,
Pensacola, Florida; United States Bureau of thes@&Ropulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofithieed
States 1930, Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilublications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, Florida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-49, UnivegrsftWest Florida Library Special Collections, Pacsla,
Florida; United States Bureau of the Cenfleyulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitlited States1930,
Washington, DC, National Archives Microfilm Publta@ns, 2002, Micro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacol
Enumeration District 31, 1-42, University of Wesbtida Library Special Collections, Pensacola, idar United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed States1930, Washington,
DC, National Archives Microfilm Publications, 200@jcro-copy no. T626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumerati
District 32, 1-18, University of West Florida LilssaSpecial Collections, Pensacola, Florida; Uniates Bureau
of the CensusRopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited States1930, Washington, DC, National
Archives Microfilm Publications, 2002, Micro-coppnT626, Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration Distr&t1325,
University of West Florida Library Special Collemtis, Pensacola, Florida; United States BureaueoC#nsus,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited States1930, Washington, DC, National Archives
Microfilm Publications, 2002, Micro-copy no. T62Blorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 14@iversity
of West Florida Library Special Collections, PertdacFlorida. The only difficulty in utilizing thelnited States
federal census is that there is no way to accarnngen who may have been offshore during the cenisugy. In
some census years, particularly after 1900, theefisan’s Association of Pensacola remedies thiatsin. This
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Among other available sources utilized here as#-hand accounts and periodical
articles, a valuable qualitative supplement toamiftd federal census data. During the 1930s and
1940s, several local writers’ projects made anretbconduct oral histories on the men who
worked in commercial fishing during its most prospes period>® In addition, Pensacola
newspapers reflected on the city’s past by intevirig “old salts” of the snapper indust’.
Former fishermen, primarily captains, who wantetetbtheir story also published a couple of
short manuscript®® That most of the information about the day-to-thegs of Pensacola
fishermen comes from this period is not likely ancadence. Fishing in the area remained under
the strong influence of sail power until the mid209: the “abundance” of information that
appears in the 1930s and 1940s about local fishemagy, in part, be due to a nostalgia for a
sailing age then-passed®

Suggesting a Boas-ian definition of culture, Penkared snapper fishermen embody “a
social group collectively and individually [charagized] in relation to their natural environment,
to other groups, to members of the group itself @neach individual to himself®” Although
the composition and make-up of the Pensacola conahéshing fleets changed in more than

one way over time, the city’s fishermen sharedghlyidistinctive lifestyle along the northern

organization kept information on all of the fish@mmengaged in the commercial fisheries to passe eerisus
takers.

23 Hargis.

24 «Captain Billy Bell Recalls Good Old days When Aitittus Went Down to Sea in Ships?ensacola
News JournalNovember, 5, 1939.

25Hunt, 1-26; Henry C. Rowland, 69.
288 Kurlansky, 128-129.
27 Eranz BoasThe Mind of Primitive Man: A Course of LecturesiDeled before the Lowell Institute,

Boston, Massachusetts, and the National Univedditlexico, 1910-191{New York: The Macmillan Company,
1921), 149.
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Gulf of Mexico coast. Though borrowing from othenamercial fishing cultures across the
world as individuals moved and traveled, fishernmeRensacola men formed a community unto
themselves. Cultural distinctions included uniqtyées of dress, manners of speaking and
communicating, areas of living within the city, amdurprisingly cosmopolitan sense of
individuality within the larger community.

The lives and work of Pensacola’s red snappeefiskn are critical components in a
longue durédistory of the region. Not only was the economg armterfront of the city (and
arguably, that of the entire northern coast ofGdf of Mexico) drastically changed because of
the booming business in the fishery, the advebaimercial fishing in the 1870s was a
harbinger of the importance of recreational fishimghe late 20th and early 21st centuries. With
the critical role of Pensacola’s fishermen in thedern development of the local economy in
mind, this chapter’s particular perspective onifighndustry culture hopes to revisit the lives of
some of the least-known, yet vital, individualFiensacola’s history.

Composition

Before the city’s fishing industry entered its haydt the beginning of the 20th century,
the ethnic backgrounds of Pensacola’s fishermey wmeich reflected the local area’s history.
Few individuals in the “City of Pensacola” distaatlassified themselves as “fisherman” in the
1850 and 1860 federal censuses; most men (about@aihed other maritime related
professions like “sailor,” “mariner,” “seaman,” traptain.” Characteristic of port cities, these
maritime men represented several European coumin@ st least eleven American states.
Professed fishermen in these districts for the 1801860 federal censuses, however, display a

stark difference in heritage: almost all were nediof Spain, Portugal, or Mexico, a testament to
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the historically significant Iberian influence iomthwest Florid£®® This influence was lasting
and, given the information on parental heritagéectdd in the censuses of 1870 and 1880 (but
absent in 1850 and 1860), there is a strong pdisgithiat many American-born fishermen of
Pensacola in these early years had roots in thi@ibBeninsula. Common Spanish and
Portuguese surnames such as “Marques,” “Cerillod’ ‘&lernandez” substantiate this
premise’®® The nature of maritime professions in the cityPefhsacola, in addition to ethnic
backgrounds, began to change by the time of th® i&¥eral census. While fishermen
constituted a minority profession in the 1850 aB@0L.censuses, they became a majority by
1870, representing 60% of seafaring jobs. Withapan of 20 years, a timeframe consistent with
the rapid rise of the fishing industry evident istbrical records, fishing became one of the most
important maritime related professions in the &ify.

Gulf natives, ancestral Spanish Gulf natives, aoan$sh Europeans still dominated the
profession in 1880, much as they had in 1850 a®@ 118ut a number of individuals from

differing locales also began to take a promineat@lamong working fishermen in Pensacola.

28 United States Bureau of the CensSgyenth Census of the United Stafdsrida, City of Pensacola, 1-
35. United States Bureau of the Cen$tapulation Schedules of the eighth census of thietStatesFlorida, City
of Pensacola, 1-48.

29 United States Bureau of the Cend®spulation Schedules of the ninth census of théeedrStates
Florida, City of Pensacola, 1-85; United StateseBurof the CensuBopulation Schedules of the tenth census of
the United Stateg-lorida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Numberr@tBivision, 1-38; United States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the tenth census of theeth @tatesFlorida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number
2 Second Division, 1-30; Bureau of the Cenflepulation Schedules of the tenth census of theet)iStates
Florida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number 2d Bitvision, 1-40; United States Bureau of the Cansu
Population Schedules of the tenth census of theeti§itatesFlorida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number 2
Fourth Division, 1-32; United States Bureau of @ensusPopulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetdni
StatesFlorida Pensacola, Election Precinct Numbers 3, 4, 56a1d49; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the tenth census of theetl§itatesFlorida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Numbei 7,
and 9, 1-28.

290 ynited States Bureau of the Censbsyenth Census of the United Stafiésrida, City of Pensacola, 1-
35; United States Bureau of the Cenftpulation Schedules of the eighth census of theetlStatesFlorida, City
of Pensacola, 1-48; United States Bureau of thes@eRopulation Schedules of the ninth census of théedni
StatesFlorida, City of Pensacola, 1-85.
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As Captain J.W. Collins mentioned in his 1885 répmthe United States Fish Commission,
many of these new fishermen were from New Engléatedalso noted an increasing number of
fishermen of extremely diverse European backgrotiedsled south to PensacttaHis claims
are largely substantiated in census records: b9, f&hermen from Maine, New York, Virginia,
North Carolina, Scotland, Ireland, Portugal, Genamd France are increasingly record&d.
This census period, a few years after the estabésih of commercial fish houses in the city of
Pensacola, represents the beginning of a trulyuShhl” fishing venture.

With the founding of a solid and lucrative industiye, in large part, to technological
innovations and the entrepreneurial leadershipef fike Andrew F. Warren and Eugene Edwin
Saunders, the faces of fishing in the city of Peasacompletely changed by the time of the
twelfth federal census in 1900. Fishermen by 1@@0esented almost 77% of those employed in
maritime trades, not including fishing smack capgailhe area’s traditional fishers of the
previous 50 years (Gulf natives, ancestral SpaBiglf natives, and Spanish Europeans)
accounted for less than half of the fishermen. Agiinose born in United States, the number of
New Englanders in 1900 quickly began to approaemtimber of Gulf natives (see fig. 24).
Non-native individual fishermen came not from llagebut from other European countries like

England, Italy, Austria, Norway, and Greéé&Throughout the 1900-1930 census years, these

21 Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Flarid282-283.

22 United States Bureau of the CengdRgpulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetSitates
Florida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number 2t Biigision, 1-38; United States Bureau of the CenBwpulation
Schedules of the tenth census of the United Sttasda Pensacola, Election Precinct Number 2 Second Divjs
1-30; Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetStatesFlorida, Pensacola,
Election Precinct Number 2 Third Division, 1-40;iténl States Bureau of the CensiBepulation Schedules of the
tenth census of the United StatEkrida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number @rtroDivision, 1-32; United
States Bureau of the Census, Floridapulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetiStatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Election Precinct Numbers 3, 4, 5, aldd4®; United States Bureau of the Cen&ugulation
Schedules of the tenth census of the United Sttesda, Pensacola, Election Precinct Numbe& and 9, 1-28.

293 United States Bureau of the CengdRgpulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 144@ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
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Percentage of Fishermen in Pensacola by Place of Birth,
1850-1930
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Figure 24. Percentage of Fishermen in Pensacoidne of Birth, 1850-1930.

polyglot crews, born in a variety of European cowst dominated Pensacola’s fishing industry.
By 1930, the federal censuses also record few otlagitime related professions apart from
those related to the fishing industry in the nemhiood surrounding Pensacola’s primary

port?%4

twelfth census of the United StatEkorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1432ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
21, 1-35; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143iited States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEbrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1438ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
24, 1-24; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 18jted States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEkorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1418ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
27, 1-64; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 1-44.

294 United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tiieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 15, 144bited States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the
fifteenth census of the United Statel®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 16, 1450ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census dftlieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
17, 1-14; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the fifteenth census obtiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18. Unigtes Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the
fifteenth census of the United State®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14dited States Bureau of the
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Understanding racial composition in relation to $#mola’s fishing industry is somewhat
more difficult, even with statistical data from tfegleral censuses. In 1850 and 1860, those
census years directly before the start of the Q¥alr, no racially categorized “Black” or
“Mulatto” individuals proclaim maritime professioitsthe city of Pensacola districts. By the
end of the Civil War, far more racial diversitypeesent among the fishermen of Pensacola,
though the degree to which the city’'s commercith fhouses employed “Black” and “Mulatto”
fishermen is uncertain. Various historical sourc@ssistently mention a distinct racial

separation of the fishing workforce, with “Whitefesvs dominating the most lucrative and

CensusPopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census df/tlieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
20, 1-9; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of)tliteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 18ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
fifteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1{38ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census dbtlieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
23, 1-62; United States Bureau of the CenBegulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oftlited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 143dited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
fifteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 1Udited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census dbtlieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
26, 1-45; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 144fited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
fifteenth census of the United Statelerida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 142dited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the fifteenth census df/tlieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
29, 1-35; United States Bureau of the CenBegulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 148ited States Bureau of the Census, Floftgulation
Schedules of the fifteenth census of the Unite@$SEorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 144@ited
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofttited StatesFlorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 32, 1-18; United States Burefthe Census?opulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 1428ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 1-46
Although this may reflect the local neighborhoodishiermen (discussed in detail elsewhere in thépter),
commercial fishing was not the only industry of Baeola’s port. Thus, the overwhelming numbersgifdimen in
this area is thus an indicator of the importana sire of the fishing industry compared with otimetustries at the
time. Pensacola’s Navy Yard was also a major nmagittmployer, but most of its employees lived in araund the
Warrington area rather than in downtown Pensacola.

2% United States Bureau of the Censbsyenth Census of the United Stafiésrida, City of Pensacola, 1-
35; United States Bureau of the Cenfpulation Schedules of the eighth census of theetlStatesFlorida, City
of Pensacola, 1-48. This is not to say, howevet, itb racially categorized “Black” or “Mulatto” indduals
engaged in fishing. Recreational and non-commefisiaing have a long history in northwest Floridel@ensacola
as a means to supplement diets. Slave schedul&srxhin the United States Federal Censuses fad 48d 1860
also, unfortunately, provide little information ali@ommercial fishing ventures that “Black” and “Mtio”
individuals may have undertaken during this tinsetteere is no field for “profession” or “employmeént
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distant ground$”® What the census reveals by 1910, however, isteatity’s fish houses
employed an increasing number of “Black” and “Mtdafishermen. These men remained a
significant minority, however, representing only% of the workforce in 1910 and 13.4% of the

workforce in 193G°’

2% Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Flarid285; Hargis.

297 United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1198ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 11dited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBapulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$Florida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distr;t1236;
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 15, 1-45; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 16, 130ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftiited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1-14
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tiieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 18; United State®e8u of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1-9;
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1-18; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1436ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-62
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 1-54; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 141dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-45
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tiieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-47; Uniteaite¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 142dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-35
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census oftlited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-49; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 144@ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1-18
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 1-25; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 1-46
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Although census records lack qualitative informatithey do provide a necessary
backdrop for understanding the offshore and onslnee of the men involved in Pensacola’s
fishing industry. Statistical data collected frone federal censuses also evince the various
historically situated trends that commercial fighimderwent. While Pensacola had been
somewhat diverse given its close relationship tangh, French, and English colonials before
Florida’s incorporation as a United States teryiior 1821, the city was put on the map as a
southern cosmopolitan center due in large patstmdustry-scale utilization of the Gulf red
snapper fisheries. Access to new means of trareportand new job opportunities allowed
individuals and families to travel from all oveetiworld to participate in what promised to be a
lucrative trade. What resulted was a modern fiskinture in Pensacola uncharacteristic of most
other southern port cities.

