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LETTERS FROM VICE-ADMIRAL LORD
COLLINGWOOD, 1794–1809

Edited by
Captain C. H. H. Owen, RN

‘I know not where Lord Collingwood got his style, but he writes better
than any of us,’ said an eminent diplomat of the day.1 Thirty of
Collingwood’s letters follow, the originals of which are all in his own
hand. Most of the first half were addressed to Edward Collingwood
(1734–1806) of Chirton near Newcastle, who was the Admiral’s third
cousin, the head of the family and (apart from his own brother) his
nearest male relative of the name. Most of the other half were addressed
to Walter Spencer-Stanhope (1750–1821), an active Member of
Parliament whose wife was Edward Collingwood’s niece and sole
heiress.2

The first of the letters describes the battle of the First of June 1794,
in which Collingwood commanded the Barfleur. The last was written
from his flagship in Port Mahon, Minorca, less than three months before
his death in 1810.3

1G. L. Newnham Collingwood, A Selection from the Public and Private
Correspondence of Vice-Admiral Lord Collingwood (2 vols, 5th edn, London, 1837), p.
124. 

2Walter Spencer-Stanhope (1750–1821) of Cannon Hall, near Barnsley, and Horsforth
Hall, near Leeds: MP for Carlisle 1775–80, Haslemere 1780–84, Kingston-upon-Hull
1784–90, Cockermouth 1800–1802 and Carlisle 1802–12; friend and supporter of Pitt and
close friend of Wilberforce; generally in Opposition after Pitt’s death in 1806. Second
Mourner at Collingwood’s funeral. His wife Mary Winifred (1763–1850) was daughter of
Thomas Babington Pulleine and Winifred Collingwood (a third cousin of the Adm.’s). 

3Two other collections of Collingwood’s letters have been published: (a) G. L.
Newnham Collingwood, as above (hereafter ‘N.C. I’ and ‘N.C. II’), originally published
1828.  The 5th edn, published in two volumes in 1837, contains 34 additional letters.  The
private letters are mostly to his wife and father-in-law. The editor was the Adm.’s son-in-
law and did not always follow the exact wording of the originals; (b) Edward Hughes
(ed.), The Private Correspondence of Admiral Lord Collingwood, NRS vol. 98
(Greenwich, 1957) (hereafter Hughes). Despite the title nearly a third of the letters are on
official business. The private letters are mostly to the Adm.’s sisters and his wife’s uncles
Sir Edward Blackett, Bart, and Dr Alexander Carlyle. 

Mrs. A. M. W. Stirling’s The Letter-Bag of Lady Elizabeth Spencer-Stanhope
(London, 1913), a book not easily found today, contains extracts from some of the letters
in this new collection, but with many misquotations and dating errors. 
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Cuthbert Collingwood was born in Newcastle upon Tyne on 26
September 1748, eighth child and eldest son of a not very successful
merchant. His only formal education was at the Royal Grammar School,
Newcastle; he left it at the age of 12 to join the Shannon, 28, in the
Thames on 28 August 1761 under the command of his maternal cousin
Captain Richard Brathwaite.1 Despite almost continuous sea service as
a Captain’s Servant, Midshipman and Master’s Mate, he was aged 26
before good service at the Battle of Bunker Hill in 1775 brought him
promotion to Lieutenant. His intimate friendship with Nelson had begun
two years earlier [letter 19 below], and on 20 June 1779 he succeeded
Nelson as commanding officer of the brig Badger, his and previously
Nelson’s first command. They owed their appointments to Sir Peter
Parker, the Commander-in-Chief in Jamaica, as so touchingly recalled
in Collingwood’s letter [16] written to Sir Peter a few days after
Trafalgar. He was promoted to Post-Captain on 22 March 1780. 

Four other commands, mostly in the West Indies, followed until
1786 when Collingwood returned home to Northumberland for the first
time after 25 years of virtually continuous sea service. Apart from a year
in command of the frigate Mermaid in the West Indies in 1790–91 at the
time of the ‘Spanish Armament’, he remained at home until the
outbreak of the war with Revolutionary France in 1793. 

On 16 June 1791 he was married in Newcastle to Sarah, daughter of
John Erasmus Blackett, a well-to-do merchant and mayor of the town
that year. The following year they moved to Morpeth where their elder
daughter, also Sarah, was born on 28 May 1792 and Mary Patience on
13 August 1793. But in March 1793 he had assumed command of the
Prince, 90, at Plymouth. 

His subsequent career can be traced in the letters that follow and in
the explanatory notes. He took part in the battles of 1 June 1794 [1, 2]
and Cape St Vincent [4], and was promoted Rear-Admiral in 1799.
After nine years of continuous sea service with only occasional brief
visits to his home he was enabled by the Peace of Amiens to spend a
year with his family, his last sight of them. The resumption of war in
1803 saw his immediate return to sea. In the following year he was
promoted Vice-Admiral, and on 21 October 1805 he succeeded Nelson
as Commander-in-Chief, Mediterranean, an appointment he held until
his death at sea four-and-a-half years later. 

Before Trafalgar Collingwood had had perhaps more experience of
the work of blockading than any other senior officer. For very nearly all

1Admiral Richard Brathwaite (1728–1805): Capt. 1761; RA 1790; VA 1793; Adm.
1799, but not employed after 1781. His and Collingwood’s mothers were sisters. 
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the preceding 12 years, apart from the one brief year of peace, he had
been off Brest, Cadiz or Toulon, usually on a lee shore, with the
principal object of preventing the escape of the enemy fleet intent on an
invasion of Ireland or England. With Napoleon’s abandonment of his
invasion plans the Mediterranean assumed major strategic importance
just as Collingwood took over as Commander-in-Chief. 

Thwarted in his attempt on England, Napoleon turned his attentions
again to the domination of the Eastern Mediterranean, the Ottoman
Empire and the route to India. To prevent this the British Mediterranean
fleet had to watch three enemy fleets (in Cadiz, Cartagena and Toulon),
maintain squadrons in the Adriatic and the Levant, secure the bases of
Gibraltar, Malta and Sicily, and protect British trade with the Levant
and elsewhere and deny it to the enemy. There was also the need to keep
open the sea-route through the Mediterranean to Trieste so that Britain
could keep in touch with her Austrian allies. 

This multitude of tasks required Collingwood not only to operate and
administer a fleet of up to 80 ships, including nearly thirty ships of the
line, spread from Cadiz to the shores of Turkey and Egypt – ‘as large a
fleet as ever was employed from England’1 – but also to conduct
‘political correspondence with the Spaniards, the Turks, the Albanians,
the Egyptians, and all the States of Barbary’,2 to which he might have
added the kingdoms of Sardinia and Sicily, the Russian Admiral, the
Governor of Malta, British ambassadors, generals and consuls and
ministers in London. To assist him in these tasks he had the part-time
services of his Flag-Captain and the minute staff of his Flag-Lieutenant,
his Secretary W. R. Cosway3 and one clerk (increased to two with
Admiralty approval in 1808). 

In his conduct of the fleet he was able to delegate business in the
normal way to his subordinate flag officers and captains in the various
regions of his Command, but in his political and diplomatic work, as he
told his wife, ‘I do everything for myself, and never distract my mind
with other people’s opinions. To the credit of any good which happens
I may lay claim, and I will never shift upon another the discredit when
the result is bad.’4 He was the only servant of the Government in the
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1Collingwood to his wife, 9 March 1808, N.C. II, p. 118. 
2Same to same, 8 Nov. 1808, N.C. II, p. 287. 
3Sir William Richard Cosway (1783–1834): clerk in Plymouth Victualling Office until

becoming Collingwood’s ‘clever, amiable Secretary’ in December 1800, a post he held
until the Adm.’s death in 1810. At Trafalgar, ‘Mr Cosway was of more use to me than any
officer after Clavell’ (the Flag-Lt.) (N.C. I, p. 290). Knighted 1829, killed in accident to
the Brighton Coach. There is a monument to him on a hilltop at Bilsington, near Hythe,
Kent. 