Offshore Experiences

When Modeste Hargis, member of the Florida Writersiject, interviewed Captain
Frederick Fredericksen in 1940, she took time tonm the old salt’'s appearance; he was “a little
old shriveled weather-beaten man neatly dressadkiraki flannel shirt, dark trousers and a
heavy blue coat, with a seaman’s cap, setting iéad, which made him look the old deep-sea
fisherman.?®® Fredericksen had been working in Pensacola’srfishidustry for E.E. Saunders
& Co. since the 1880s when he arrived off a veseatl his home country of Sweden. Within
five years, he became captain of a fishing smadkcantinued operating out of Pensacola until
his retirement in 1925. Fredericksen’s longevitgrperience in the area’s commercial fishing,
from its beginnings in the 1880s to its declineathe 1920s, provides a uniquely personal

narrative of the larger changes that had takereplde recalled the transition from short fishing

298 Eredericksen, interview.
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trips on the banks of the northern Gulf coast eoltmger trips on the Campeche Banks that
characterized the years after 1890, as well agdinsition from sail to steam dominating
Pensacola’s harbor in the mid-1928%.

Especially important is the insight Fredericksemggabout Pensacola fishermen’s daily
lives during trips offshore. In the early yeargstod industry from 1880-1890, crews of six to
seven men traveled only 25-30 miles offshore totcahapper for a day or two. The fish were
stored in live wells of seven or eight gallonshe fore and aft of the vessels and brought back
immediately. After 1890, Fredericksen describekiti ®© much longer trips offshore. As vessels
grew in size to hold more fish in cavernous hulled with ice, crews of 12 men were required
to make the journey to the Campeche Banks forrag & a month. Despite the duration of these
later trips, his crew ate well and often had fresdat during the first two or three days at sea.
Schedules were rigorous: men woke up for breakfiast00 a.m., had “dinner” at 11:30 a.m.,
and ate “supper” at 4:30 p.m. He kept “a barrddattled beer and a gallon of good whiskey” on
board for leisure hours, and the men often playades like cards or checkers. Before fishing
smacks carried radios, Fredericksen played therdiccoto keep the men entertained. Despite
the diverse origins of the crewmembers, he recéléadng no trouble with any of his men. Like
many of the narratives about Pensacola’s fishermegeneral ease of life seems to characterize
Gulf commercial fishing™

Where Fredericksen’s recollections depart fronerthis in his treatment of alcohol
while at sea. Snapper fisherman Fred Hunt paistsreewhat darker picture of Pensacola’s

fishermen that is also echoed in other accountsisimanuscriptCampeche Days: After the

29 Eredericksen, interview.

300 |hid.
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Snapper from PensacglBlunt describes how many fishermen were “shanghairéal going to
sea by captains who gave them copious amountsafall before dumping them onto a fishing
smack, setting sail for the outer harbor, and fag¢chem into labor after they sobered up.
Vessels like these had no alcohol onboard, anéir8teouple of days at sea were spent allowing
crews to recover from their withdrawdf.Hargis also expresses the difficulties alcohokeau
“in securing the maximum fishing effort” in her diuof Pensacola’s commercial fishing fl&&.
With or without alcohol, the generally mild clinea&ind calm seas of the Gulf made for a
relatively undemanding time at sea, apart fromaber it took to catch and pull in fish. Henry
Rowland, a magazine journalist, spent his firstsdaryboard a commercial fishing vessel out of
Pensacola during the fall of 1903, signing on @egrhand “on a snug little fishing schooner” to
get experience for an article he was writing@artingmagazin€®® Learning to catch and
process snapper had taken time for Rowland, butasefinally able to work side-by-side with
the other men onboard. Of course, the sometimegedlauns jests of the seasoned fishermen
made him learn some lessons the hard way: for ebeanvpen gutting his first fish, another crew
member told him that sticking his fingers in theaasharp gills would give him a better grip.
Rowland playfully responded the next day by lockiing man in the vessel’s refrigerated hull.
Despite some initial adjustment, he took a likiagdte light-hearted crew and a love for the life

of red snapper fishermen is evident in his pubtistwicle3**

1 Hunt, 9-12.
302 Hargis.
303 Rowland, 66.

304 Rowland, 66-75.
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Commercial fishing trips were often successfub itite 1910s, especially as the red
snapper-laden Campeche Banks opéfieth the earliest boom years, the major commercial
fishing businesses in Pensacola (Warren Fish Coyngiadh E.E. Saunders & Co.) guaranteed
stable pay for their smack crews. Unlike northesmmercial fishing where market prices could
significantly fluctuate every day based on supphd a crew had almost no indication of how
much income they would receive, Warren and Saundersiuced an innovative market system
that set the price of their red snapper. Not omndytkis speed up delivery by reducing time spent
at the docks haggling over price, it also providesteadier source of income to the fisherrifén.
During later, less successful years, Warren anth@as reverted to a “shares” system of pay. In
general, after 30-40% of the “vessel’s share” wedudted to cover trip-related costs for the fish
house that owned the vessel, profits were splirup share basis among the officers and the
crew. Captains, mates, and cooks received oneraguthard shares, while the regular crew
received one share. If a smack failed to make émomgover the trip expenses, the men
received pay in fisH®’

As Hargis noted in her interview of the snappeatai Fredericksen, the man had a
particular way of dressing that reflected his mgesrs at sea. Fredericksen’s status as a captain
would have guaranteed a higher pay rate and mornéeges onboard, but Hargis’s description
of his manner of dressing is not unlike that ofiiiigy smack crews captured in period

photography®® Figure 25 shows the typical work “uniform” of tRensacola snapper fisherman.

30 Hamilton, 16.
3% \warren, 334.
307 Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Fla;id293-294.

3% Hargis in Fredericksen, interview.
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Figure 25. Pensacola fishermen off-load their catdi.E. Saunders & C8ource:Pensacola fishermen, Pensacola
Historical Society Resource Center, Pensacola, FL.
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As seen in the surviving photographs of fishermenking on their boats at the Pensacola
wharves during this period, the crews generallyendrakis or dark-colored slacks and white
collared, button-down shirts, sometimes with sudpes In the winter, they wore dark jackets
and most photographs show them wearing a varietyfigrent caps. The fishermen generally
kept their hairstyles short and sometimes sportelttkept mustaches.

Interestingly, the offshore hygiene of Pensacslagrman is archaeologically
documented in association with Hamilton’s wreck $2238), submerged near the western shore
of Pensacola Bay. The UWF investigation of Hamikomreck strongly suggests that the wreck
was a schooner once engaged in the Pensacolaagepesrishing industry, though the name of
the vessel remains unknowft.Important for an analysis of fishing culture imBacola,
Hamilton’s wreck revealed a significant number aifacts that characterize the importance of
personal maintenance among the men of that patigekssel. Two separate field seasons
uncovered two straight razors with bone or horrdhesin addition to what Robin Moore’s 2002
University of West Florida master’s thesis idesetifias a molded glass jar embossed with
“Pompeian Massage Crearft”A fisherman would have used this face cream toreghaving.

A 1909 advertisement froffihe Readeboasts that Pompeian “takes away after-shaving
discomfort” and, “after a dusty day of travel opsy’ refreshes the face (see fig. 268)Other
personal hygiene goods associated with fishermendat the site of Hamilton’s wreck include

two small glass “cosmetic” containers, one of whpcbbably held a dental paste, and an

309 James W. Hunter Il et alJnderwater Field Investigations 1999: The SantaaRstand and Hamilton
ShipwreckgPensacola, FL: University of West Florida Archlagy Institute, 2000), 67. Chapter IV of this thesi
covers analysis of Hamilton’s wreck in more depth.

¥%Moore, 114-116.

311 pompeian Massage Cream advertisemgnm, ReaderMay 1907, 693.
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Imperial Brush ivory or bone toothbrudif.Together, this abundance of hygiene and shaving
accessories among the personal goods recoveredHaoniton’s wreck may indicate a desire, at
least among the fishermen of this particular vedeahaintain a certain image or level of health.

Particularly interested in describing life aboashing vessels is the variety of late 19th
and early 20th century kitchen materials with eletador food preparation, storage, and serving
found in association with Hamilton’s wreck. The aré&e of low-cost ceramics (plain
whiteware, course earthenware, and stoneware) @&mdatched utensils likewise indicates a
utilitarian sensibility. Based on the material av#t of Hamilton’s wreck, there is a strong
possibility that the ship was a working vesseheathan a pleasure vessel, and was crewed by
working-class individual&'?

“Dress codes,” a vigorous hygiene regimen, and imgrklass material culture were not
the only potential signifiers of a Pensacola fish&n working in the period from 1870-1930. As
is noted in a few sources, the captains and créwedesnapper fishing smacks had a unique
system of language, one that likely drew from teeegal lexicon of all those individuals
engaged in maritime related professions duringgbirsod. The phrase “snapper-o,” mentioned
in Rowland’s magazine piece, was one of the mosthh® phrases of the Pensacola fishing
industry and alerted all crewmembers to the sightihsnapper and the beginning of a long day
of work3'* The Stella Maris Missionary Cenacle located onRBasacola waterfront on Baylen
Street also published a list of “Common Fishing fesgions Used around Pensacola” which

summarizes the men’s unique language. Some offttesgs on this list are common sailing

312 Moore, 112-113, 117.

*3bid., 108-112. Unfortunately for further analysislife onboard Pensacola commercial fishing vessel
archaeologists recovered very few associated etdifan the Snapper wreck and none on the allBgedilla.

314 Rowland, 609.
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expressions, including “come about” to indicatera to the wind and “tossing the lead” in
reference to using a lead weight attached to atmf®ound” the depth and nature of the sea
bottom. Without any known comparisons among otlstrefies, other phrases seem to be unique
to Pensacola or, at least, to the red snappenf@ishdustry of the northern Gulf of Mexico. Of
these phrases, some of the more unique are “Motaileidicate no fish and “Turk” or
“Portuguese” to describe a lazy person. Each cfelphirases may have some local significance,
though little other historical evidence exidt3Possibly, the Stella Maris Missionary Cenacle
published this list of common fishing expressioasduse there had been potential difficultly
communicating effectively with the substantial plgpon of fishermen strolling Pensacola’s
waterfront.

A racial divide among Pensacola’s commercial fister also existed, as indicated in a
number of historical sources, but census recomsnast telling about the nature of divisions
between white and black fishermen in Pensacolafif$teclassified “black” fisherman appeared
after the end of the Civil War in the 1870 cendnys1900, their numbers increased

exponentially**® The 1910 census, however, is much more revealingtahe differences

31> Stella Maris Missionary Cenacle, “Some Common iiglExpressions Used around Pensacola,”
Pensacola Historical Society Collections, WestiBbHistoric Preservation, Inc., Pensacola, Flarida

318 United States Bureau of the CengRgpulation Schedules of the ninth census of théediStates

Florida, City of Pensacola, 1-85; United StatesdBurof the CensuBopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14gited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1-52
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1-35; Uniteatet Bureau of the Cens®gpulation Schedules of the twelfth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the twelfth census of thited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-35
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 1-24; Uniteaté3t Bureau of the Cens®Pgpulation Schedules of the twelfth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 13ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the twelfth census of thited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-18
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-64; Uniteatet Bureau of the Cens®gpulation Schedules of the twelfth
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between black and white fishermen. In the field“tpgneral nature of industry,” census takers
began to record the primary area in which the fiste& worked. While 92% of white fishermen
are listed as “Gulf’ or “Commercial”’ fishermen, appimately 64% of black or mulatto
fishermen are listed as “Beach” fishermen, and atrat are Gulf states nativés.A few
sources, such as long time snapper smack skippdeficksen and Florida Writer's Project
researcher Modeste Hargis, mention native, “altidl@rews that operated smaller vessels
referred to as “ching-a-marings” or “ching&®Since chings were three-masted, open-deck
boats not built for spending long periods at seay generally stayed within the confines of the
northern continental shelf and were probably asgediwith the “beach” fishermen of the
census™ Although these black fishermen sometimes sold tt&thes to the large fish houses
of Pensacola, Hargis mentions in 1940 that theyénship in company with white crew®?® It

is likely that, as their white counterparts abaretbthe diminished fisheries along the shore

census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 1A mentioned previously, the Slave
Schedules contained in the 1850 and 1860 Unite@<SEederal Censuses do not provide informatiothen
employment of slaves and, thus, do not providerinédion on potential commercial undertakings fold&k” or
“Mulatto” individuals before 1870.

317 United States Bureau of the CengRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Staté®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 144@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 142ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafidsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @anBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBagpulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the United$Elorida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distrg;t2236.

#8redericksen, interview; Hargis.
3#1%Caollins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Florid285. Chapter 3 discusses chings in greaterldetai
30 Hargis.
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between Mobile and Cape St. George for more festilgpper grounds farther south, non-white
commercial fishermen filled a vacated niche th&treld a source of income.

Life spent on the water for those fishermen waglaiff the beaches would have been
markedly different from those making the long, bfiee trips to the Yucatan Peninsula to fish
the Campeche grounds. Although no first-hand adsosurvive from the city’s black or mulatto
red snapper fishermen, Fredericksen’s insighttiikoearly years of the industry, before a lack of
fish drew smacks farther from Pensacola, likelyrars the lifestyles of those who remained near
the shore at the height of the industry. Trips widudve been relatively short, probably no more
than a day or two as open-decked chings would pesxgded little protection from the
elements. Short trips would have also been negets&eep fish fresh since chings had neither
live wells nor large, iced holds. Unfortunately, am@haeological remains or material culture are
known that could provide greater insight into daiflg aboard chings or of beach fishermen.

Despite the suggestion that “black” and “mulaitadividuals did not directly work for
the commercial fish houses, the census revealshtb&ensacola’s major fish companies indeed
employed racially diverse men, especially in thierlgears of the industry. Though only four
non-white fishermen appear in the census as workinthe commercial fisheries in 1910, 24
are employed by 1930. The generalities of the censte the nature of their specific jobs, but

these men are indeed listed as working for a ‘ishse” or for a “commercial” operatidfi:

2L United States Bureau of the CengRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 142ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burefithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
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Despite an increase in the number of “black” andlatto” men in the industry in these later
years, white fishermen unquestionably dominatedrntiestry and the presence of “all-white”
crews working for the major fish houses is likeigtarically accurate. Based on first-hand
accounts, like those of Fredericksen and Hargd,lamted State Federal Census records alone,
it would be difficult to explain the offshore ratdivide solely because of a prevailing racism on
behalf of white fishermen, but race is, howevesigaificant factor in the offshore lives of
commercial fishing crews.

The ambiguous racial situation of black and malattimmercial fishermen in Pensacola

mirrors that of other Gulf of Mexico port citiestine late 19th and early 20th centuries. In a

Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBapulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$Florida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distri;t1236;
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 15, 1-45; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 16, 130ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftiited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1-14
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 18; United State®e8u of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1-9;
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1-18; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1436ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-62
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census obthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 1-54; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-45
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-47; Uniteatet Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 142dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-35
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-49; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 144@ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1-18
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 1-25; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 1-46
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2005 dissertation for Florida State University haeologist Christopher Horrell explored local
cultural and social processes of labor in the Bibport cities of Apalachicola and Carrabéffe.
Like Pensacola, each of these small, coastal @tigsdoyed a diverse group of local, New
England, and coastal European laborers engagée imrmber, naval stores, and seafood
(particularly oysters and sponges) tradfé#lso similar to the situation in Pensacola, some
forms of professional racial segregation existethrRo 1900, most of the U.S. federal census
categorized “Black” individuals held positions oinual physical labor on farms or sawmffis.
Over time, however, black individuals increasinghgaged in forms of maritime labor,
especially in the naval stores trade from Apalawhit® The transition from exclusion to
gradual inclusion in maritime occupations by theyegears of the 20th century largely reflects
the situation in Pensacola and may indicate thedtion of a class-based (rather than race-
based) waterfront identity.

Among western Gulf of Mexico ports, the exceptibneosmopolitan city of New
Orleans, Louisiana, also experienced race reldtippsamong waterfront workers similar to that
among commercial fishermen in Pensacola. Thoughkniraht occupations were generally
segregated through much of the 19th century, raciastraints were loosened around the turn of

the 20th century”® Many racially diverse workers along the waterfrtiveed in similar

322 Christopher Earl Horrell, “Plying the Waters off#é: Maritime Archaeology and History on the Florida
Gulf Coast” (PhD diss., Florida State Universit@08), 1-2.

323 Horrell, 64-71.
324 bid., 74-75.
328 |bid., 76-77.

326 Daniel Rosenberdyew Orleans Dockworkers: Race, Labor, and Unionis892-1923Albany, NY:
State University of New York Press, 1988), 7.
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residential areas (as described below in Pensaaonthparticipated in unsegregated trade unions
like the Knights of Labor?’ Indeed, trade unions in New Orleans were crifical
institutionalizing the “half and half principle” gairing waterfront employers to employ both
black and white individual¥® Though race permeated the union discourse, atteatsplidarity
among class-based lines undermined traditional migtrative racial segregaticf’ The slow
introduction of black and mulatto workers into tmnmercial fishing workforce in Pensacola
by 1910 may have been less formal and union-cehtaen what occurred contemporaneously
in New Orleans, yet there are significant paralielhe formation of what may have been an
overriding class-based identity as will be discdssebelow.
Fishermen and the Community of Pensacola

In Pensacola History lllustratedlason Raupp presents a view of Pensacola’s ifirgrer
as nomadic, unreliable, and generally lacking imdstic ties>° Modeste Hargis’s 1940
interpretation of the fishing industry echoes Rdsigentiments that fishermen had few ties in
the regior>* While census records do reveal that a considerabteber of these individuals
were “diverse in origin,” especially after 1880,generalize them solely as “ne’er-do-wells”
ignores a great deal of evidence to the conff&r¥hough a significant number of individuals

classified as “fishermen” had no domestic foundatiothe Pensacola community (meaning that

327 Rosenberg, 15.
328 |bid., 69-70.
329 bid., 175-176.

330 Jason T. Raupp, “The Historic Red Snapper IndusftBensacola,Pensacola and Northwest Florida
History lllustratedl (Winter 2010), 18-19.

! Hargis, 39.
%32 Raupp, “The Historic Red Snapper Industry of Peolsg"18.
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they did not live with relatives, wives, or childie a substantial number of fishermen did boast
those ties. The population schedules of the Urstaties censuses that fall within the peak years
of Pensacola’s fishing industry, more so than aldd narrative accounts, provide a much-
needed glimpse into the daily onshore lives of¢hedividuals.

Making a daily living working from the city’s wateont, the fishermen of Pensacola did
not wander too far from the wharves to establisimé®m Throughout the surveyed census years
from 1900-1930, fishermen tended to live in the kirag-class residential neighborhood along

the southwest boundary of the cify.Unlike the situation offshore, the racial dividt

333 United States Bureau of the CengRgpulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 144@ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatElorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1432ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
21, 1-35; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143iited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEbrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1438ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
24, 1-24; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 1U8jted States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEkorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 141&8ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
27, 1-64; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 1444dited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United State®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1198ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 18, 1-43; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 1{0ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 11@ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 21, 1-62; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United State$-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1430ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration District
23, 1-16; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotUthited States
Florida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration Distrigt1t89; United States Bureau of the Cen8ugulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unitet@$FElorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration Disgit1-26;
United States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotUthited States-lorida,
Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration District 23, 1-36tddnStates Bureau of the Censepulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 174; U6ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftfited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 22, 1-33; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola. United States Bureau of #mesGsPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof th
United StatesPensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-64; Unii¢ates Bureau of the CensBapulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United SteResisacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-61; Uni¢ates Bureau of the
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separated fishing crews largely disappeared wheamite to life onshore, much like the situation
in New Orlean$>* All fishermen, “black,” “white,” or “mulatto,” foud residence in this part of
town. When plotted on a 1903 Sanborn Fire Insuramae of the city, this neighborhood is

highly visible. Boundaries stretch from Romana &tte Main Street to the north and south, and

CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftlited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
31, 1-32; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1438ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 13@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 34, 1-51; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola. United States Bureau of #mesGsPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof th
United StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 36, 16dited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation
Schedules of the fourteenth census of the Uniegd<sSFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 37, 142ited
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 38; 1-72. United States Burefthe CensufXopulation Schedules of the fourteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 39, 143dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-
56; United States Bureau of the Cenfmgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/thited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 15, 1-45; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 16, 130ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofttited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1-14
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 1-43; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1-9;
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tiieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1-18; Uniteate®t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1436ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofitfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-62
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 1-54; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 1414dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-45
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-47; Uniteate¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 142dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-35
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-49; Uniteatet Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 144@ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1-18
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 1-25; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 1Ed#lier census years could not be
included in an analysis of fishermen’s neighbortedde to census takers’ disregard for noting addees

334 Rosenberg, 7.
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from Baylen Street to A Street to the east and \igest fig. 27). Filled with bars and saloons,
South Palafox Street would have also been a rebalant for local fishermen, though this
particular street would have been less resideatidlmore recreationai®

Pensacola fishermen engaged in the commerciakifeshieved in very few other places
within the city. Fish company owners, clerks, arahagers often had homes in the upper-class
areas of North Hill and East Hill, but their livere, in general, far different from those of the
working fishermen. The only other locales that leslia high number of working men were the
wharves. Both the Baylen Street wharf, home to Bdatinders & Co., and the Palafox Street
wharf, home to the Warren Fish Company, had “dar@s” for the men. In 1920, more than
half of those fishermen employed in the industryane/ing in such accommodations. Figure 28
shows the location of these dwellings and the nurabéshermen who claimed their addresses

there in the 1920 federal censds.

335 Wyatt Blassingame, “They Sail From Hangover Hayb®rue: Fishing Yearbook, 19586-67.

33 United States Bureau of the CengRspulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof/tited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 174, U#ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Stafderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1438ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftfited Stated-lorida, Pensacola. United States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofittited StatesPensacola, Enumeration
District 29, 1-64; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
States Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-61; Uniates Bureau of the CensBepulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 143@ited States Bureau of
the CensusRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 32, 1-58; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 143@ited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United Stfisrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 143dited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofittited Stated-lorida, Pensacola. United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedfttited States-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 36, 1-61; United States Burefthe Censusopulation Schedules of the fourteenth census of
the United States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 37, 142fited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 38, 1-
72; United States Bureau of the Cenfmpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedfittited Stated-lorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 39, 1-31; Uniteate¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-56
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Figure 27. Many fishermen (plotted in blue) clainmegidence along the Pensacola waterfront, forraingible community in
the southwestern area of the city (outlined in.r8durce:Sanborn Map Companinsurance Maps of Pensacola Including
Warrington and Wolsey, Escambia, County, Florid203, Sheets 1-32, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps of Fl@alkection,
Digital Library Center, George A. Smathers Librari&niversity of Florida, Gainesville, Florida. Igecreated by author.
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Figure 28. Many fishermen (plotted in blue) alssided on the Baylen Street and Palafox Street vésarvdormitory-style
housing.Source:Sanborn Map Companinsurance Maps of Pensacola Including Warringtod &olsey, Escambia,
County, Florida, 1903Sheets 1-32, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps of Fl@akection, Digital Library Center, George A.

Smathers Libraries, University of Florida, GaindlsyiFlorida. Image created by author.
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This historic Pensacola neighborhood, encompasssigences on the mainland and the
wharves, is poorly documented archaeologicallygia ownership or continual habitation in the
area since the late 19th century has provided fgyounities for archaeological survey. A
number of projects in the last 30 years have ingatgd the area ahead of construction, though
little of the material associated with the Recandion era and the early 20th century has been
completely analyzed, a task beyond the means &félsearch. Of those collections with
available data, the Main and Reus Street (8BES1®&jton, Leslie, & Company (8ES34), and
County Courthouse (8ES981) excavation locationsespond with the neighborhood in which
Pensacola commercial fishermen tended to live.rgig9 provides rough boundaries for these
excavations in relation to 1920 federal census4idexladdresses for commercial fishermen.

University of West Florida investigated the corn&éMain Street and Reus Street
(BES1378) beginning in 1990, an intersection tals$ heatly within the fishing neighborhood
established above. Materials from the most recestgmiences of the 8ES1378 collection
cannot be related specifically to fishing familfesm 1860-1900, but 1920 federal census
addresses for fishing families mapped in corretatiith excavation locations show that at least
six fishermen lived in the boundaries of the mod®tcavation (see fig. 29). Additionally, the
overwhelming presence of a variety of common refiearthenware ceramics, predominantly
whiteware, likely indicates a working or middle-s$aneighborhood dating to the turn of the 20th
century and hearkens to the Hamilton’s wreck ctibec A stoneware jug, similar to that found

in association with Hamilton’s wreck, was also nemed. Hygienic items, including three glass
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Figure 29. Excavation areas for three downtown &ala archaeological projects outlined over residerior fishermen
from the 1920 federal censi®&ource:Sanborn Map Companinsurance Maps of Pensacola Including Warringtod an
Wolsey, Escambia, County, Florida, 198Beets 1-32, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps of Fl@alkection, Digital Library

Center, George A. Smathers Libraries, Universitiflofida, Gainesville, Florida. Image created bthau
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pharmaceutical bottles, a bone or ivory toothbieshdle, and a bone or ivory comb,
additionally show correlations to the kinds of lemjc items found on Hamilton’s wredk’

Archaeologists have also investigated the are@whtbwn Pensacola that once housed
the late 17th and early 18th-century Panton, L&sli@&mpany trading store and, eventually, late
18th and early 19th-century private residences EAlthough avocational archaeologists
undertook excavation in 1964 and 1975 and, sinee, ttnuch of the unit and provenience data
has been lost, a significant collection of turntoé-20th-century cultural material reveals many
similarities to both the Hamilton’s wreck and theil Street and Reus Street collections. A
variety of low-cost ceramics, including stonewand alain whiteware, suggest a comparable
working-class residential area. Additionally, thregence of 17 machine-molded pharmaceutical
bottles and a bone or ivory toothbrush handle mdicate fishermen paid particular attention to
hygiene onshore and offshore. The inclusion of @egramic doll part in the 8ES34 collection
also hints at the presence of children in this wagiclass neighborhood. Whether or not these
children can be attributed to commercial fishermsdamilies, residents of this west Pensacola
neighborhood would have likely been surroundedabyily and close relative’§®

In the adjoining lot of the 8ES34 excavations, @weinty Courthouse (8ES981) project
also encompassed areas of private residence datthg late 19th and early 20th centuries. The
close proximity of the 8ES981 project to the SERL8id 8ES34 excavations unsurprisingly
yielded a similar working-class whiteware and stege ceramic collection, along with

comparable hygienic items such as pharmaceuti¢déboThe presence of a decanter, a variety

337 Norine Carroll, personal communication with authbry 23, 2013; Jennifer Melcher, personal
communication with author, October 28, 2013.