4Collingwood to his wife, 8 Nov. 1808, N.C. II, p. 286. 
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Mediterranean who had responsibilities across the whole area and, since
correspondence was so slow and uncertain, he necessarily had to make
his own political judgements – for example, the instant support he gave
to the Spanish uprising in 1808 [27], and his encouragement to the
Turks to make peace with England (‘I have kept open a sort of
correspondence with them as the only means they could have of making
any proposal to our ministers’ [26]). These were by no means the only
occasions when he correctly anticipated government policy, and
Thomas Creevey was perhaps not too over-effusive when he wrote that
‘Collingwood alone by his sagacity and decision, his prudence and
moderation, sustained the interests of England and eternally defeated
the projects of France. He was, in truth, the prime and sole minister of
England, acting upon the seas, corresponding himself with all
surrounding States, and ordering and executing everything upon his
own responsibility.’1 To the surrounding states he was indeed the
embodiment of British power in the Mediterranean, and it was largely
due to his skills as both admiral and diplomat that Napoleon’s
Mediterranean designs were defeated.2

Collingwood’s great disappointment during his tenure of the
command was that he never brought the French fleet to battle. Only
once in all these years did the French come out in force, and his
frustration during his endeavours to find and intercept them is well
expressed in [26]. When, 18 months later, five men-of-war and a
convoy of 18 vessels were lured out of Toulon, all but four were
captured or sunk ([30] and note 3 on p. 216). 

‘A better seaman, a better friend to seamen, a greater lover and more
zealous defender of his country’s rights and honour, never trod a
quarter-deck. He and his favourite dog Bounce were well known to
every member of the crew.’ These words were written by Robert Hay
who served as a Boy 3rd Class in the Culloden, flying Collingwood’s
flag, in 1804.3 Collingwood was indeed well known for his care and
consideration for the men under his command. Lord Chancellor Eldon,
a schoolfriend of Collingwood’s, met him one day in the Strand in
London with tears flowing down his cheeks. Eldon asked what had

1Creevey to Miss Ord, 11 Aug. 1828, in Sir H. Maxwell (ed.), The Creevey Papers
(London, 1904), II, p. 161. 

2For a full and scholarly appreciation of Collingwood’s tenure of the command, see
Piers Mackesy, The War in the Mediterranean, 1803–1810 (London, 1957). 

3M. D. Hay (ed.), Landsman Hay: The Memoirs of Robert Hay 1789–1847 (London,
1953). Bounce, ‘a dog of talents’, is first heard of in 1802; the Adm.’s constant
companion, he survived Trafalgar despite his dislike of the sound of guns, but was
drowned when he fell overboard one night in Aug. 1809.
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affected him, to which he replied that ‘a few days before, his Ship’s
Company were paid off, he had lost his children – all his family – and
that they were dear to him’. He was ahead of his time in measures to
preserve their health – after 15 months at sea without letting go an
anchor he was able to say that he had not one man on the sick list. And
a year later, ‘yet with all this sea work, never getting fresh beef nor a
vegetable, I have not one sick man in my ship’.1 His concern for the
upbringing of young officers is also well-chronicled; his advice to the
father of one of these youths will be found in [18] and [28]. 

Though somewhat reserved and unbending, his dry humour
frequently comes through in his correspondence. So does his humanity;
for example (as he told the First Lord in reference to the use of
Congreve’s rockets), ‘the violence of war should be as little levelled at
the civil inhabitants of the enemy’s country as circumstances will
admit’.2

His one fault seems to have been his reluctance to delegate, and in
this his own health was the chief sufferer [30]. Even if he had had the
services of a First Captain or a Captain of the Fleet it is doubtful if the
administration of the fleet and his diplomatic work would have been
better conducted, but it would have enabled him to see more of his ships
and their captains and companies. His greatest strength was his
complete integrity and devotion to his duty. 

As the years went by, absent from his family, overworked, and with
never a day’s leave, Collingwood’s health gradually deteriorated. He
had not set foot in England since May 1805 nor seen his family since
May 1803. Why did the Admiralty leave him so long abroad? It is a
story which well illustrates that self-denial and unwavering sense of
duty which he had expressed to a friend in 1806: ‘While we are at war
and I am able to serve, I shall not flinch.’3

A letter of 2 August 1808 to Mulgrave, the First Lord, gave the first
hint that his health might prevent his ‘continuance to the end of the
war’, and at the end of the month he wrote formally to the Secretary of
the Admiralty and privately to Mulgrave asking to be relieved because
of his ‘very weak state of health … attributable to the long time I have
been at sea with little intermission’. In reply to the earlier letter
Mulgrave told him that ‘I know not how I should be able to supply all

153LETTERS FROM COLLINGWOOD, 1794–1809

1A. L. J. Lincoln and R. L. McEwen (eds), Lord Eldon’s Anecdote Book (London,
1960), p. 14; Collingwood to Admiral Lord Radstock, 3 Feb. 1807, and to his wife, 15
May 1808, N.C. II, p. 6 and p. 131. 

2Collingwood to Thomas Grenville, 31 Jan. 1807, N.C. II, p. 3. 
3Collingwood to RA Richard Grindall, 10 Oct. 1806, N.C. I, p. 351. 
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that would be lost to the service of the country and to the general
interests of Europe by your absence from the Mediterranean’; three
weeks later, after the most flattering references to Collingwood’s
conduct of his duties, he went further: ‘Impressed as I am with the
difficulty of supplying your place I cannot forbear my suspending 
the recall which you have required.’ Collingwood’s acceptance of the
position was characteristic of his overriding sense of duty: ‘My best
service is due to my country as long as I live, and I leave all else to your
Lordship’s consideration and convenience.’ Acknowledging with relief
this letter on 3 January 1809, Mulgrave told him that he had been
appointed Major-General of Marines vice Admiral Lord Gardner who
had conveniently died ‘last Saturday’.1 (Some of this correspondence is
touched on in [27] and [28].)

Writing in 1830, Admiral Sir Thomas Byam Martin recorded as ‘a
fact which I know on the best authority’ that the Duke of Clarence (later
William IV) was pressing Mulgrave to appoint him to the
Mediterranean Command and, despite his ‘total unfitness for a
command of any importance’, particularly ‘where delicate points of
diplomacy frequently occurred’, his rank and seniority made it almost
impossible to refuse; hence Mulgrave’s earnest entreaties to
Collingwood to stay where he was. Certainly in November 1808 the
Duke made a formal application to be appointed in Collingwood’s place
which the First Lord, with the King’s approval, referred to the full
cabinet who reported ‘that it would not be expedient to give effect to the
offer of His Royal Highness’. This was accepted by the King, and six
months later the Duke wrote to Collingwood that ‘I have no idea of
being employed and have given up all thoughts on the subject’ – and
hoped that Collingwood’s health would allow him to stay in the
Mediterranean until the end of the war. The Government must have
been greatly relieved.2

Collingwood had another year to live and never for one moment
allowed his health to affect his duties. It was a year that included his
continued support of the Spanish rising, assistance to the Austrians in

1Collingwood to Sec. of the Admy, 26 Aug. 1808, Public Record Office (PRO) ADM
1/414/193; in N.C. II: same to Mulgrave, 26 Aug. 1808, pp. 251–2; Mulgrave to
Collingwood, 6 Sept. 1808, pp. 253–4; ditto, 25 Sept. 1808, pp. 261–3; Collingwood to
Mulgrave, 30 Oct. 1808, p. 278; Mulgrave to Collingwood, 3 Jan. 1809, pp. 295–6.
Mulgrave’s original letters are in LBK/40, National Maritime Museum (NMM). 

2Sir R. V. Hamilton (ed.), Letters and Papers of Admiral of the Fleet Sir Thomas
Byam Martin GCB, III, NRS vol. 19 (Greenwich, 1901), p. 304; Mulgrave to the King,
8 and 15 Nov. 1808, A. Aspinall (ed.), The Later Correspondence of George III, vol. 5
(Cambridge, 1970), pp. 3755, 3761. Clarence to Collingwood, 15 June 1809, COL/14,
NMM. 
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the Adriatic [29], an attempted liberation of Naples [29], the successful
liberation of the Ionian Islands [30], and the destruction of the convoy
mentioned earlier [30]. But by February 1810 he knew that his health
would stand no more: ‘unless some change takes place before long I
shall be quite unfit for the duties of my office’, he told Mulgrave on the
3rd.1 And on the 22nd he formally requested their Lordships’ permission
to return to England, a letter which did not reach London until 19 April.
On 3 March, however, he had to take matters into his own hands and
informed the Admiralty that he was ‘totally incapacitated from
attending to business’ and that he proposed to leave Port Mahon,
Minorca, in his flagship the next day for Spithead, turning over his
command to Vice-Admiral John Purvis.2 True to character he had first
examined the Regulations to ensure he was not in contravention of
them, and took the precaution of enclosing a surgeon’s report. It took
two days to warp the Ville de Paris out of Port Mahon and at about 6
p.m. on 7 March, 24 hours after clearing the harbour, Collingwood died
aged 61.3

Too late, the Admiralty had at last accepted the need to relieve him
and on 9 April, before news of his death reached London, appointed
Admiral Sir Charles Cotton as his successor. 