338 Norine Carroll, personal communication with authbry 23, 2013; Jacqueline Rodgers, personal

communication with author, October 12, 2013; Janriilelcher, personal communication with author,dbet 28,
2013.
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of wine bottles, and wine bottle seals is, howedatinct from the other two collections, and
may be indicative of heavy drinking habits not kalthose commonly attributed to commercial
fishermen. Additionally, the collection includesariety of typically feminine objects, such as
jewelry, sequins, beads, earrings, cosmetic andpinas. Though these items may indicate either
the presence of women in a domestic context orrothel (a common establishment for the
area west of Palafox Street along West ZaragozeStr the late 19th and early 20th century),
women were a significant component of this workitass community-°

Though much of the cultural material from archagalal investigations of Main and
Reus Street (8BES1378), Panton, Leslie, & CompaB$83), and County Courthouse (8ES981)
cannot be attributed directly to Pensacola’s consrakfishermen or their families, the
collections should be seen as representative dittus of lives these men led during their time
onshore. With decidedly lower-cost ceramics, aetgrof personal and hygiene items, and the
presence of women and children, the area westlafdXaStreet along the Pensacola waterfront
was likely a working-class neighborhood that housléchanner of maritime laborers and their
families. As evidenced by addresses given to théediState federal census takers between
1900-1930, a wide diversity of commercial fishernsafied that neighborhood home and
probably spent much of their time there when onresho

Despite the growth in the total number of fishenmeenployed by Pensacola’s major fish
houses, the number of those men without familes to the area remained relatively stable.

Between 1900 and 1930, an average of 66% of fisienwere single and without childréfy.

339 Norine Carroll, personal communication with authbry 23, 2013; Jacqueline Rodgers, personal
communication with author, October 12, 2013.

340 United States Bureau of the CengRgpulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 144@ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the

140



twelfth census of the United StatEbrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1i52ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
21, 1-35; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States

Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143iited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEbrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1438ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
24, 1-24; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States

Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 1U8jted States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEkorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 141&ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
27, 1-64; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States

Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 1444ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1198ited States Bureau of

the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 18, 1-43; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 1{0ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 142ited States

Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 21, 1-62; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United State$-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1430ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration District
23, 1-16; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotUthited States
Florida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration Distri¢t1t89; United States Bureau of the Cen&ugulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$SElorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration Dis@;t1-26;
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotUthited States-lorida,
Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration District 23, 1-36tddnStates Bureau of the CensRepulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 174; U6ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 22, 1-33; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola. United States Bureau of #resG@sPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof th
United StatesPensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-64; Unii¢ates Bureau of the CensBapulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United SteResisacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-61; Uni¢ates Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedf/tlited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
31, 1-32; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1438ited States Bureau of the Cende@spulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 13@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 34, 1-51; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola. United States Bureau of #mesGsPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseof th
United StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 36, 16dited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation
Schedules of the fourteenth census of the Uniegd<sSFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 37, 142iited
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 38; 1-72. United States Burefthe CensusXopulation Schedules of the fourteenth census of
the United State$-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 39, 143dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-
56; United States Bureau of the Cenfmgpulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/thited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 15, 1-45; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 16, 130ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census ofttited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1-14
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 1-43; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1-9;
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The only year analyzed in which married fishermergmally outnumber single fishermen is
1880°* In years after the turn of the 20th century, hosvemany of those fishermen who were
single and living in the city took up residencedormitory-style dwellings close to the fish
houses on the Baylen and Palafox whar/&Eor obvious reasons, this kind of housing would

not have been amenable to keeping a wife or cildre

United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1-18; Uniteaitédt Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1436ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1-62
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 24, 1-54; Uniteate¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 14dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1-45
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 27, 1-47; Uniteaite¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 142dited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 29, 1-35
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fifteenth census ofthited StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-49; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 144@ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fifteenth census oftfited StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 32, 1-18
United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the fifteenth census of/tlieed StatesFlorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 1-25; Uniteaite®t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the fifteenth
census of the United Statédorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 1E&lier census years could not be
included in an analysis of fishermen’s neighbortsodde to census takers’ disregard for noting addseg-or
census years earlier than 1880, there is littleotdlata to help determine the marital status dtiddals.

341 United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the tenth census of theet)iSitates
Florida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number 2tBirgision, 1-38; United States Bureau of the CexBwpulation
Schedules of the tenth census of the United Statasda, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number @8é Division,
1-30; Bureau of the CensiBppulation Schedules of the tenth census of theed§itatesFlorida, Pensacola,
Election Precinct Number 2 Third Division, 1-40;iténl States Bureau of the CensiBepulation Schedules of the
tenth census of the United StatEkrida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Number @rtfoDivision, 1-32; United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the tenth census of theetli§itatesFloridg Pensacola,
Election Precinct Numbers 3, 4, 5, and 6, 1-49téthBtates Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules of the
tenth census of the United StatEkrida, Pensacola, Election Precinct Numbe& and 9, 1-28.

%42 United States Bureau of the CengRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 142ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Staffésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i6@ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
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With no need to support a family, it is possilblattthere is truth to accounts of fishermen
spending almost their entire trip’s earnings imtous living” at the bars along South Palafox
Street and the brothels of West Zaragoza Streat'sight district®** The consumption of
alcohol was a time-honored tradition among fisherzed Pensacola proved no exception to the
rule. Recollections like those of fishing smack @apMax Alford, that “the cheap wine they
sell in those Palafox bars is a bigger menacedatiapper industry than any hurricane....” make
Pensacola fishermen’s drunkenness legentfaAn article that appeared in a March 1916
edition ofCollier's magazine noted that Pensacola lodging houses tofdérout unpaid
fishermen’s board bills in fish after the men sgiered most of their earnings. The short-term

but luxurious living of these fishermen after rettg home from a trip did not always get a

the United Stateg$-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&;t2216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBapulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$Florida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distri;t1236;
United States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseditiited Stateslorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 174, 1-6; Uniteate®t Bureau of the Censtpulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1438ited States Bureau of
the CensusRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftfited Stated-lorida, Pensacola. United States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofitiited StatesPensacola, Enumeration
District 29, 1-64; United States Bureau of the @srBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited
States Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-61; Uni¢ates Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statderida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 1432ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 32, 1-58; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 13dited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United Steftsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 143dited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofitiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola. United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 36, 1-61; United States Burehthe CensusX0opulation Schedules of the fourteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 37, 142ited States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 38, 1-
72; United States Bureau of the Cenfpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedfittited Stated-lorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 39, 1-31; Uniteaité3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-56

33 Hunt, 11.

344Captain Max Alford in Blassingame, 66-67.
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negative spin: in 1900, PensacolBaily Newsapplauded the fishing crews for spending so
much money in the cit}*

In part, it may be possible to explain the lack@mmunity ties in a majority of
Pensacola fishermen based on age. Men who didavet\tives and families generally fell
within the 18-40 age range, with most in the youragges of that bracket. The younger ages of
men without wives or children is in contrast togaavith wives and families, who generally fell
in the 31-60 age range. To say that these youpgentially more free-spirited fishermen had
absolutelyno ties to the community is also a simplificatiorndiat appears in the census data.
Although not “heads” of their own households, sdisleermen without wives or children lived
with parents, brothers, sisters, or aunts and anéleghough percentages fluctuated slightly in
the years surveyed, the census of 1910 represeatamhly the peak of commercial fishing in
Pensacola, but also the peak of single men liviitly t\es to the community. In this year, half of
single fishermen working out of Pensacola livedwiithmediate family or close relativé€,

For the fishermen who did have significant onstamenections, life was likely much

different than that of the bar-frequenting and hbebiattending habits of single fishermen without

345«Our Fish Industry,"Pensacola Daily Newday 25, 1900.

34® United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United State®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 1448ited States Bureau of
the CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @anBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 11ited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burefthe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stateg$-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&;t2216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBit1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBagpulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$Florida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distr&;t1236.
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familial ties. It is likely not the case that fisheen with families did not enjoy such luxuries, but
they undoubtedly had obligations to provide ane dar loved ones. Of the sources used for this
research, only former snapper fisherman Fred Hiludes to a more complex make-up of the
onshore fishing community in Pensacola. He undedstbat “skippers had homes and lived
normal domestic lives between trips,” but that &mast hands lived with no domestic ti&¥.”
Regarding fishing smack skippers (captains), tmswee data across the analyzed years largely
substantiates Hunt's claims: for those recordett@stain,” all but one had a wife and/or
children3*® The notion that the crew had no ties is, agaihsncevident in the census records.

Looking at immediate family is not the only wayldetter understand how Pensacola
fishermen interacted with or failed to interactiwiibeir onshore community. A number of
newspaper articles detail strikes over fishermemiges between 1900-1928.Although the
Warren Fish Company and E.E. Saunders & Co. se¢pfor their snapper catch and attempted
to ensure better wages for Pensacola fishermese9siill fluctuated to some degree. In
addition, the fact that the fish houses consisgartteived 30-40% of the vessel’'s share after
arriving in port did not sit well with some. A Nawiber 28, 1901, newspaper article reported that
approximately 700 fishermen organized under thegKtsi of Labor were striking against both
major fish houses, “demanding a higher percent&geeccatches>*° While unions in the

neighboring port of New Orleans were increasinglially diverse after the turn of the 20th

347 Hunt, 8.

348 |nterestingly, fishing smack captains in the censare not generally born in the United States.tMos
were foreign born and were from Scandinavian coesior Italy.

349 «Fishermen Peacefully Proceed with Strik&énsacola JournalSeptember 17, 1919, 2; “Fishermen
are Belligerent,’Pensacola Daily Newslanuary 14, 1902; “Fishermen on a Strilgghsacola Daily News
November 27, 1901, 4.

#0«Fishermen on Strike, The Richmond Dispat¢iNovember 28, 1901, 6.
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century, the extent to which black and mulatto carmal fishermen participated in trade
unions, like the Knights of Labor, in Pensacolan&nown®>* Although strikes were generally
short-lived and negotiated by fishermen’s unionanynmen sought employment elsewhere
around Pensacola until they could set sail agamD@&cember 18, 1901, tiRensacola Daily
Newsreported, “from 50 to 100 are daily employed &t thilroad docks in which work most
[fishermen] are proficient® The organization and collective interests purveygthese
striking men through fishermen’s unions makeseatcithat fishermen did not have a disregard
for their lot on shore. Instead, they actively egeghin negotiating their position with the fish
houses and in the community.
Boom and Bust

While many diverse groups resided in Pensacolaieflagively short duration of the
fishing industry saw commercial fishermen disappedhne early 20th century almost as quickly
as they appeared in the late 19th century. Thd-$éon nature of the industry, however, does
not diminish the importance of the commercial fishan in the longer narrative of Pensacola
and northwest Florida history. In the earliest ge#ocals long established in the city of
Pensacola fished close to shore with no desigrssrational business. Fishermen were a
minority among other seafarers in the city, fishings were short, and men often had significant
family lives. By the 1880s, the influx of northanvestment and an international workforce
rocketed the Gulf red snapper fisheries into beogmne of the most profitable industries in
northwest Florida. With this newfound success, haxecame a new lifestyle for Pensacola

fishermen. Diverse, young, and looking for monéhdrmen from throughout the Atlantic

%1 Rosenberg, 12.

$2«gtriking Fishermen Seek Work in Other LineBgnsacola Daily New&ecember 18, 1901, 4.
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quickly filled the city’s docks and dominated seafg. Trips offshore took just a single day, but
could last a month or more as a changing fish djmud drove fishermen to more distant
grounds off of the Yucatan Peninsula. Life offshivedy became an entire life spent fishing and
one that developed its own unique cultural charesties. Onshore, fewer men supported
families of their own and Pensacola fishermen bectmous for their revelries after trips. At
the same time, however, many local fishermen imekst their onshore community by starting
families, living with relatives, and attemptinglietter their lot at home.

With the introduction of oil-powered engines b tt020s, the unique character of the
country’s last all sail-powered fishing fleet endBded Hunt’s reaction to the change was not
positive: “In the early twenties the chugging bukg [vessels with crude oil engines] began to
befoul the clean Campeche horizon with its scragvitack trails; and by the end of the decade
there were few Pensacola men left whose in’arde wet retching with greasy power plants®”
Although commercial fishing continued to operatarirPensacola using engine-powered vessels
and mechanized means to haul in fishing linedditsd for less than 30 years before the Gulf of
Mexico red snapper fisheries were no longer prolialn less than 80 years, fishermen had
established a successful industry and saw it fagsy @n the face of the modern world.

Though it is difficult to write a social history thifew archaeological or historical
resources, the task is not impossible. Based o mfuamation has survived through United
States federal census records, periodicals, aad adrrative accounts, piecing together the lives
of Pensacola’s poorly remembered fishermen camb¥®¢ghile data collected from census

population schedules cannot replace the richnegsedrchaeological record or the sense of

353 Hunt, 5.
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“lived” experience of first-hand accounts, it cad & revising local histories by providing a

source of information on the working people whoaften lost in those histories.
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CHAPTER V
RED SNAPPER MARINE ECOLOGY

Set upon a much longer backdrop of marine resaexpbitation in northwest Florida,
the relatively short history of commercial red spapfishing from 1870-1930 is as vital to the
state of the modern Gulf of Mexico red snapperdrgtas the culture of Pensacola’s commercial
fishermen is to the development of Pensacola’'sgpiteday waterfront. While the survival of the
city’s major fish houses hinged on relatively drve social, economic, and political
circumstances at the turn of the 20th century, guieged fishing of the Gulf's red snapper
severely diminished fish population sizes and whiwgignificant obstacles to the sustainability
of industry-scale red snapper fishittgTo elucidate the relationship between nature aittire
in the Gulf of Mexico during the era of major conmaial red snapper fishing, this chapter
discusses the biological profile of red snappex,rthtural habitat of the fish as it relates to the
movements of Pensacola’s commercial fleet, andh¢ladth of the industry based on catch size
data collected from a variety of historical sources

Red Snapper Biology

As one of the most abundant Gulf fishes, notedady as 1764 by British officials

visiting Pensacola, red snappkufjanus campechanubecame the focus of serious commercial

fishing efforts by the city in the 1876% Red snapper were a favorite among fishermen and

%4 United States Department of the Interior, 27-34mBer, 42-43.