Collingwood lived within the confines of a ship in George III’s navy for
forty years, most of that time away from England. Letter-writing was a
way of keeping in touch with the wider world. It was also sometimes a
safety-valve, and in the letters which follow will be found the
occasional expression of indignation at attitudes at home. For example,
the dissensions between political parties in the face of a common enemy
[5, 12, 13, 24, 26]; a speech in Parliament criticising an Admiral – ‘Let
your politicians beware how they sour the minds of such men, men
whose lives are devoted to their country’ [26]; a statement in a
newspaper that he had made an improper agreement with the enemy
[28]; the Gambier court-martial [29] – all drew a vigorous comment. 

In the transcription of his letters spelling, punctuation and paragraphing
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1It was this letter (PRO ADM 1/416, 3 Feb. 1810, which took two months to reach
London) that finally persuaded Mulgrave to appoint a successor. 

2Not to RA Martin as all the biographies say (PRO ADM 1/416/100). 
3Collingwood to Sec. of the Admy, 22 Feb. and 3 March 1810, PRO ADM 1/416. The

Regulations and Instructions relating to His Majesty’s Service at Sea (London, 1808), Ch.
II, Art. xliii, stated that ‘a Commander-in-Chief is not to resign his Command and quit his
station for any other cause whatever than the bad state of his health; nor for that, unless it
shall be such as to make a change of climate or situation absolutely necessary’. 
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have been modernised. Collingwood always wrote France and French
with a small f, but this endearing eccentricity has not been retained.

1. To Edward Collingwood

Barfleur1

[Undated but postmarked at Portsmouth 14 June 1794]

I sincerely hope this battle2 we have had will open the eyes of the people
of France, convince them their leaders are not omnipotent, and cause a
revolution which may produce peace. A people cannot long endure the
distresses which our prisoners represent they suffer. The common
people have no means of sustenance but by engaging in the Service,
where they are scantily enough served; they have no choice but between
the sea service, or land – and six thousand have been guillotined at Brest
for showing a backwardness, or endeavouring to get clear of the
service.3

Soon after we sailed4 we made our appearance off Brest. Their great
convoy was expected from America; it was absolutely necessary they
should [go] to sea for their protection which they did with a force so
superior to ours that they considered victory (if they were obliged to
fight) secure. A fortnight afterwards we looked into Brest and found
them gone. Lord Howe5 however got such intelligence of their route that
we followed them very exactly to their station 160 leagues to the
westward. We took and retook about 20 sail of vessels in our search for
the fleet, all which were immediately set on fire as it was impossible to
spare a man to navigate them. 

On the 28th of May about 9 in the morning we first got sight of the
French fleet, 25 sail of the line, large ships. We were 26. They came
boldly down to about 5 miles from us, and there formed their line of
battle. We chased and our advanced squadron began to fire about 3
o’clock, and by 6 were closely and warmly engaged until after 9 at night
with their rear. We did not know what had been the event of that action,
which finished in the dark, for two days when we learnt that the

1On 11 March 1793, soon after the outbreak of war, Collingwood assumed command
of the Prince, 90, flagship of RA George Bowyer. In Jan. 1794 he and Bowyer transferred
to the Barfleur, 98, at Portsmouth. 

2Lord Howe’s victory over the French on the Glorious First of June 1794. 
3This figure is a great exaggeration; nevertheless, the départements near the Biscay

coast suffered worse than elsewhere with over 8,600 executions (D. Greer, The Incidence
of the Terror (Harvard, 1935)). 

4On 2 May from Spithead. 
5Adm. Richard, Earl Howe (1726–99): 1st Lord 1783–8; cr. Earl 1788; C.-in-C.

Channel 1793–7; A. of F. 1796; KG 1797. 
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Revolutionnaire of 100 guns was taken and the Audacious parted
company with her to conduct her to England.1

The 29th, they rather declined coming to action, other than a distant
cannonade; but, by two very dextrous manoeuvres which we made, at
two o’clock in the afternoon we got in amongst them and entirely broke
their rear and crippled several of their ships. But in doing this, several
of our own received much injury, particularly the Queen (Adml
Gardner)2 and Invincible, on which ships they made a bold attempt. But
Adml Graves3 in the Royal Sovereign and ourselves in the Barfleur gave
them check, and were warmly engaged for near an hour and half when
we turned their van and effectually covered our disabled ships. Then
they retired, and as our fleet had got rather into confusion, which the
French might have made good use of, I was not sorry to see they
neglected it. 

From this time to the first of June it was a thick fog, but we had no
apprehension of their going off; they knew our force, and knew
themselves superior to us especially after being joined by two more
very fine ships. After every necessary preparation we bore down on
them at 9 o’clock on Sunday morning, and about ten the most furious
battle began that perhaps was ever fought upon seas. In less than half an
hour we saw some of them lying wrecks upon the water, but though they
had not a mast left their fire was still kept up with great obstinacy. About
12 they gave way on all sides and fled. We were not in condition to
follow, many of our ships being very much disabled. They left us the
field with 7 very fine ships. Two or three are said to have sunk in 
the battle. One of our seven went to the bottom in the afternoon before
the Frenchmen could be taken out; between four and five hundred were
lost in her.4 Some of those taken had two hundred killed and wounded
and a more complete victory never was obtained. 

Adml Bowyer5 lost his leg very early in the action. Adml Pasley and
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1In the event the Revolutionnaire escaped from the damaged Audacious and was
towed to Rochefort by the French Audacieux. 

2RA Alan Gardner (cr. Bart after the battle, Baron in 1800) (1742–1808): VA 4 July
1794; Adm. 1799; C.-in-C. Ireland 1800–1802, 1803–7; C.-in-C. Channel Fleet 1805,
1807–8; MP 1790–1806. 

3Adm. Thomas Graves (1725–1802): 2nd i/c Channel Fleet; cr. Baron with a pension
of £1,000 a year after the battle. Wounded in the battle which, with his age, prevented his
further employment. 

4The French Vengeur, 74. According to W. James, Naval History of Great Britain
(London, 1837), p. 152, about 200 men went down in her. She was the only ship sunk in
the battle but six others were captured. 

5RA George Bowyer (1739–1800) was flying his flag in the Barfleur. Collingwood
wrote that ‘I caught him in my arms before he fell to the deck.’ Cr. Bart with a pension of
£1,000 a year after the battle; VA 4 July 1794; Adm. 1799. 
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Captain Hutt have also each lost a leg. Captain Montagu killed, Adml
Graves wounded in the arm, and our loss has been altogether very
great.1 A great number of Lieutenants killed and wounded. We had 9
killed that day and 25 very much wounded, 7 of whom have lost limbs.
I have a particular pleasure in the Northumberland2 being amongst the
ships taken, and now the French have not an English name in their line
of battle. We kept up a most glorious fire and considering all things
were fortunate in our loss not being greater than it was. Some of the
ships have suffered much more, but most of them less than us. There is
the strongest proof that our fire must be very superior to the enemy’s, as
by what we can estimate it their loss must be five times greater than
ours.

This action having rendered Adml Bowyer incapable of serving will
make a revolution in my affairs, as this ship will certainly be allotted to
another Admiral who will have his own Captain, but I think it is
impossible that they will remove me but to another good ship. 

Wishing you health and every happiness, I am dear Sir your truly
affectionate and faithful servant. 

2. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope

Barfleur
Spithead 

22 June 1794 

As I am sure both yourself & Mrs Stanhope are at all times glad to hear
of my welfare I should have wrote to you before, but doubting whether
you were in town waited until I heard from Mr Collingwood. We have
had a most noble battle and in it, I hope, established the superiority of a
British fleet over any thing the French can send to sea, for there is no
instance of their having stood more steadily to the attack. 

Lord Howe’s professional abilities was well known in the Navy, but
the want of success and indeed of opportunity had made it rather
doubtful amongst those who only judge from events. I hope it will now

1(a) RA Thomas Pasley (1734–1808), cr. Bart with a pension of £1,000 a year after the
battle; VA 1795; C.-in-C. Nore 1798; C.-in-C. Plymouth 1799; Adm. 1801; (b) John Hutt,
capt. of the Queen, died of his wound on 30 June; (c) James Montagu (d. 1794), capt. of
the Montagu (descended from the Earl of Manchester and distantly related to Edward
Montagu, first Earl of Sandwich, after whom his ship was named). 

There are memorials to Hutt and Montagu in Westminster Abbey. The total British
loss was about 290 killed and over 800 wounded.

2Northumberland, 74, broken up Nov. 1795. Probably so named by the French after
the British Northumberland which they captured 8 May 1744. Collingwood was himself
a Northumbrian. 
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stand established for ever for our situation and circumstances required
skill and it never was more eminently displayed. They had a force
superior to ours. The actions of the 28th and 29th had for their object
the gaining the wind of the enemy, and by the most masterly manoeuvre
it was accomplished – not without pretty smart work – then the mode of
attack depended on him; foggy weather delayed it until the first of June.
Between eight and nine o’clock, being arranged in the most exact order,
we bore down on the French, every officer in the fleet as well informed
of the Admiral’s intention (by signal) as if he had been a week in
explaining his plan. Nothing could be finer than the approach of those
two fleets. We received their fire for some time before we returned any,
and the first exchange we made in the Barfleur was with the French
Admiral as we passed on to the third ahead of him. In less than an hour
and half they broke, and made sail to leeward leaving seven ships totally
dismasted to us; four others that were in or nearly in the same condition
managed to get before the wind and were towed out of our reach by the
frigates. You will suppose we were not in condition for pursuit. That
such a fleet should in so short a time be so completely cut up and ruined
is no less than miraculous. I had the misfortune to have my Admiral
Bowyer wounded very early in the action and the country has lost by
this misfortune the service of as brave and expert an officer as any in it.
It was necessary to amputate his leg just above the knee immediately. I
am very happy that he is in as favourable a way of recovery as can be.
I am feeling it a great misfortune that I must necessarily be separated
from a friend who was very much attached to me and whose confidence
I had entirely. 

Mr Collingwood1 informs me that he, always anxious for my interest,
and apprehending that the Barfleur might be appointed for some other
Admiral, had wrote to you to request you to speak to Lord Chatham2

that I might in that case be appointed to such a situation as is proper. I
have experienced your willingness at all times to be useful to me,3 but
in the present instance I do not think such an application would be quite
proper, because I am as much Captain of the Barfleur as I ever was and,
if the Admiralty in making their arrangements think proper to appoint
an Admiral to this ship, it will of course be incumbent on them,
particularly under the present circumstances, to find a proper situation
for me which I have no doubt will be a consideration with them, and an
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1Edward Collingwood of Chirton to whom [1] was addressed. 
2John Pitt, 2nd Earl of Chatham (1756–1835): 1st Lord 1788 to Dec. 1794. 
3Spencer-Stanhope, as an active MP, had helped Collingwood to get a command in

1790. 
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application of that kind would imply an expectation of being removed
which I think will not be the case until an Admiral is appointed. 

I beg my respectful compliments to Mrs Stanhope and hope all your
family are well. 

3. To Edward Collingwood

Excellent
Plymouth1

23 January 1795 

I have great pleasure in hearing by my letters from my wife that you are
well, and not suffering from this inclement season which is trying to
those who are subject to rheumatism. I have by dint of warm clothing
kept off pretty well considering how constantly I am exposed to the
severity of the weather. 

I am now quite ready for sea if the wind would permit me to get out of
this port and proceed to Portsmouth to join Lord Howe’s fleet, which will,
I conclude, as soon as it is collected in sufficient force, proceed in quest
of the French. Whenever that happens I have no doubt of the event; but
longer days would suit us better, for whatever is not perfectly decisive
will be against us. It behoves us to exert ourselves, for the successes of
those people on the continent have been so far beyond expectation that
England seems to have her fleet only to depend on now – and that, I trust,
will never fail her. I am sure I have taken true pains to get my ship ready
soon, and am ready to join tomorrow if I could get out of this corner. 

Here is the Prince and Princess of Orange come to England as a place
of refuge.2 It is a melancholy thing to see people abandoning their
country and high rank in it from a reverse of fortune not to be averted.
I hope their security here will justify their confidence. But really, when
the Dutch fleet is added to the French, which in all probability they will
be soon, we must look about us to be equal in force to them united.3

If they would desist from soldiering at the enormous expense that
trade is carried on (high bounties, and annuities for life to the officers
who raise them), I doubt not we should find men enough to preserve the

1Collingwood left the Barfleur at Portsmouth on 13 July 1794 and was appointed to
the Hector, 74, at Portsmouth, but because of difficulty in manning her he transferred to
the Excellent, 74, at Plymouth on 5 Dec. 1794. 

2Willem V, Sovereign Prince of the Netherlands (1748–1806) and his wife,
Wilhelmina of Prussia, escaped to England in an open boat on 19 Jan. after his country
was overrun by the French, and he remained in exile until his death. The Netherlands
became the Batavian Republic. 

3The Dutch fleet, including an ice-bound sqdn captured by the French army, was soon
allied to France. 
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peace of the country from being disturbed, and at last restore peace to
the land on honourable terms. That would indeed be a blessed day to me
who has nothing to hope or wish for beyond the enjoyments of my own
home; their happiness is the bounds of my ambition. 

From what I understand today I think we shall be at sea very soon.
The French Bergen squadron are said to have sailed sometime since,
and to have been dispersed and separated by the late strong easterly
winds. If that is really so, their fleet is out for the purpose of covering
them, and if we can get hold of them before their arrival it will be an
irrepairable stroke on them.1

I am very sorry to hear so unfavourable accounts of Mr Coll
Roddam’s eye. I hope he will not be afflicted as his sister Winifred is.
The Admiral is very well in Kent, and I hope his sister is so with you.2

I saw the son of your good neighbour the Justice of Earsdon the other
day – a good fine lad in the [48th, crossed out] Regt embarked in a
transport for the West Indies, and has been already so long in a transport
that he is half a sailor.3 I hope Mr and Mrs Stanhope4 and their family
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1On 20 Jan. the Admy learnt that a French fleet of some 30 sail of the line had left Brest
in mid-Dec., supposedly to intercept British convoys to the West Indies and the Med. Howe
(at Spithead) was ordered to take the Channel Fleet to sea to protect the convoys and bring the
French to action (Secret Letters, Admiralty to Howe, 20 Jan. 1795, PRO ADM 2/1349).
Collingwood sailed from Plymouth on 28 Jan., joining Howe in Torbay on the 30th where the
fleet was storm-bound until 14 Feb.; meanwhile the French were back in Brest on 2 Feb.

The ‘Bergen squadron’ was a number of French ships and their prizes which had
assembled at Bergen according to intelligence received by the Admy in Oct. RA Henry
Harvey, commanding a sqdn in the North Sea, was sent to search for them but returned on 31
Dec. having been prevented by gales from discovering whether they had quitted Bergen or
would be wintering there (Secret Orders, 31 Oct. 1794, PRO ADM 2/1348; Harvey’s Report,
31 Dec. 1794, PRO ADM 1/521). Howe’s departure with the Channel Fleet does not appear
to have had any connection with the possible sailing of the Bergen Sqdn although, as was later
learnt, it left Bergen for France on about 11 Jan. 1795 (Howe’s Report, 25 Feb. 1795, PRO
ADM 1/102). 

2‘The Admiral’ is Robert Roddam (1720–1808) of Roddam, Northumberland. His last
appointment was C.-in-C. Portsmouth 1789–92. Adm. of the Red 9 Nov. 1805. For his
gallant career and a portrait see The Naval Chronicle ix (1803), pp. 253–68. Collingwood
was a Master’s Mate in the Lenox under Roddam’s command 1772–4. Biographies of
Collingwood say that his wife was a granddaughter of Adm. Roddam; in fact her
grandfather was a different Robert Roddam, postmaster of Berwick (K. H. Vickers,
History of Northumberland, XI (Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 1922), p. 261). 

Collingwood Roddam (1734–1806), who had been capt. of the East Indiaman
Harcourt, and Winifred (1722–Nov. 1795) were the Adm.’s brother and sister. 

3William Fenwick (1777–1832): son of Thomas Fenwick of Earsdon, JP, and
Chairman of Northumberland Quarter Sessions for 40 years. ‘48th’ an error for 34th, one
of the regiments which sailed from Plymouth for the West Indies in Feb. 1795 and in
which William Fenwick served as a captain aged 17. He later served as a Lt. Col. in the
Peninsular War where he lost a leg. CB and Lt. Gov. of Pendennis Castle. His sister Sarah
m. Collingwood’s brother John in 1812. 

4Walter Spencer-Stanhope to whom [2] was addressed and his wife Mary Winifred
Pulleine, niece and heiress of Edward Collingwood. 

CH 4 NAVAL MISCELL  15/9/03  1:27 pm  Page 161



162 THE NAVAL MISCELLANY VI

were well by your last accounts and beg to be kindly remembered to
them when you write. And wishing you health and all the comforts and
enjoyments of the world.