3% George Johnstone to the Board of Trade, NovembEr®, Colonial Office 5/574 Papers: 134,
University Archives and West Florida History Centgniversity of West Florida, Pensacola, FL; Camié,
United States Department of Commerce, Bureau difgfiss, 3. Many documentary sources before 1955 use
Lutjanus ayalutjanus blackfordii andLutjanus campechanusterchangeably to describe commercially fished red
shapper. Today, the scientific naingtjanus campechantis the only one used to describe the fish.
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consumers for their deep red color, delicious tasise of catch, and general abundarite.

Apart from their red coloration, red snapper astidguishable by long, triangular faces with a
fairly sloped upper face and large canine teeth Ean grow as large as 40 inches (1.0 meters)
in length and can weigh as much as 50 pounds KIBgrams). Red snapper also have relatively
high life expectancies: the oldest recorded fisk @faproximately 57 years old. Females
reproduce at around two years of age, with largleler fish producing substantially more eggs
than smaller, younger fish. The primary diet of sedpper includes smaller fish, shrimp, crab,
marine worms, octopus, and sqdid.

On a global scale, the habitation range for reghgeais fairly limited. Red snapper are
common to the entirety of the Gulf of Mexico, advas the southeastern Atlantic coast of North
America and the northern Atlantic coast of Southetica. Specific locales of habitation for red
shapper depend somewhat on their developmental.siagenile snapper live in shallower
waters over sandy or muddy bottoms. Adult snagpmawever, typically thrive in deeper water
from 5-53 fathoms (30-318 feet/9.1-96.9 metersh@lthe continental shelf. These adult fish
dwell close to the seafloor near hard structuresuding coral reefs, artificial reefs, limestone

protrusions, ledges, or caves, and along areasbwitom contours such as gullies or lumps.

% Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Flagid275; Camber, 16-17.The Gulf of Mexico is also
home to a number of other species of snapper, ofiaghich are edible and more popular among reaeati
fishermen. Common species include vermilion snafiRRomboplites aurorubehgray or mangrove snapper
(Lutjanus griseul and yellowtail snappecyrus chrysus None of these species grow to the size of tHe re
shapper and are thus less desirable to commeistiarmen.

%7 Cathleen Bester, “Northern Red Snapper Biolodrrafile,” Florida Museum of Natural History,
http://www.flmnh.ufl.edu/fish/Gallery/Descript/Red&pper/Redsnapper.html (accessed July 16, 2013).

%8 United States Department of the Interior, 8; UhiBtates Department of Commerce, Bureau of
Fisheries, 5.
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Fishing Grounds

During the period in which Pensacola boasted aansxte fishing industry based on red
snapper, the grounds from which fishermen coulditatay catch their fish changed
substantially (see fig. 30). The earliest yearsashmercial fishing after the establishment of the
Pensacola Fish Company in 1872 (an offshoot okpréneur S.C. Cobb’s Pensacola Ice
Company) saw catches from within the 40-fathom {&#1/73.1-meter) line between Mobile,
Alabama, and Fort Walton Beach, FlorfdACobb chartered many of the fishermen and fishing
vessels during these years, most arriving from Eegland to fish during the winter montffS.
By 1883, with the establishment of the Warren simpany and the E.E. Saunders Company
(later renamed E.E. Saunders & Co.), fishing greusxpanded farther to the east to include the
area south of Cape St. George, Floritfa.

The Pensacola fish companies had establishedtave®ygpermanent red snapper fishing
fleet by 1885, though fishermen already noted ardshing fish population within the 40-
fathom (240-foot/73.1-meter) line of the continéstaelf along the coasts of Alabama and
northwest Florida. Research missions conductedrdlibaAlbatrossby Silas Stearns, brother-
in-law to Andrew F. Warren of the Warren Fish Compand one of the first naturalists in
Pensacola, attempted to locate new grounds foraetsscommercial fishing to expldf

Stearns’s explorations led to the discovery ofleegrounds south of Tampa, Florida, along the

%9 Camber, 10-11.

30 gijlas Stearns, “On the Position and Charactesistiche Fishing Grounds of the Gulf of Mexico,” in
U.S. Commission of Fish and FisheriBsilletin of the U.S. Fish CommissiéWashington D.C.: Government
Printing Office, 1884), 289; Collins, “Notes on thiesheries of Western Florida,” 296.

%1 camber, 10-11.

362 bid., 10-11.
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Figure 30. Changes in red snapper commercial fispiounds in the Gulf of Mexico from 1865-
1950.Source:U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of ComnadrEisheriesA Review of the Gulf
of Mexico Red Snapper Fisheby James S. Carpenter, Circular 208 (Washind@h,1965).
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continental shelf to the Dry Tortuga®.The discovery of these grounds was of critical
importance for the survival of red snapper comnafhing; however, the typical live-welled
schooner smacks sailing from Pensacola were iippgal to deliver fresh fish from these
relatively distant locations. Additionally, live Weatches were limited to 5,000-6,000 pounds
(2,268.0-2,721.6 kilograms) and the profits froralsa catch would have likely been insufficient
to pay for a crew traveling to the Dry Tortugasnfr®ensacol&*

Though the fish companies used imported ice ard-bgttomed vessels to some extent
after 1885 for fishing more distant grounds, a nandf developments after 1895 truly allowed
the industry to reach a new level of profitabilifrst, commercial red snapper fishermen began
to experiment with fishing along the continentati§lof the Mexican Coast north and northwest
of the Yucatan Peninsula around 1892. Known a€dmapeche Banks, the grounds proved
exceptionally fertil€’®® Second, the development of artificial ice anddbenection of Pensacola
to national railroad lines in the mid-1890s allowedthe quick transportation of fresh fish to
and from great distances (see chapter f#/oAs a result, many of the industry’s vessels began
rely solely on cheaply produced artificial ice am@ans of transporting fresh fish, and
subsequently moved away from live-welled ves&¥lginally, the successful marketing of fresh

red snapper to markets in the southeast, midwedtnartheast United States created strong

363 stearns, “Examination of the Fisheries in the ®filflexico,” 286-287.
364 |bid.; Camber, 11.
3% U.S. Department of the Interior, 7-8.

3¢ Clay E. Porch and Stephen C. Turner, “Reconstigdtie Commercial Landings of Red Snapper in the
Gulf of Mexico from 1872 to 1963 American Fisheries Society Symposion(2007): 338.

%7 Collins, “Notes of the Fisheries of Western Flarid293; Hamilton, 4; U.S. Department of the Inberi
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demand for the fish, one that could be met onlgxyloitation of the Campeche Barf8 For
all of these reasons, the Campeche Banks becanpeittary fishing grounds for Pensacola and
northern Gulf of Mexico commercial red snapperiighby 1897.

The movement of the main commercial fishing fleéenf the northern Gulf at this time
created some opportunity for independent commetfisiaihg from Pensacola dominated
primarily by “Black” and “Mulatto” crews?® Discussed in greater detail in chapters three and
four, these racially and ethnically diverse crewsdally utilized smaller sailing craft,
commonly referred to as chings. Though unableke tery large catches back to Pensacola,
many of these independent commercial fishermeramest lifestyles similar to those men who
worked directly for the city’s fish hous8. Thus, while the near-shore grounds were
undoubtedly no longer profitable for the major coenamal fish operations, these grounds

remained fertile enough to sustain small-scale ceraial red snapper fishing from Pensacola.

38 stearns, “Eating Neglected Fishes,” 387-388; D&partment of the Interior, 25.

%9 United States Bureau of the CengRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotiited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 142ited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @anBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBit1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBagpulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$SFlorida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distri;t1236;
Fredericksen, interview; Hargis. The United Stdéeleral censuses from 1850-1930 use the terms KB&awd
“Mulatto” as racial types. The use of these typescmntinued here only to show the presence ordéacécial
divisions during this period.

370 see chapter 4.
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With the abandonment of the near-shore groundsbgdtola’s fish houses after 1897, a
number of smaller commercial red snapper fishingrajpons also established themselves
throughout northwest Florida to fish the northemdfGSmaller centers of red snapper fishing in
Florida included Tampa, Carrabelle, Apalachicokmd&ma City, and Niceville. Despite the
minor success of these centers, none achievedznersprofitability of the major operation in
Pensacold’

Fishing Methods and Gear

After 1900, very little about Pensacola commerfisdling methodology changed until
the middle of the 20th century. Tight-bottomed swier smacks continued to grow in all
dimensions of size and auxiliary engines altereddcomotive composition of the fleet, but the
equipment used to catch fish on a daily basis @i In 1935, Norman Jarvis, Assistant
Fisheries Technologist with the United States Bum&aFisheries, described the continued use of
handlining since the development of the red snafipieery after the Civil War. Handlining is a
simple method of fishing with roots in the northéitantic fisheries’’? For red snapper fishing
in the Gulf, fishermen would draw a length of 1@thbms (600 feet/182.9 meters) from No. 12
tarred cotton line, coil it in a small wooden talnd attach a pear-shaped lead of approximately
3.75 pounds (1.7 kilograms). Attached to the l@ashort brass rod ended in an eye and box
swivel with two or three-foot gangings, each witN@ 5 Mustad japanned hook (see fig. ¥%).

Typically, fishermen stocked vessels with frestpgldk, menhaden, cigarfish, shrimp, and

371 United States Department of the Interior, 7; CamB&-39.

372 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifdfies, 4-7.

373 |bid. The term “japanned” refers to the type afgaer finish on the hook.
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squid as bait and salt it for preservation durimgjburney out to the red snapper groutids.
According to Jarvis, a skilled crew on a good dayld catch up to 7,000-10,000 pounds
(3,175.1-4,536.0 kilograms) of snapper with welitéd handline$’ In 1955, C. Isaac Camber,
Fisheries Scientist from the University of MiamMarine Laboratory, noted only small
additional changes to the method of red snappleinfis which included the transition to untarred
Nos. 54 and 96 hard lay net twine for the lines @redincreasing use of Kirby Nos. 3, 4, and 5
hooks®"®

Despite the dedication to traditional handliningtinoels, some experimentation in more
efficient ways to catch red snapper did take plBeging Jarvis’s survey of the fishery in 1935,
his research vessel attempted to use trawl lind3N&est Indies-style fish traps to catch snapper.
Unfortunately, neither yielded exciting resultsvisdetermined that trawl lines were ineffective
in catching red snapper, but may have some fututiee grouper fishery. The fish traps were
more successful, with a total of 99 red snappegleaduring six trials. Though Jarvis
determined that fish traps might be able to supplerthe existing handlines, later reports on the
fishery do not seem to indicate that fishermen @nnted the use of fish trapé.

A few of the final, minor changes to commercial se@pper fishing methods arrived

little more than a decade before the closure o&aria’s major fish houses. In 1950, Warren
Fish Company’s Charles M. Greene, Jr. developealgepdriven reel to be utilized with

stainless steel line that could recover the longdhaes quickly. The cost of installing these

374 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifefies, 4.
37 bid., 6.
376 Camber, 18-19.

377 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifdfies, 23-28.
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electric reels was too much for the declining fistuses, however, and the Warren Fish
Company developed a cheaper, hand-powered realsbdta bicycle’s braking coaster as a
reeling mechanism. These hand-powered reels bedately popular among the Campeche
Banks fishermen of the 1950s. Finally, the addibbfathometers (depth finders) to the fishing
fleet in these later years allowed captains to neasgly track and record favorite fishing spots.
With the addition of these technologies, the conumaéfleet achieved substantially greater
fishing productivity in the years after 1988.
Historical Catch Data and Fishery Health

To better understand the condition of the GulMeixico red snapper fishery during the
lifespan of commercial fishing from Pensacola, camfpive data on the size of red snapper
catches for available years from 1880-1951 mayiddie some of the issues the industry faced
as it fell into decline in the mid-20th centurygéie 32 charts the sizes of red snapper catches in
millions of pounds coming into Escambia County riela, based on C. Isaac Camber’s

analysis®’®

Despite gaps for years with no available catch deta, catch sizes over the survey
period reveal a great deal about the historicalemadiogical situations of the Pensacola’s red
snapper industry. After a period of strong grovegditch sizes peaked around 1900, but declined
by approximately 2,000,000 pounds (907,184.7 kdawg) by 1916. After 1916, catch sizes
stabilized until 1930, when they declined by anoth&00,000 pounds (680,388.6 kilograms).

Some increase in catch sizes occurred in the 886sland late 1940s but never returned to

anything above 3,000,000 pounds (1,360,777.1 kilwg) between 1930-198% Although data

378 United States Department of the Interior, 10-1dmBer, 18-21.
379 Camber, 35. The City of Pensacola resides in Esza@ounty, Florida.

380 |bid.
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Catch Sizes in Red Snapper for Escambia County, 1880-1951
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Figure 32. Line graph of changes in overall caizh of red snapper in Escambia County from 1880t195
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for the years after 1951 does not exist for Escar@lmunty alone, historical data suggests that
catch sizes increased fairly dramatically with algelition of more efficient technologies to the
fleet until the mid-1960s, the time when commeropgal snapper fishing from Pensacola largely
fell apart®®*

Considering the significant movement of the Penlsalt@et’'s common fishing grounds
in the first few decades of the industry, one enataon for the continued decline in catch sizes
after the turn of the 20th century is overfishihngan 1885 bulletin of the U.S. Fish Commission,
naturalist Silas Stearns relayed considerable addoouit the future of the red snapper in the area:
“Most of the old fishing-grounds, which were langeextent and numerous, are nearly
barren....3%? Stearns’s research and a general feeling thatdtteern Gulf of Mexico grounds
were no longer profitable were important motivatiothe search for new grounds like the Dry
Tortugas and Campeche Bariks.

Although gaps in catch size data for red snapen £880-1951 make it difficult for
modern researchers to piece together the hist@amdbgical situation of the Gulf of Mexico
fishery, management plans and assessments condlu¢hexd1980s following the passage of the
1976 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Management and Gatiger Act concluded that the red
snapper population in the Gulf of Mexico was histalty overfished and continued to be
overfished®* A significant factor in the population’s depletj@atcording to subsequent reports,

had been the overharvesting of fertile fish. Silacger and more commercially desirable red

381 porch and Turner, 340-342.
382 stearns, “Examination of the Fisheries in the @filflexico,” 286-287.
33 |bid.; U.S. Department of the Interior, 7-8.

#4Hood, Strelchek, and Steele, 268-269; C. Philliqm@®ear Recent Trends in the Red Snapper Fishery
of the Gulf of MexicdMiami, FL: Southeast Fisheries Center CoastabRe®s Division, 1988), 1-15.
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snapper females have the ability to produce expaigmmore eggs than smaller females, the
population in the Gulf was likely unable to keepwith commercial demand each spawning
seasorn™” In addition, the growing popularity of Gulf of Mieo’s shrimp fishery in the early to
mid-20th century led to significant bycatches ofgnile red snappéf® Thus, while historical
commercial red snapper fishing is not wholly respble for the diminishing Gulf of Mexico
population, years of unregulated fishing took assaifitial toll on the fishery.

In part, however, historical circumstances can hkp describe the fluctuations seen in
overall red snapper catch sizes. Figure 33 chanef the major historical events around the
turn of the 20th century against a backdrop offtatzes in millions of pounds coming into
Escambia County from 1880-198¥.The first 20 years of commercial red snapper fighi
shows a steady rise in catch sizes with the expardicommercial vessel sizes, the exploration
of new fishing grounds, and the opening of the Gachp Banks in the mid to late 18983,

After the turn of the century, catch sizes declisethewhat, due most likely to the severe
damage that the Pensacola waterfront suffered afiiesually devastating hurricanes in 1906,
1916, and 1926. The loss of some fishing vesseldighermen to the merchant marine during

World War | likely also contributed to the diministh catch sizes after 196%.

385 Cathleen Bester, “Northern Red Snapper Biologrrafile.”

3% Dhazn Gillig, Wade L. Griffin, and Teofilo Ozuni,, “A Bioeconomic Assessment of Gulf of Mexico
Red Snapper Management Policieg;ansactions of the American Fisheries Sock39 (2001): 123-126.

387 Camber, 35.
38 |bid.; U.S. Department of the Interior, 7-8.

39 U.S. Department of the Interior, 27.
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Catch Sizes in Red Snapper for Escambia County, 1880-1951
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Figure 33. Line graph of changes in overall caizbk of red snapper in Escambia County from 1880t19%h contemporaneous
historical events.
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One of the most dramatic drops in catch size duhegsurveyed years aligns temporally
with the stock market crash in late 1929 and tkealtemg Great Depression. Due to financial
hardships faced by many Americans, the Pensastidhbuses saw a decreased demand for
fresh fish in the more expensive, distant mark&t€atch sizes recovered somewhat by the mid-
1930s, but dropped again with America’s entrante World War Il. Like during World War |,
many of the fishing vessels and fishermen of Parlagcined merchant marine forces.
Additionally, the fish houses of Pensacola joinee war effort by putting many of their
resources toward shipbuilding. The Warren Fish Camygpin particular, converted some
existing commercial fishing vessels into coastalesweepers and built at least thocentor
class coastal minesweepers based on United Statgsdésigns®*

Following World War I, catch sizes increased, wstime fluctuation, into the mid-
1960s. Although data for Escambia County for theryafter 1951 could not be recovered,
comparable data from a modern report utilizing EdhiStates Fishery Statistics for west Florida
and all northern Gulf states reveals a massiveespikatch sizes in the early 1960s (see fig.
34)3% A similar positive trend for Escambia County leely since, between 1880 and 1951,
Escambia County represented anywhere from 48.894.6%6 of the overall catch for west

Florida3?® Although this research did not focus on the engimé motor-powered red snapper

390 U.S. Department of the Interior, 27; Camber, 42-43

%1 Arnold S. Lott,Most Dangerous Sea: A History of Mine Warfare, andAccount of U.S. Navy Mine
Warfare Operations in World War Il and Koreli¢nasha, WI: George Banta Company, Inc., 195983&43oseph
M. Radigan, ConquererfAMc 70),” NavSource Naval History, http://www.reource.org/archives/11/03070.htm
(Accessed September 27, 2013). Joseph M. Radigamdues{AMc 71),” NavSource Naval History,
http://www.navsource.org/archives/11/03071.htm @ssed September 27, 2013). Approximately 70 okthes
Navy-designed minesweepers were built in 15 diffeshipyards across the United States.

392 porch and Turner, 341-342. After 1951, catch dite appears to no longer have been taken spdgifica
from Escambia County. Instead, in the years foltm 951, overall catch sizes incorporated the emtinf west
Florida.

393 Camber, 35.

163



fishing vessels running from Pensacola after 1883¢rical documents do not reveal the kind of
expansion in fleet size that would create suchaandtic rise in catch sizes after 1951. Rather,
the significant increase in catch size was likalg ¢h part to the new, more efficient reeling and
depth-finding technologies introduced into the coeneial fishing fleets in the 19568

Despite the fairly successful effort to restore phestige of the commercial red snapper
fishing in the early 1960s, Pensacola’s major fishses fell apart during these years, plagued
with an aging fleet, a new 200-nautical mile Mexi¢aclusive Economic Zone, and a
diminishing red snapper population throughout thef.&”° Although commercial red snapper
fishing continued from Pensacola on a much smadale into the 1970s, the Gulf of Mexico
shrimp fishery quickly became the new focus of caromal efforts and red snapper fishing was
relegated to new importance as a recreationalsiwupiastime?®

An Unknown Future

One of the enduring legacies of the historicalsedpper fishing industry from Pensacola
is the raging controversy over the health of théf GuMexico fishery. With the passage of the
1976 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Management and Gatiger Act, drawing all United States
fisheries under the governance of Regional FisMagagement Councils and the National
Marine Fisheries Service, the Gulf of Mexico FishBtanagement Council targeted the red

snapper fishery in 1984 as a significantly ovedisistock’®” Enacting a Fisheries Management

394 Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 267; U.S. Departmiifie Interior, 10-11; Camber, 45.
3% porch and Turner, 337-338, 352.

39 Bob JonesThe Gulf of Mexico: A Very Brief Historical Perspige (Tallahassee, FL: Southeastern
Fisheries Association, Inc.), 2-3.

37 Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 267-268.
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Catch Sizes in Red Snapper, 1880-1963
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Figure 34. Line graph of changes in overall catzb of red snapper in Escambia County, west Flpadd all Gulf States from
1880-1963.
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Plan to increase spawning stock biomass (the brgegmipulation of red snapper fish in the Gulf
of Mexico) while balancing the socio-economic dedsaf Gulf commercial and recreational
fishermen, the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Managemenuol implemented quotas, limited access
fishing permits, trip limit regulations, and clossehsons to help regulate fishif{g.

While there is some agreement among fisheries ssigand managers that the Gulf's
red snapper population is recovering due to regofaheasures, policies have remained
relatively restrictive for both commercial and eational fishermen. In 1990, the first effective
year for commercial red snapper fishing quotas,mmengial fishermen were limited to a total
catch of 3,100,000 pounds (1,406,136.3 kilograrm$sb (gutted weight) from the Gulf of
Mexico with a size limit of 13 inches (0.3 meteos)more>*® The Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council loosened overall catch sizelaigns for commercial fishermen in 2006,
allowing 4,190,000 pounds (1,900,552.0 kilogranid)st (gutted weight) for commercial
fishermen. The implementation of the Red Snappdirvidual Fishing Quota Program the
following year has also continued to slowly increaserall catch size for the GUff For 2013,
commercial fishermen could catch a total of 4,300,founds (1,950,447.2 kilograms) of red

snapper (gutted weight§*

3% Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Coun@eliminary Draft of Red Snapper Individual Fishing
Quota Program: 5-year RevieWTampa, FL: Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Gay 2013), 7.

399 Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 274. The 1990 aarehlimit is roughly equivalent to the overall dain
red snapper going through Escambia County in 1889.

%0 Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 61.

%1 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administratiosteries Southeast Regional OffiGylf of Mexico
Red Snapper Quota Increase and Recreational Se&sequently Asked Questions, May 2013
http://sero.nmfs.noaa.gov/sustainable_fisheries/@apuments/pdfs/qulf _of mexico/reef fish/2013/gudf 2013 s
eason_faqs_052313.pdf (accessed July 21, 20h8)2013 catch size limit is roughly equivalentite overall catch
in red snapper going through Escambia County ir6189
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Some researchers argue that the current red sniggipery is more productive than ever
thanks, in large part, to juvenile shelters prosgitg new artificial reef programs and the
prevalence of oil and gas platforms in the GulMgXxico. Fisheries scientists Robert Shipp and
Stephen Bordone concluded in 2009 that:

The deployment of petroleum structures in the midrtieth

century in the western Gulf and thousands of aréfireefs in the

north central Gulf have markedly increased red pagpabitat in

those areas. Currently, snapper populations arawitificial reefs

in the north central and northwestern Gulf supploet majority of

the U.S. harvest. If habitat is limiting, the dewgons of

“overfishing” and *“overfished” may be misleading, nda

“unrealized harvest potential” may be a more adeudescriptor

of the current status of the stock given the ineedapresence of

additional habitat for red snapp&f.
Arguments like those of Shipp and Bortone fueldak among both commercial and recreational
fishermen for the substantial relaxing of red smagishing regulations in the Gulf of Mexico,
regulations they feel significantly affect theirdlihoods?®® Other fisheries scientists argue,
however, that determining population health bagethe variety of artificial reefs in the
northern Gulf of Mexico is misleading and potenjiaamaging to conservation effoff§.

Though the degree to which the red snapper fishasybounced back in recent years is a

source for some debate, the role of historical cencial fishing efforts from Pensacola in

shaping the modern ecological landscape is undeni@be movement of the city’s fishing fleet

92 Robert L. Shipp and Stephen A. Bortone, “A Pertipeon the Importance of Artificial Habitat on the
Management of Red Snapper in the Gulf of MexideViews in Fisheries Scienté (2009): 41.

03 Stephen T. Szedlmayer, “An evaluation of the biemef artificial habitats for red snappéutjanus
campechanusn the northeast Gulf of MexicoProceedings of the Gulf and Caribbean Fisheriesitune 59
(2007): 223-224; William E. Gibson, “Fishermen wéotser limits as red snapper make comeba8lyi Sentinel
May 9, 2013; “Red snapper fishing ‘haves’ are suhey‘have-nots,News Herald July 14, 2013.

404 J.H. Cowan, Jr. et al., “Red snapper managemeheiGulf of Mexico: science- or faith-based?”
Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheri2$ (2011): 200.
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due to a noticeably diminishing red snapper popuidbegan as early as 1883 and no effort
toward conservation was made until nearly a cerater*%> A variety of historical, social, and
economic circumstances may have challenged thevaliof Pensacola’s major fish houses and
the lively community of fishermen in the city frob880 to the mid-1960s, but unrestricted
exploitation of the Gulf of Mexico red snapper sy and over-reliance on what eventually
became Mexican territorial waters were ultimatelgjon factors in the Gulf-wide decline of the
once lucrative commercial red snapper fishing eéffdthile the local fishing economy now
draws heavily on tourists who flock to Pensacola tae northwest Florida Gulf Coast for
recreational red snapper fishing, the tourism itrgunust also work within the boundary of
regulatory measures inherited from its commeraiatipcessot?® Ultimately, Pensacola’s
historical red snapper fishing industry represemrt@@w dynamic in the balance of the Gulf's
marine environment, a balance cultivated over taonds of years and upset far more quickly by

industrial-era culture.

405 stearns, “Examination of the Fisheries in the ®filflexico,” 286-287; Hood, Strelcheck, and Steel,
267-268.

4% National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administratiosheries Southeast Regional OffiGlf of Mexico
Red Snapper Quota Increase and Recreational Se&sequently Asked Questions, May 2013
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CHAPTER VI
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Analysis of several aspects of the historical Beaka commercial fishing industry in
previous chapters highlights the dynamic relatigmletween human culture and the natural
environment. Whether expressed through its vessdle culture of its fishermen, the survival
of red snapper commercial fishing from Pensacdiadesubstantially upon its environmental
context. Similarly, the marine ecology of the GafifMexico influenced the means by which
commercial fishermen spent their time in searca pfofitable catch. By weaving these various
components together into a single narrative, a rholistic perspective of Pensacola’s brief
venture into commercial red snapper fishing anéffiscts on the modern Pensacola community
emerges.