4. To Edward Collingwood

Excellent
Lagos Bay1

22 February 1797 

I am sure you will be glad to hear, and that I can tell you, we have had
a battle with the Spaniards perhaps as brilliant a one as ever was
exhibited upon the sea, and I hope its consequences will be
proportionally advantageous to our country.2

Cruising off Cape St Vincent the Admiral3 received information of
the Spanish fleet being near us, and though their numbers were nearly
double ours and their ships larger, he resolved to seek them and give
them battle. On Valentine’s day in the morning we discovered them, and
immediately made an impetuous assault on them, which divided them
into two parts. Then, turning our whole force on the larger division
which adhered to Don Cordoba, their Admiral,4 stuck close to them ’till
near the close of day when we collected the fruits of our victory – two
first rates San Salvador del Mundi [sic] and San Josef of 112 guns each,
the San Nicolas of 80 and San Ysidro of 74. I had the good fortune to
get the Excellent early into action and was warmly and well engaged all
day. The first ship which surrendered to the British fleet was San Ysidro
which struck to the Excellent. We fought our way through their line until
I got up to the Santissima Trinidada of 130 guns, the Spanish Admiral;
and there we stuck until the conclusion when the Admiral made the
signal to withdraw from battle. We left her a very wreck amongst her
fleet. They sent her off for Cadiz the next day but our frigates falling in
with her, unable to take her, stuck near and annoy[ed] her so as to
prevent her refitting. She is not entirely out of danger yet. 

1Collingwood left England on 8 July and was in the Med. from 22 July 1795 until just
before the Battle of Cape St Vincent on 14 Feb. 1797. 

2In Excellent’s log for 14 Feb. Collingwood wrote: ‘The whole of the battle was
supported with great vigour, the result of it glorious to the British arms.’ Jervis’s fleet of
15 sail of the line attacked a Spanish fleet of nearly double his strength, captured four of
them and inflicted heavy damage among the rest. 

3Adm. Sir John Jervis (1735–1823) (cr. Earl St Vincent after the battle): C.-in-C. Med.
1795–9; C.-in-C. Channel Fleet 1800–1801, 1806–7; 1st Lord 1801–4; A. of F. 1821. 

4Adm. José de Cordoba y Ramos (d. 1809), court-martialled and deprived of his rank
and all offices and privileges after the battle. 
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I do not know what is become of their fleet; if they keep the sea we
shall probably have another brush with them as soon as our prizes are
rigged. They are all remarkably fine ships, the first rates almost new. I
had an envious longing for the Santissima Trinidada which is the largest
ship in the world, a four decker, and at one time had no doubt of her. We
have landed most of our prisoners here, amounting to about three
thousand, and if they do put them into their ships again I do not think
they will be very anxious to regain their honours by another battle.
Their loss of men is very great. Three ships that Excellent engaged were
not more distant than the breadth of your dining-room, so that we
literally burnt their whiskers. Two of them that ran on board of each
other Commodore Nelson boarded and took sword in hand and (what
may never happen again) received the submission and swords of the
officers on the Quarter Deck of the first rate the San Josef, while one of
his seamen made a bundle of them with as much composure as if he had
been tying faggots. I lost eleven men and have a few wounded. The
protection of Providence was great, considering what a scene we were
engaged in.

I have got the picture of San Ysidro, the patron of my ship; the least
I could do for his holiness after he had delivered his charge up to me
was to give him a good berth in my cabin. I understand the Spanish
ships always carry the picture of their patron saint to sea with them. This
is a very good one – you shall see it at Morpeth some day I hope.1

I wrote to my wife a hasty letter the day after the action. I am afraid
I have not time to write by this opportunity, but will beg the favour of
you, my dear Sir, to tell her we are all going on remarkably well. I shall
write to my sister soon, but desired my dear Sarah to communicate the
good news to them. But I could not refuse to you, ever pinched as I am
for time, the gratification which I know our success will be to you. And
pray tell Mr Blackett2 that I hope to get Christie3 made a Purser, and
Fogo4 a Gunner, for the Admiral is very kind and disposed to comply
with my requests where he has power to do it. 
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1The painting of the Saint, which is still in excellent condition, is reproduced in
Geoffrey Murray, The Life of Admiral Collingwood (London, 1936). 

2Collingwood’s father-in-law, John Erasmus Blackett of Newcastle (d. 1814). 
3Sic. William Christy, schoolmaster (c.1771–1858): from Boldon, Co. Durham, where

Mrs Collingwood’s uncle was rector; transferred with Collingwood from the Hector;
promoted Purser 18 Feb. 1797 and appointed to Fortune (sloop); Purser of
Northumberland, 74, 1813–14. 

4George Fogo (Mid.) (1771–1838): b. Newcastle; had served with Collingwood since
April 1793; wounded at Glorious First of June; promoted Gunner 18 Feb. 1797 and
appointed to L’Aigle, 38; rejoined Collingwood in 1808 as Gunner of the Ocean; ret. as
Gunner 1823. 
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5. To Edward Collingwood

Excellent
off Cadiz 

2 May 1798 

I heard with great concern of the accident by which you hurt your leg,
and of the long confinement you have had in consequence of it. I hope
however by this time it is quite well again and that you are able to take
your usual exercises on which health so much depends. 

I keep my health, thank God, very well, considering the long
confinement to a ship where the body gets languid and weak for want
of proper exercise, and the mind always at full stretch. I have been very
little absent from my present station for 14 months, which from the
want of change has been dull enough.1 The Spaniards lie a few miles
from us with a fleet very superior in number and to all appearance fit for
service as we are, so that we are ever on the alert. 

However I think the Spaniards are so well inclined towards us that
they will avoid any contention with us, unless driven to sea by the
mandate of the tyrants of France; and that we are more likely to have a
battle with the French from the Mediterranean who are assembling a
very great force at Toulon and Marseilles. The ships which were late
Venetians, added to their own, amount to more than 20 sail of the line.2

All the merchant ships in the Mediterranean are seized on to be used as
transports for the conveyance of eighty thousand troops; some of
Bonaparte’s Aides de Camp have the conduct and preparation of this
force. Those officers give out that their destination is Naples and Sicily,
but our informant says it was, notwithstanding this veil, generally
understood they were to join in the attack on the British islands.3 It will
be our business to prevent that if possible; and however arduous the
attempt may be between two such fleets as this and that of Spain, I think
we are in such condition for service that when we have done with them
they will not be very fit for any great enterprise. 

I assure you, Sir, the present state of our country gives me many
hours of uneasiness. No land was ever assailed by so powerful or so

1The fleet under St Vincent’s command had spent most of this period blockading the
Spanish in Cadiz. Collingwood was appointed a Cdre by the C.-in-C. for a few months
from 19 Sept. 1797 in the absence of flag officers. 

2At the Peace of Campo Formio signed on 17 Oct. 1797 Austria acquired Venice and
much of her mainland possessions, while France acquired, inter alia, the Venetian Navy. 

3The British Cabinet thought their destination was Naples, Portugal or Ireland; but it
was in fact Egypt which was to be occupied as a first step to the expulsion of the British
from India, thus depriving Britain of her Eastern trade. However, the French fleet was
defeated at the Nile on 1 Aug., stranding Bonaparte in Egypt for over a year. 
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rancorous an enemy; the whole force almost of Europe is directed by the
most virulent hatred; and all the treasure they can seize from friend or
foe is exhausted in the preparation they are making to overwhelm us.
But it is not this that so much disturbs my peace, or excites my
apprehension, as the dissensions, the want of energy and exertion to
repel this host. When the question is whether we shall have a country to
call ours or become very objects on the face of the earth, the slaves and
bond men of Frenchmen, every luxury goes on at full speed in the
Capital; and while men should be sharpening their swords, they are
disputing points of little moment, hunting down a miserable fox, or
listening to the squealling of an Italian castrata [sic]. They seem to be
unconscious of our real circumstances and situation for, although we
have a greater armed force in England than perhaps ever was before, the
occasion appears to me to require all the personal powers and all the
pecuniary aids that can be given to government; and, in government, to
conciliate by all possible means the affections of all ranks.1

I have been feeling rather anxious that all the little money I have is
under the same circumstances, in the funds. In the convulsions that the
times are pregnant with, God knows what may happen. It would be a
satisfaction to me if our property – the all we have to depend on – did
not rest on one point; and I have wrote to my wife that for those reasons
I wish we could purchase any little farm, of three or four thousand
pounds value, merely that our property might rest on more points than
one. If she can accomplish this, I think I should derive great comfort
from it.2

I think it is not improbable that I may come home this year as my
ship has been long out and would be the better for a little examining, but
she is strong and without complaint. I hope Mr and Mrs Stanhope were
well when you heard from them, and beg my best respects to them and
Admiral Roddam if he is still in your neighbourhood – and wishing you
my dear Sir health and every happiness. 
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1In Jan. 1798, to pay for the war, Pitt introduced Income Tax and increased many other
taxes including those on windows, male servants and carriages. All were fiercely opposed
by Fox and others. And, to quote G. M. Trevelyan, ‘all through the war … country-house
life was never more thriving or jovial, with its fox-hunting, shooting, and leisure in
spacious and well-stocked libraries’ (History of England (3rd edn, London, 1945), p. 582). 

2They never did buy a farm, but retained their house in Morpeth. 
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6. To Edward Collingwood

Excellent 
Portsmouth 

14 December 1798 

It gave me great pleasure on my arrival in England to hear from Mr
Blackett that you were well.1 I hope you left Mr and [Mrs] Stanhope and
family well at Cannon Hall,2 and that this will find you so on your
return.

I am finding great relief from a long and arduous service where we
have been more at sea than perhaps ships ever were before, and all the
time in the presence of an enemy of very superior force, which of course
was a state of unremitting vigilance.3 I hope I may be allowed to unbend
a little now, and in the bosom of my beloved family forget my cares for
at least some short time. I think it will not be very long ere I have the
pleasure of seeing you, as I got my ship into harbour today, and in ten
days at furthest will be ready to pay off if the public boards are as ready
as I am. I purpose then going to London, taking Sir Edward Blackett’s
in my way,4 and having done what little public and private business I
have to do there, make the best of my way to Newcastle, the source and
fountain of all my pure joys. It will be a day of infinite delight to me
when I meet my family and friends whom I most love and respect in the
world. After so long an absence I cannot tell you how much pleasure I
feel at the prospect of so much happiness. 

The station I left was latterly rather disagreeable. The strange
innovations which the Chief made in all the ordinary modes of
discipline, and the high hand with which he carried himself towards
some officers, made it very unpleasant to all.5 For my part, I had the
good fortune to keep clear of all disputes, nor do I know he ever said an

1Collingwood arrived at Spithead in the Excellent on 28 Nov. 1798 having left
England on 8 July 1795. 

2At Cawthorne, near Barnsley, Yorks (now a museum). 
3He had spent the entire period from July 1795 to Nov. 1798 in the Western Med. and

off the Atlantic coast of Spain and Portugal. 
4Sir Edward Blackett, 4th Bart (1719–1804), of Thorpe Lea, Egham, Surrey, was Mrs

Collingwood’s uncle. MP for Northumberland 1768–74. Eighteen of Collingwood’s
letters to him are published in Hughes. 

5‘The Chief’ (St Vincent) was determined that the mutinies at Spithead and the Nore
should not spread to his fleet; his methods, though successful, were often unorthodox,
including his somewhat brutal treatment of his Flag and Commanding officers. ‘I pride
myself … in maintaining the most exact discipline while surrounded by mutinous spirits
among the lower orders and factious discontents among a few of the higher’ (St Vincent
to Countess Spencer, 23 Dec. 1798, quoted in J. S. Tucker, Memoirs of Earl St Vincent
(1844), I, p. 465). 
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uncivil thing to me or of me, and that is a very singular case, for very
few escaped the asperity of his temper. His not sending me with the
reinforcement1 to Lord Nelson when of right I ought to have gone if an
Admiral did not, gave me so much dissatisfaction that from that day I
looked to my return to England with very great impatience. The reason
he would assign was the infirm state of my ship; the true reason was that
my going would have interfered with the command of his great
favourite Captain Troubridge, who is junior to me and who he meant
should be second to Nelson.2 But Nelson having no such partiality kept
Sir James Saumarez3 with him, and so the Chief was doubly defeated –
for Sir James and he were on the worst terms possible. 

He treated Sir John Orde very ill. I never could discover what was
the cause, but when two proud Dons meet it is not difficult to find a
cause of difference. I believe Sir John Orde is as zealous in the public
service as himself, but in his manners and style of living there was a
magnificence that the Chief was perhaps jealous of, and so in a very
unprecedented way he sent him home. The Admiralty have expressed
their high displeasure of this measure, have offered Sir John Orde
immediate employment in a way he would like better, and given the
Peer [St Vincent] leave of absence from his duty for six months.4 This I
understand Lord Elphinstone5 has carried out to him. 

I shall be in London perhaps a week in my way North. If there is
anything I can be useful to you in when there, I am very much at your
service, and will be very glad to hear you are in perfect good health. 
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1The detachment which culminated in the Battle of the Nile on 1 Aug. 1798. 
2Collingwood considered it was his right to go because he was the senior capt. in St

Vincent’s fleet. Captain Thomas Troubridge (c.1758–1807): commanded the Culloden at
St Vincent and at the Nile where he had the misfortune to strand on a shoal and took no
part in the battle; Bart 1799; a Lord of the Admy 1801–4; RA 1804; lost in the Blenheim
1807. 

3Capt. Sir James Saumarez (1757–1836): knighted 1793; 2nd i/c at the Nile; RA and
Bart 1801; VA 1806; C.-in-C. Baltic 1808–13; Adm. 1814; C.-in-C. Plymouth 1824–7;
Baron 1831. Eleven months senior to Troubridge but two years junior to Collingwood.

4RA Sir John Orde (1751–1824): Gov. of Dominica 1783–92; Bart 1790; RA 1795. He
was deeply mortified when St Vincent sent Nelson (eighteen months his junior) instead of
him in command of the detached sqdn which led to the Battle of the Nile, and complained
so improperly that St Vincent removed him from his command and sent him to England
where he unsuccessfully applied to the Admy for St Vincent to be court-martialled. He
was promoted VA in Feb. 1799 and St Vincent was admonished for sending him home.
When St Vincent returned to England later in 1799 Orde challenged him to a duel which
the King ordered St Vincent not to accept. After St Vincent’s resignation as 1st Lord in
1804 Orde was appointed in command of the sqdn off Finisterre. Adm. 1805, but not
employed again; MP (Yarmouth, Isle of Wight) 1807–12. 

5An error for Lord Keith. VA George Keith Elphinstone (cr. Baron Keith 1797)
(1746–1823): C.-in-C. Med 1799–1802; Adm. 1801; C.-in-C. North Sea and Channel
1803–7; C.-in-C. Channel 1812–15; Viscount 1814. 

CH 4 NAVAL MISCELL  15/9/03  1:27 pm  Page 167



168 THE NAVAL MISCELLANY VI

7. To Edward Collingwood 

Triumph
Torbay1

17 August 1799 

You will see by the newspaper our arrival here, after our unsuccessful
pursuit of the enemy’s fleet very much in the dumps I assure you all of
us, for having missed the fairest opportunity that ever offered of
terminating at least the naval war. We seemed to have the French in our
power from the time of entering the Mediterranean, but instead of a
zealous pursuit, sticking close to them in all their movements, we
seemed to expect them to come to us. It was a vain hope that no man
should have entertained, so that the consequence was, they did what
they pleased. And having done it, they went where they liked, and we
followed them. The whole has been a series of vexation and
disappointment, and how the two noble lords will explain it between
them I do not know. Lord St Vincent was sick on shore but still
continued in the chief command and to direct the movements of the fleet
at sea; Lord Keith commanded at sea where he received true
information that the enemy were on the Coast of Genoa, pursued them
with great zeal until their advanced ship was in view, and then bore
away for Minorca, lest it should be assailed in his absence. 

All our manoeuvres have been in the same style. When it was known
the French had joined the Spaniards in their way to return, our fleet
sailed into Port Mahon which is always difficult to get out of, for no one
necessary purpose. Admirals Parker,2 Frederick3 and myself with the
Rear Division stayed out, which made the confusion within rather less
than it would have been, but this movement gave them a sufficient start
of us to get to Brest a week before us. We had force enough to have
carried the world before us, and now we shall be campaigning before
Brest all the winter I suppose, watching those people that we had better
have been entertaining at Portsmouth.4

1After paying off the Excellent on 14 Jan. 1799 Collingwood visited his family in
Morpeth for the first time since Dec. 1794. On 14 Feb. he was promoted RA of the White
(bypassing the Blue grade) and was briefly in London in March to kiss the Queen’s hand
on his promotion. On 14 May he hoisted his flag in the Sirius, 36, for passage to Bantry
Bay where he transferred to the Triumph, 74, on 27 May and joined the Channel Fleet
under Lord Bridport. His division sailed immediately for the Med. 

2VA Sir William Parker, Bart (1743–1802): 3rd i/c at Cape St Vincent (Bart 1797); at
this time 2nd i/c to Keith; C.-in-C. Halifax 1800–1801. Married Collingwood’s first
cousin, Jane Collingwood. 

3RA Thomas Lenox Frederick (1750–Nov. 1799): commanded Blenheim at Cape St
Vincent; RA 1797. 