Marine resources have played an importiamiyue duréegole in sustaining human
populations living in northwest Florida. Archaealoag sites reveal that freshwater and saltwater
resources were incorporated into daily consumpmm®early as the Woodland Period (1,000
B.C.—A.D. 1,000Y" By the 18th century, colonial Europeans similaggognized the potential
of northwest Florida’s abundance of marine fatfiandustry-scale utilization of marine
resources, however, did not begin in the area thdilate 19th century. During the
Reconstruction of the 1870s, New England commefisling entrepreneurs and their crews of

fishermen saw ample opportunity to develop a bissinleat could rival its New England

407 Milanich, 117-119; Benséjawkshaw: Prehistory and History in an Urban Neightood in Pensacola,
Florida, 15, 161.

“% George Johnstone to the Board of Trade, NovembEr®4, Colonial Office 5/574 Papers: 134,
University Archives and West Florida History Centgniversity of West Florida, Pensacola, FL.
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counterpart. Due to its relative abundance andapgtaste, red snapper became the target fish
for commercial effort§%°

With a number of commercial fish houses estabtishé?ensacola by 1885, business in
red snapper began to boom locally and regiorfaflfechnological developments, including the
introduction of artificial ice and new railway cagations from Pensacola to the eastern Atlantic
seaboard and the midwest, provided for substagrtoaith within the industry by the early
1890s** A resulting desire for fresh red snapper droveinbestry to new heights around the
turn of the 20th century. Employing a large numiiieiishermen and dockworkers along the
Pensacola waterfront, commercial fishing helpedsi@m Pensacola into one of the most active
and cosmopolitan ports in the southeastern UnitatbS*?

Filling a number of the wharves on the port of $s@ola waterfront, commercial fishing
vessels were exceptional examples of “objects fuiesi] to accomplish specific venturds®
Selected by the fishermen who captained them, thessels provided for all the needs of their
crews while allowing for substantial economic raguto the various fish companies in

Pensacola. As a purposeful reflection of many ciffié needs, commercial fishing vessels were

thus ideally suited to accomplish their task.

409 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid276.

“O\Warren, 331; Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries afatérn Florida,” 296.

“11 Charters of the Bank of Pensacola; Alabama, Floraia Georgia railroad company; Pensacola and
Perdido rail road company; Blakely and Perdido reslad company; Montgomery rail road company; anthge
and Tennessee rail road comparg. John C. Clark; Hine§orporate History of the Louisville & Nashville
Railroad Company and Roads in its Syst#@7,; Warren 331.

412 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid294; Hamilton, 4.

13 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifefies, 2.
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The largest type of fishing vessels utilized byitstustry was the two-masted schooner,
or “smack,” of approximately 30-100 feet (9.1-3n8ters) in lengt** The Pensacola fleet was
comprised of both commercial fishing schooners @argrged in the New England fishery and
Florida-built schooners based on New England deéigiThe first schooners engaged in
commercial red snapper fishing from Pensacola aoeddive wells designed to keep fish fresh
during short trips to the relatively close north@ulf fishing ground$*® As artificial ice
capabilities allowed for trips to more fertile, @ist grounds in the southern Gulf, fishermen
utilized tight-bottomed vessels with larger holdsarry more fish and more ice from greater
distance$!” To accommodate larger crews for a longer pericihoé, and to satisfy the
increasing demand for red snapper, vessels steg@ily in size throughout the lifespan of the
Pensacola’s historical red snapper fishing induggy1930, the average length of these vessels
increased nearly 100% from 44.6 feet (13.6 meter88.8 feet (27.1 meters). Even more
impressive, vessels’ average gross tonnage inateesely 400% from 18.8 tons in 1881 to 96.6

tons in 19308

414 Steffy, 23.

15 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®283.
418 Carpenter, 2.

“ Ibid.

18 United States Treasury Department, Bureau ofSiggi Thirteenth Annual List of Merchant Vessels of
the United Statedl-185. United States Treasury Department, Buoédavigation,Twenty-Third Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State497; United States Treasury Department, Bucéadlavigation,Thirty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-201; United States Department of Commerce and
Labor, Bureau of Navigatiomorty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels otthited States]-127; United
States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Navigafidty-Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels ofithged
States 1-59; United States Department of Commerce, BucddNavigationMerchant Vessels of the United States
568-613.
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Archaeological evidence largely supports the changéensacola commercial fishing
vessels over time as documented in historical gsuithree shipwrecks in particular, the
Snapper wreck, Hamilton’s wreck, and the alleBedcilla, exhibit characteristics of the later
years of commercial fishing: tight-bottomed hults)ger lengths, and deeper holds. The wrecks
also provide insight into additional features ofrcoercial fishing vessels working from
Pensacola. The Snapper wreck has a unique arciidbetement, a “Great Beam” separating the
vessel's main deck from the quarter deck, thabhstl evidence confirms as a feature of only
New England-built vessefs? The large material cultural assemblage found soeiation with
Hamilton’s wreck indicates a turn-of-the-20th-cegtworking-class vessel with significant
accommodation for food preparation and servingyelsas personal hygierfé? Though lacking
substantial architectural or material culture remainvestigations of the alleg@udiscilla
revealed characteristics of most late 19th-centongmercial fishing schooners that include a
double-frame construction and the mixed use oh@#and iron fastenef§!

As the large, deep-hulled schooners owned byishenbuses slowly moved south in
search of new grounds, a smaller class of fishaggel, the chingamaring or “ching,” began to
exploit the abandoned northern Gulf fishing groutfdsVithout any substantial historical or
archaeological evidence related to them, theseelseage difficult to characterize. Based on
historical descriptions, chings were likely opercidboats with three masts and a vertical,

square-shaped stern. Chings carried between thise inen, though traveled only as far as 150

19 Raupp, “Hook, Line, and Sinker: Historical and Aaeological Investigations of the Snapper Wreck
(8SR1001),” 105.

420 Moore, 109-110, 112-113, 117-1109.
421 Meide, McClean, and Wiser, 96-98.

22 Carpenter, 2.
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miles (241.4 kilometers) offshore to return 3,0000® pounds (1360.8-2268 kilograms) of red
snapper on any given trip. With neither live welts enclosed hulls to ice fish, the amount of
time chings could spend at sea was fairly limited did not seem to have exceeded six d&ys.

Though without any quantitative data to documdainges to ching vessels over the span
of the Pensacola’s red snapper fishing industesehressels would have undoubtedly gone
through the same process of selection that thedachooners went through. Not only could
chings carry a fairly substantial catch and langgwvodespite their small size and open-deck
nature, they were readily available to independishing operations, often as rentals from the
Pensacola bar pilof§?

As the major seafaring profession in the city by@&ishermen serving aboard smacks
and chings represented a variety of different ethaicial, and national backgrourfddMany of
the locally born men held Iberian ancestry, reffegthe status of Pensacola as a Spanish colony
until 1821. Other local fishermen were commonlyegatized as “Black” or “Mulatto” in federal
census records and likely had some degree of Afiacecestry. Non-local fishermen hailed from
areas throughout the Atlantic, particularly thetheast United States, Scandinavia, and southern

European countries like Greece and It&8RDespite their diversity, commercial fishermen

2 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifefies, 7.

424 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid®285; United States Department of Commerce,
Bureau of Fisheries, 8.

4% United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifdfies, 7-8.

2% United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States

Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 19, 1444ited States Bureau of the Cendespulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEbrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 1i52ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
21, 1-35; United States Bureau of the CenBogulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thieed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 143iited States Bureau of the Cende@spulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatEkrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 23, 1438ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
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carried a distinct fishing culture cultivated thghmout the Atlantic that included unique styles of
dress, maritime-influenced manners of communicatmgl an established sense of individuality.

In the 30 years after the establishment of thé Fesisacola fish house in 1872, the length
and style of commercial fishing trips changed dcadliy. When offshore prior to 1890,
fishermen worked in small crews of six or sevenviaiials on short trips within the boundaries
of the continental shelf in the northern Gulf of fit®.**” Following the discovery of the more
fertile Campeche Banks of the Yucatan Peninsuthsmapper fishing trips after 1890 traveled
nearly 600 miles (965.6 kilometers) from Pensacspanding up to a month at sea on the larger,
tight-bottomed smack®® As is evidenced by the material culture foundsaaiation with
Hamilton’s wreck, fishermen required significandifferent accommodations to survive on
these long trips. Food preparation, personal camdod entertainment were necessities for
keeping the crew in good heaftH.

Interestingly, the trend in traveling to the Cawctpe Banks for red snapper led to the
development of niche “beach” fishing operations.mdany black and mulatto fishermen did not
ship to sea on the commercial vessels headingteduthern Gulf of Mexico, such individuals
primarily utilized chings to catch snapper indepamtty of the city’s large fish houses. Though

not employed by them, these men often sold théohes to the fish houses and played a

24, 1-24; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 25, 1U8jted States Bureau of the Cend@gpulation Schedules of the
twelfth census of the United StatE®rida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 26, 1118ited States Bureau of the
CensusPopulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District
27, 1-64; United States Bureau of the CenBagulation Schedules of the twelfth census of thiteed States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 28, 1-44.

42T Eredericksen, interview.
28 Carpenter, 7-8.

429 Moore, 109-110, 112-113, 117-1109.
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significant role in the city’s industi?° The extent to which life aboard chings mirroredtth
aboard the larger schooners is difficult to deteeased on the paucity of historical and
archaeological evidence. Ethnic and racial backgusugenerally differing from those aboard
commercial smacks, would have certainly played@iroshaping the offshore lifestyles of
independent fishermen.

Despite the demands of spending days at sea shiaditrip, most commercial
fishermen had permanent roots in the working-ahesghborhoods west of Palafox Street. Other
fishermen settled in dormitory-style housing sugglby the major fishes on the Baylen and

Palafox Street wharvés! The city’s fishermen also had a local reputationdver-zealous

*% Hargis.

31 United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 11dited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehithe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBapulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$Florida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distr;t1236;
United States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 174, 1-6; Uniteat€3t Bureau of the Censigpulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 22, 1438ited States Bureau of
the CensusRopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftfited Stated-lorida, Pensacola. United States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofitiited StatePensacola, Enumeration
District 29, 1-64; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseoftiited
States Pensacola, Enumeration District 30, 1-61; Uniates Bureau of the CensBepulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 31, 1{3@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censusedftiited Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 32, 1-58; United States Bureau of the @spBopulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 33, 148dited States Bureau of the CendRgpulation Schedules
of the fourteenth census of the United Stdtéarida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 34, 15dited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofittited States-lorida, Pensacola. United
States Bureau of the CensBgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 36, 1-61; United States Burefthe CensusXopulation Schedules of the fourteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 37, 142ited States Bureau of the Census,
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drinking and spending in the saloons and brothelsgaSouth Palafox Street and West Zaragoza
Street’*? While there is undoubtedly some truth to thesestatearly 50% of fishermen lived

with close relatives or with nuclear famfly? Though many more fishing smack captains had
wives and children, some crew sported these tiélset@nshore community as wétf.

Unlike the offshore environment, federal censusms suggest that very little racial
segregation existed onshore. Black and mulatt@fralen commonly lived next door to white
fishermen and had similar familial and marital tids in the ports of New Orleans,
Apalachicola, and Carrabelle during the late 19ith @arly 20th century, an overriding class-
based sense of identity may be the reason fomattledf racial division among fishermen in the
residential area of west Pensacbtfa.

Archaeological evidence recovered from excavatinriBe former residential areas west

of Palafox Street where fishermen once lived largebpports the identity of the community as a

Population Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofttited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 38, 1-
72; United States Bureau of the Cenfgpulation Schedules of the fourteenth censuseofittited Stated-lorida,
Pensacola, Enumeration District 39, 1-31; Uniteate¥t Bureau of the Censipulation Schedules of the
fourteenth census of the United Statdsrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 40, 1-56

32 Hunt, 11.

33 United States Bureau of the CendRspulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States
Florida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 17, 1498ited States Bureau of the Cend@spulation Schedules of the
thirteenth census of the United Statelorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 18, 14@ited States Bureau of
the CensusPopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseoththited States-lorida, Pensacola, Enumeration
District 19, 1-50; United States Bureau of the @anBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 20, 11dited States Bureau of the Cendegpulation Schedules
of the thirteenth census of the United Stafésrida, Pensacola, Enumeration District 21, 1i62ited States
Bureau of the CensuBppulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotihited Stated~lorida, Pensacola,
Enumeration District 22, 1-30; United States Burehthe CensusRopulation Schedules of the thirteenth census of
the United Stated-lorida, Pensacola Ward 1, Enumeration Distr&t1216; United States Bureau of the Census,
Population Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotithited States-lorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration
District 16, 1-29; United States Bureau of the @snBopulation Schedules of the thirteenth censuseotthited
StatesFlorida, Pensacola Ward 14, Enumeration DisBi;t1-26; United States Bureau of the CenBagpulation
Schedules of the thirteenth census of the Unite$SFlorida, Pensacola Ward 3, Enumeration Distri;t12236.

***Hunt, 8.

%35 Rosenberg, 15; Horrell, 76-77.
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working-class one. An abundance of lower-cost wate, earthenware, and stoneware ceramics
dominate the collections, a variety not unlike tletovered in association with Hamilton’s

wreck. Other personal hygiene artifacts from thesmavations, including glass pharmaceutical
jars, ivory/bone toothbrush handles, and ivory/bstnaight razor handles, also correspond well
to those in the Hamilton’s wreck collectié?f. These correlations suggest similar accessibiity t
goods among the individuals living onshore andhudfs.