4A French fleet under Adm. Bruix had evaded the British blockade at Brest, avoided
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I am much obliged to you, Sir, for your kindness in taking care my
trunk was forwarded. I received it safe by Mr Wood1 who having missed
his ship the Caesar came out to the fleet and has been with me ever
since. He is a good, clever young man, and if I can get anything done
for him it will give me great pleasure to be useful to any person in
whom you take an interest. If he could have been rated Mate I should
have been glad to have kept him here, but that office is complete in this
ship, and it would be a great disadvantage to remove him from his
Mateship in the Caesar to a post of less pay. But if any change takes
place, or anything occurs which may give me an opportunity of
promoting him, I shall have great satisfaction in it.

I wrote to my wife yesterday, but we have had such stormy weather
ever since we came in that I doubt whether her letter will get to the Post
Office before this. I hope Mr and Mrs Stanhope were well when you
heard from them, and beg my remembrance to them when you write. 

8. To Edward Collingwood

Barfleur
off Brest2

3 June 1800 

We had sailed from Torbay before your letter arrived, but it followed me
here by one of the tenders. I am concerned to find you have been unwell
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Keith’s sqdn off Cadiz, entered the Med., and reached Toulon on 13 May. Keith followed
them to Gibraltar where St Vincent, the C.-in-C., had spent the previous four months in
poor health. St Vincent took the fleet in search of the French and of a Spanish sqdn which
had escaped from Cadiz in Keith’s absence and entered Cartagena. On 1 June St Vincent
retired sick to Port Mahon (Minorca) but continued to issue orders to Keith until
relinquishing command to him on 16 June. While searching for the French, who had left
Toulon on 27 May, Keith learnt at the end of June that they had joined the Spaniards in
Cartagena. Fearing an attack on Minorca he returned there on 6 July having previously
been joined by 12 ships of the Channel Fleet including Collingwood’s division, making
31 sail of the line in all. On the 8th Keith was informed that the combined French and
Spanish fleet of 43 ships of the line had left Cartagena, apparently for the Straits of
Gibraltar; but still concerned for Minorca he remained there for three more days before
sailing in chase of them. On 14 Aug. he arrived off Brest to find that the enemy had found
safety there a week before (not one day before as usually stated). See Elphinstone Papers,
NMM, KEI/L/23, f. 44, and PRO ADM 1/400, N.233. Collingwood and his division
anchored in Torbay on 16 Aug. 

1Jacob Wood (1775–1805): b. Shipley, Northumberland; Master’s Mate in Caesar
Sept. 1798, promoted Lt. 27 Jan. 1801 after distinguishing himself in a boat action; d. on
Sceptre in Madras 8 Sept. 1805. 

2On 20 Jan. 1800 Collingwood transferred his flag from Triumph to Barfleur, the ship
he had commanded in 1794. The period since the previous letter had been spent off Brest
with occasional visits to Torbay and Cawsand Bay, usually for shelter from gales.
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while in London;1 it is unfortunate when the time one devotes to
amusement and the society of friends who are not every day within our
reach should be interrupted by want of health. But I hope such a
disappointment was the worst of its consequences, and that you are now
quite recovered. 

Mr Wood, whose letter you enclose to me, I know very well, and
believe him to be a very good young man. He brought a letter to the
Mediterranean when you were so good as to send my trunk by him. I
have ever since had him in my view, and if anything occurs by which 
I have the means of serving him, and obtaining promotion for him, I
assure you I will not neglect it. But I do not know how it is to be done
except in the event of an action, for there are such numbers of
Lieutenants now on the list that the Admiralty cannot find employment
for them – besides near two thousand young men who came into the
service at the commencement of the war and are exactly in the
predicament that Mr Wood is. Abroad there is a better chance I think,
and if I should go on any foreign station, and he chooses to go, I will do
whatever is in my power. Mr Bell2 has been with me all the war, and on
some occasions stood distinguished; I have been this twelvemonth
endeavouring to get him appointed to my ship without being yet able to
effect it – but Lord Spencer3 has promised me fair. 

I had heard from my brother4 that by the assistance of kind friends he
had obtained another office which brings with it a comfortable addition
to his income; and indeed, Sir, we are all very much indebted to you that
on this and on every occasion you have been zealous for our
advancement and spared no pains to secure to my brother the voices of
those electors who were of your neighbourhood. 

We are carrying on the war here quite in a new style, but with such
secrecy that I do not believe there is an officer in the fleet that knows
the least of what is going on, except the Chief.5 On our arrival here the
29th last we heard from our Scouts (the frigates) that the enemy’s fleet
came out of harbour the day before, as far as the Black Rocks, but on
the wind failing them they in the evening returned to port, and since our
arrival they have moved further in. But perhaps in a short time their port

1Collingwood underlined the word London. 
2John Bell, of Newcastle (1772–1812): acting Lt. 21 June 1799; Lt. 2 July 1800; had

been with Collingwood as a Mid. since April 1794; d. as Superintendent of Signal Station
at Brea Head, Valentia Is., Co. Kerry (PRO ADM 1/624/455). 

3George John, 2nd Earl Spencer (1758–1834), 1st Lord 1794–1801. 
4John Collingwood (1750–1841), ancestor of the Collingwoods of Lilburn Tower,

Northumberland (Burke’s Landed Gentry, London, 1965). 
5St Vincent had succeeded Bridport in command of the Channel Fleet on 26 April. 
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may not be a safe place; for since we came, a great number of troopships
have joined us, and immediately after have been despatched to the coast
not distant from hence with two or three men of war. Today a fleet of
five large cutters came to us, each carrying 14 or 16 guns, and were sent
after the troops who I suppose are carrying on their operations, which I
hope will make their appearance by and by in a good shape. The only
part we are at present acting is to keep the fleet close to Brest and
prevent any interruption by theirs. 

This has been conducted with the greatest secrecy, for when we sailed
there was no idea of anything beyond the usual cruise, and the troops
knew nothing of their destination until they found themselves here.1

I am much obliged to Mr and Mrs Stanhope for remembering me and
beg you will have the goodness to present my best compliments to them.
They have a fine family and I give them joy of its increase, for surely a
large board, well composed and well disposed, with good shoes and
stockings, and something to eat, is the greatest blessing. I hope it will
ever prove so to them. I could be content with half their number, but
would not think that too many of various sorts; in the different directions
they would probably take in the world they would aid each other2 – but
God help me, this war of which there is yet no prospect of an end will
exhaust me. At present, however, I am thankful for very good health, and
sincerely wish you, my dear Sir, the long enjoyment of as good. 

9. To Edward Collingwood

Barfleur
Torbay3

28 March 1801 

I have just passed a very happy fortnight with my wife at Plymouth; in
all her relations of circumstances and events in the North nothing gave
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1On 1 June seven 74s and many smaller ships, with five regiments and artillery, were
detached to assist insurgent French Royalists in the Morbihan and to capture Belle Île.
Considerable damage was done to forts and small craft in Quiberon Bay on 2 & 4 June,
but the attack on the island was abandoned when its garrison was found to be too strong.
The troops were later conveyed to the Med. 

2At this date the Spencer-Stanhopes had seven sons and four daughters (plus one
daughter who had died); 2 more sons and a daughter were born later. 

3In the ten months since the previous letter Collingwood continued to be employed in
the blockade of Brest with occasional breaks in Torbay and Cawsand Bay for shelter or
repairs. He was advanced to RA of the Red on 1 Jan. 1801. His wife and elder daughter
arrived on a visit to Plymouth on 27 Jan. while he was dining with Nelson but
Collingwood had to sail for Brest a few hours later, leaving them to wait until 12 March
for his return. 
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me more pleasure than to hear that she left you in good health. I have
felt a degree of satisfaction that none can form a true idea of who have
not been long absent from those they love and respect. All our
conversation was of our friends, and I feel as if I had been lately with
them; none is more truly sensible of their value, and this happy
interview has gratified me exceedingly. 

I left her yesterday and have just joined the fleet here, which is only
waiting a change of wind to repair to their station off Brest where we
shall probably continue a great part of the summer, unless a peace, or a
battle, should cause us to return. I think we may assure ourselves of one,
but am not politician enough to judge which of the two is most likely to
happen. The French, having stirred all Europe to arms against us, cannot
with any conscience remain quiet in their ports and leave the poor
Danes and Swedes the victims of their friendship; and if they come out
it will be to try their strength with us. I hope every thing from such a
contest; and was peace to be the consequence of it – a good and
honourable peace to last us the rest of our lives – I would the trial was
made tomorrow. 