As dynamic as the vessels and the men of Pensadisliaing industry, the Gulf of
Mexico red snapper fishery of the late 19th andlye20th century underwent dramatic changes
in terms of population density. While the relatalundance of the fish originally drew
commercial fisherman to northwest Florida, traditibfishing grounds along the continental
shelf in the northern Gulf were quickly depletedtie face of industry-scale effoft§.The
discovery of new grounds off Mexico’s Yucatan Penia in the mid-1880s largely saved the
business, though it placed considerably more derpartte fish houses to supply enough men,
ice, and vessels to continue making a pidfit.

Though total commercial catch sizes in red snafipetuated throughout the first half of
the 20th century due to natural, economic, andipalicalamities, Pensacola fish houses were
relatively successful until the 1968%.The establishment of 200-mile (321.9-kilometer)

exclusive economic zones throughout Central andhiSamerica made it illegal for United

%3¢ Norine Carroll, personal communication with authhuly 23, 2013; Jacqueline Rodgers, personal
communication with author, October 12, 2013; Jemriflelcher, personal communication with author,cbet 28,
2013; Moore, 109-110, 112-113, 117-119.

3" Stearns, 289.

3 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®278-279.

439 Camber, 35.
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States commercial fishermen (particularly thoskifig red snapper from northwest Florida) to
exploit the majority of the fertile Campeche Bankdditionally, the passage of the 1976
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Managehaetiand the establishment of the Gulf
of Mexico Fishery Management Council targeted meapper as a severely overfished st6k.
New regulations limited the size and amount ofgedpper that could be caught by commercial
and recreational fishermen and further debilitabedindustry**! Forced to return to the long-
depleted grounds in the northern and eastern Gatlfwere increasingly becoming regulated by
the United States government, Pensacola’s comneedanapper fishing industry quickly fell
apart and the major fish houses closed their doors.

Reflecting on the extent and nature of the chamg@&ensacola commercial fishing
vessels, commercial fishing culture, and the GliNexico red snapper fishery throughout the
late 19th and early 20th century, the dialogue betwhuman culture and the environment is
apparent. The abundance of red snapper in thearar@ulf initially drew entrepreneurial
fishermen to Pensacola after the end of the Cial Vibesirous to establish commercial fishing
operations from the city to take advantage of diceonditions and exploit marine resources
unavailable in New England, industry-scale fishiognmenced as early as 1872Many of the

vessels utilized at this time were contracted resrthishing schooners otherwise not operating

from New England during the winter montf& As regional demand for red snapper increased

*“%Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 267-268.
41 Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 7.
“2\Warren, 331.

443 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flarid283-285.
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by 1885, however, the Pensacola fish houses inv@si full-time commercial fishing fleet
composed of 17 schooners and four sloops crewdd®exceptionally diverse fisherm&H.
Recorded first by red snapper fishery specialistsSstearns in 1885, the northern Gulf
of Mexico red snapper population had noticeablyidismed during the 13 years since
commercial fishing begaff® These industry-influenced changes to the Gulidiglsignificantly
altered the manner of commercial fishing. Fishers@mght new grounds to exploit along the
southern Gulf coast of Florida, the Dry Tortugas] the Campeche Banks off the Yucatan

Peninsuld?®

Fortuitously, the contemporaneous developmenttdiceal ice and new, expedient
railway connections from Pensacola to most of tetexn half of the United States allowed red
snapper fishermen to make profitable venturesésetdistant groundé’ Tight-bottomed
schooners, growing increasingly large, dominated@ampeche Banks and smaller, open-deck
chings took advantage of the deserted groundsindnthern Gulf?®

As a taste for fresh Gulf red snapper spread ad@stern United States railway networks,
demand drove commercial fishing to new heightshwhbre vessels needed to meet demand
and more men needed to crew those vessels, thadedmsvaterfront developed an

exceptionally large working-class community of whitshermen and their families were a

significant part. With a distinctive culture infloeed by both the demands of working in the Gulf

444 Collins, “Notes on the Fisheries of Western Flari®77. The diversity of commercial red snapper
fishermen is a result of their diverse birthplaesdent in United States federal censuses for 183D and
discussed in detail in chapter 4.

445 Stearns, 289.

¢ Carpenter, 7-8.

7 Charters of the Bank of Pensacola; Alabama, Floraia Georgia railroad company; Pensacola and
Perdido rail road company; Blakely and Perdido reslad company; Montgomery rail road company; anthge
and Tennessee rail road compaeg. John C. Clark; Hine§orporate History of the Louisville & Nashville

Railroad Company and Roads in its Syst#@7,; Warren 331.

“48 United States Department of Commerce, Bureausifefies, 7.
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and an Atlantic-wide commercial fishing cultured snapper fishermen had an indelible role in
creating Pensacola’s new status as a large, cosaopport city in the early 20th century. Thus,
while industrial overfishing led to population defpbn among northern Gulf red snapper, those
ecological changes influenced the development tf Bsubstantially altered commercial
fishing fleet, as well as a new, professional aaltidentity among the crews of those vessels.
While the industry fluctuated to some degree follayjthe devastation of hurricanes,
World Wars | and Il, and the Great Depression,smabper fishing continued relatively
unimpeded. Though all-sail vessels largely disapguehy 1930, newly added auxiliary engines
adapted them to the modern waterfr6fltOther new technologies like fathometers, electric
reels, and hand-powered reels continued to incrbasefficiency of red snapper crews into the
1950s*° By the 1970s, however, new political pressuresstablish exclusive economic zones

led to the closure of the Campeche Banks to Pelesfisbermerf'>*

Due to the extreme reliance
on these grounds since the 1890s, the loss of tres@eds dealt a severe blow to the industry.
Commercial fishermen were thus forced to retura still-diminished northern Gulf red snapper
fishery increasingly regulated by the Gulf of Mexi€ishery Management Council under new
federal conservation law/s? Unable to profit under the long-term effects o€antrolled
commercial red snapper fishing, the iconic indusfriPensacola’s waterfront came to a quiet
close.

Based on analysis of the relatively short histdricgectory of commercial red snapper

fishing in Pensacola and northwest Florida, thiiustrial-era culture’s relationship with the

*9Hunt, 23.
**%United States Department of the Interior, 10-1dmBer, 18-21.
1 Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 267-268.

52 Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 7.
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marine environment is essentially a dialectical. dkeethe Gulf of Mexico’s red snapper fishery
exhibited considerable influence on the developmaedtexpansion of commercial fishing

efforts from Pensacola, so too did commercial figirdrive change upon the marine environment
and, essentially, upon itself. In this particuleatbrical case, the dynamics of change largely
resulted in negative, long-term effects on bothaheironment and the industry. Despite the
modern regulation of the fishery and the disappeasa®f the industry from Pensacola, however,
visitors and residents continue to enjoy red snappé other Gulf marine resources through the
city’s sizable charter fishing and tourist indussri As it has in the past, the situation of
Pensacola along the Gulf of Mexico will continuartfiuence cultural interaction with the

marine environment.

In describing and analyzing the nature of the i@ship between Pensacola’s historical
commercial red snapper fishing efforts and its egiclal setting, this research seeks to promote
further attention to the benefits of a historicablegical perspective. Understanding the
continued dynamics of change that culture and @@ ment have upon one another provides
the best means toward approaching a more holitecgretation of human history, one that
weaves together the multiple scales ofékénement, conjuncture, and longue duv&bereas
many previous studies into the Pensacola fishidgstry have focused specifically on
composing basic histories or investigating singat@haeological shipwreck sites, this research
compiles multi-disciplinary data under an anthragatal framework to illuminate the reciprocal
influences of culture and environment on one anof@ther social science enquiries should
consider the applicability of historical ecology@ss all facets of human history and geography.

Resulting from investigation into a variety of astseof historical red snapper fishing
from Pensacola, this research is also signifiqathat it proposes a usable model for potentially

181



determining whether or not a shipwreck is the reamoda commercial fishing vessel.
Archaeologists can utilize reference data colleatethasic ships’ measurements from 1881-
1930, as well as structural and technological dtaretics of known commercial fishing vessel
shipwrecks, to identify years of operation and dhloication. Considering the significant amount
of unassociated shipwrecks in Pensacola and nosti@rida, this model should provide a
valuable resource to archaeologists.

Lastly, the socio-economic and ecological resuitgears of unchecked commercial red
snapper fishing in the Gulf of Mexico were devastWithout the ability to make a living in a
relatively established maritime profession in Penks the fish houses closed their doors and
left hundreds of commercial fishermen and dockwarkmemployed. The red snapper fishery,
though showing signs of recovery in recent yedils egists under strict regulation for both
commercial and recreational fishernféhGiven the fate of Pensacola’s historical red seapp
fishing industry, industrial endeavors should foousre attention toward responsible
sustainability. In the long run, these practicesidetter promote the welfare of industry’s
social, economic, and ecological bases.

Although this research attempts to cover the neeyments of Pensacola’s historical
commercial red snapper fishing industry, a numib@pportunities exist for future research.
Without substantial presence in historical docum@ntthe existing archaeological record, very
little is still known about the daily onshore arfisbore lives of commercial fishermen.
Additional archaeological investigations into tleerher addresses of residence for fishermen
west of Palafox Street in Pensacola may yield tbstmotential. A subsequent better

understanding of how these men interacted witlctimemunity and those around them would

453 Hood, Strelcheck, and Steele, 282.
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elucidate a great deal about their stakes in lihore. Even less represented are the “black” and
“ mulatto” individuals fishing from chings on thear shore grounds following the opening of

the Campeche Banks. Opportunities for investigatioany archaeological shipwreck sites that
could be contributed to these fishermen may hedpide a more detailed description of both the
changes wrought to the northern Gulf fishery inybars after 1890 and subsequent changes to
ching fishermen'’s lifestyles.

Additionally, a great deal is left for archaeoktgito uncover on both Hamilton’s wreck
and the allege@riscilla. Investigations in the main mast step areas df gassel could confirm
or deny the presence of a break in the deck, @lbedca “Great Beam,” that forms a main deck
and quarterdeck. The absence of this break woultirooor deny that the vessels were
constructed in Florida. If one of the vessels waeed built locally in Florida, further structural,
material, technological, and wood analysis coulslspmore extensive discussions on the
vernacular traits of Florida’s fishing watercrafcquiring more accurate measurements for the
lengths, beams, and depths of these vessels wisnldh@lp determine a tighter date range for the
operation of each vessel based on the model prdposshapter three.

Further insight into characteristics of fishing sk&could moreover be gained through
an examination of the only known Pensacola comrakred snapper fishing vessel still afloat:
thelLettie G. HowardConstructed in Essex, Massachusetts, in 1893 dttie G. Howardished
from Pensacola between 1910-1930At 74.6 feet (22.7 meters) in length, 21 feet (@et) in

beam, and 8.4 feet (2.6 meters) in depth, thiseléss strong representative example of the

%4 United States Department of Commerce and Labareduof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United Stafied27; United States Department of Commerce, Buoé&lavigation Fifty-
Second Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the drStates1-59; United States Department of Commerce, Burea
of Navigation,Merchant Vessels of the United State’8-613.
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larger schooners working on the Campeche Bankstafel890%>° Similar to the Snapper
wreck, thelettie G. Howards also aFredoniatype schooner. Like they did with most other
fishing schooners, the Pensacola fish houses tabailettie G. Howardvith a 36-horsepower
auxiliary engine in the mid 1920s. Sold to New Ysr®outh Street Seaport in 1968, the ship
eventually was declared a National Historic Landiarl989 (see fig. 357°

In 1991, the South Street Seaport undertook siamti efforts to restore the badly aged
vessel to its original 1893 condition so that itilcboperate as a working museum
ship. After two years and significant investmenstorations were complete and the United
States Coast Guard certified thettie G. Howardas a Sailing School Vess8l.As a still-active
vestige of the Pensacola red snapper fleet, ¢ftee G. Howardcould provide a better
understanding of the day-to-day work required tbasaommercial fishing vessel. The extensive
documentation of the vessel before and after rastor could also reveal more details about
fishing schooners’ structural developments.

The history and legacy of Pensacola’s historicdlsmapper fishing industry speaks
profoundly to the ongoing relationship between harsacieties and the natural world in which
they live. In considering the many aspects of thktionship, this investigation highlights the
manner by which commercial fishing vessels, commgfishing culture, and marine ecological

conditions in the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishertertwined to influence the development of

%55 United States Department of Commerce and Labare&uof NavigationForty-Second Annual List of
Merchant Vessels of the United State427

#>® Robbyn L. Jackson and Craig N. Strong, “HAER N¥]8EYO,177- (sheet 1 of 20) - Schooner "Lettie
G. Howard", South Street Seaport Museum, New YNy York County, NY,” Library of Congress,
http://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/ny1621.sheet.0080(ccessed November 1, 2013). A variety of phajoigs and
drawings produced on thesttie G. Howardprior to restoration are available from the Unigtdtes Library of
Congress’s Prints and Photographs Division undedtgital identification “hhh.ny1621.”

57 South Street Seaport Museurhettie G. Howarg' South Street Seaport Museum,
http://www.southstreetseaportmuseum.org/categdr3d/.htm (accessed November 1, 2013).
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Figure 35. The.ettie G. Howardat South Street Seaport Museum in New York in 1198 to
restorationSource:Prints and Photographs Division, Library of Congré¥ashington, DC.

a fledgling commercial fishing enterprise in Redamgtion-era Pensacola. Expressed through a
multi-disciplinary approach that encompasses telddiof anthropology, history, geography, and
biology, this narrative attempts to provide a mooeplete sense of lived experience. As with
other industrial endeavors in the United Statestaralighout the world, Pensacola’s red snapper
fishing industry helped drive the development afi@dern economy still heavily dependent on
natural resources. The desire to sell a little-kmongd fish radically shaped a city that would, for

a time, dominate northwest Florida.
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