Our late Chief [Earl St Vincent] has now arrived at the summit of his
ambition.1 No man in England is more capable of conducting the naval
department than he is, besides his having the advantage of much
professional information which cannot be so well understood by
landmen. He has more hours for business than most men, having little
taste for pleasure, and seldom sleeps more than 4 or 5 hours in a night.
His successor2 in the command of the fleet is vigilant and watchful and
will supply his place well, but we are much reduced in our force by the
detachments made to the North Sea.3

The towns in this neighbourhood have lately been in great
commotion from the excessive dearness of all kinds of provisions. In
short, the poorer people who make the multitude have not money to
purchase subsistence, and yet there does not appear to be want – nothing
like scarcity, but the prices are advanced beyond their means.4 At
Exeter, at Dartmouth and Brixham they have stormed the markets,
seized the provisions, and given such prices as themselves had

1St Vincent became 1st Lord on 19 Feb. 1801 on the formation of Addington’s
ministry. 

2Adm. the Hon. William Cornwallis (1744–1819): hoisted his flag as C.-in-C.
Channel Fleet on 24 Feb. 1801 and held the post until the Peace of Amiens, then again
from 1803–6; declined a knighthood in 1795; cr. GCB 1815.

3To join the fleet under Hyde Parker and Nelson which fought at Copenhagen on 2
April 1801. 

4The high prices were chiefly caused by a series of bad harvests. There were similar
riots elsewhere. 

CH 4 NAVAL MISCELL  15/9/03  1:27 pm  Page 172



previously settled. These outrages have a dangerous tendency, as the
repetition of them weakens the respect men have for order and the laws.
Peace seems the only effectual remedy when industry may find full
employment and the means of subsistence without violence, and I hope
it is not very distant. France is becoming every day more composed and
settled in her government and nobody can doubt the disposition of
England to peace. 

I have d[esired] old Scott1 to plant us some potatoes in my garden at
Morpeth, and I am not without hope that I may dig them up myself. 

My wife and little Sarah2 are soon coming to Paignton, a village in
this bay, where I shall have more chance of seeing them than at
Plymouth, but I have not yet found a lodging suited to them. They were
on board the Barfleur in Cawsand and unluckily a hard gale of wind
came on which made them very ill and not a little frightened, and glad
to get on shore again as soon as the storm abated. I do not think I shall
prevail on her to trust herself on board again. It was unlucky.3

I hope Admiral Roddam and all his family are well. If he is in your
neighbourhood I beg my kindest respects and love to him, and begging
you to accept my warmest wishes for your health and happiness.

10. To Edward Collingwood

Barfleur 
off Brest4

13 August 1801 

From week to week throughout the summer we have been flattered with
the expectation that an event would happen that would give me a subject
of gratulation to write to you on. The fleets in Brest have appeared to be
so completely ready, and all the information received by the ministers
so corresponding with this appearance of some grand attempt to be
made, that I hoped to give you joy on a firm step towards establishing
peace5 – which all Europe I believe, except those fellows at the head of
the French government, look forward to with impatience. Their
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1Collingwood’s gardener. 
2Sarah, Collingwood’s elder daughter aged 8: m. G. L. Newnham (later Newnham

Collingwood) in 1816; had two daughters but no grandchildren; d. 1851.
3Collingwood’s Journal records ‘strong gales’ for seven days during the two weeks in

Cawsand Bay. 
4Collingwood had sailed from Torbay on 30 March 1801 for the Brest blockade and

stayed there until his return to Cawsand Bay on 2 Sept. 
5The Treaty of Lunéville between France and Austria on 9 Feb. 1801 gave Bonaparte

the opportunity to invade England. No doubt Collingwood hoped the Brest fleet would
sail so that it could be defeated at sea. 
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existence in power probably depends on the continuance of war, and
their ambition spurns at peace, so that when to hope for it, God knows.

Your letter and the accounts I have since had from my sisters of your
good health gave me great pleasure. I hope you will long continue to
enjoy it. I have in general very good health, but about a month since had
such a violent attack of I do not know what complaint that reduced me
to a great degree of weakness. I am, however, very well recovered now.
I attributed it entirely to the want of that exercise that is necessary to
health, for walking about on a smooth floor month after month is not
exercise. 

The preparations the French are making for invading England are
very great but I have no doubt of what the event will be: whenever they
make the experiment, a complete discomfiture. They are very powerful
here, both in the number of their ships and their army, which is pretty
well understood to be destined for Ireland if they can elude our watch.
In the winter nights and the strong gales it is impossible to keep a station
so near as to prevent their sailing; it is at that season the attempt will
probably be made. And, poor devils, they will be very unequal to
contend with the violence of the elements after being nursed in a snug
port for so many years. 

Lord Nelson is endeavouring to destroy their vessels in the ports, and
will do there all that is practicable to be done, but Calais, Ostend and
Dunkirk, from the shallowness of the water and sand banks with which
they are surrounded, are very difficult of access. However he will make
a fair experiment, and at least let them know what they are to expect
when they venture beyond them.1

Mrs Collingwood had a long journey2 at an inclement season, but
since January I have only been a fortnight in port. This it is to be a
sailor’s wife. I think it likely I shall go to Plymouth in the next month,
and when I come to sea again that she will bend her course northward
before the severity of the winter begins. She has in this time been very
comfortably lodged first at Plymouth Dock, and since April at a very
pleasant village3 near Torbay – in hopes that some good gale might have
driven us in there. 

I was very much concerned to hear of the accident that befell my
good friend Admiral Roddam.4 Mrs Roddam told me some time since

1Nelson had been appointed to command the defences of England from Orford Ness
to Beachy Head in expectation of the invasion. He made two attacks on Boulogne, which
achieved little, before hostilities ceased on 1 Oct. 

2From Northumberland to Plymouth. 
3Paignton. 
4A ‘tumble’ which made him ‘lame in his legs’ (Hughes, p. 166). 
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that he was very much recovered and I am glad to hear by later accounts
from Miss R to my wife that he continues to mend.

If ever we have peace there is no person will be more thankful or
enjoy it more than I shall, for none will embrace their long absent
friends on their return with more affection. Let us hope it will come –
and in the meantime believe me to be …

11. To Edward Collingwood

Barfleur
Spithead1

24 January 1802 

Things long in expectation are sweet in the enjoyment. However, I
could have dispensed with this circumstance as unnecessary to increase
my desire to return to my family and friends. In October, when
hostilities ceased, I was in hopes that long before this time I should have
had the pleasure of seeing you, but now after four months the prospect
of being soon to retire to peace at home seems rather to recede than
approach. I suppose it depends on the treaty being concluded, but if we
may judge from appearances in the fleet, that is not very near, for
squadrons are taking their stations again as if preparatory to some
further movements. 

We have 7 sail of the line here waiting for a wind to sail abroad, 7
sail more are fitted for a like service at Torbay, and I am going to join
the fleet again with six sail of great ships from hence as soon as the
wind will allow me to go down the Channel. I hope however those
dispositions may not be the consequence of any untoward circumstance
in the negotiation, but perhaps no more than politic precautions to keep
our force alert until all is finally settled; and where so many and such
various interests are to reconcile, it cannot be expected in a short time.
After the last war the definitive treaty was not signed till October,
though the preliminaries were in January, and the present state of affairs
appear much more complex than they were then.2

We have lately had a very painful duty to perform in the trial of those
men of the Temeraire who on her being ordered abroad refused
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1Since the previous letter Collingwood had had one further stint off Brest, was at
Berehaven, Co. Cork, for two months, and arrived at Spithead on 30 Dec. 

2The preliminaries of peace were signed on 1 Oct. 1801 but negotiations on the terms
continued until the Treaty of Amiens was signed on 25 March 1802. Meanwhile
Bonaparte despatched part of the Brest fleet and an army to the West Indies causing the
precautions mentioned by Collingwood. The latter’s sqdn was in Torbay for most of the
period of 7 Feb. to 6 May. 
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obedience to those orders, and prevailed on a majority of the ship’s
company to resist the execution of them. Twenty of them were tried, 18
were condemned to die and eleven of them have suffered; a dreadful
example but of absolute necessity to prevent individual convenience or
opinion interrupting the course of public service.1

We have since had another trial, of Captain Sir Edward Hamilton,
which has been a matter of great concern and sorrow to everyone. This
was for oppressive and unjustifiable conduct towards one of his
officers. It is a pity that a young man who has so distinguished himself
against the enemy should in the end allow his passion to subject him to
the penalties of a law which admits of no mitigation. But I hope His
Majesty will please, in consideration of his good services, which have
eminently distinguished him, to restore him to his rank. He will return
with wisdom dearly bought, and more caution for the future.2

I have heard lately from my wife and my sister Bess3 that you were
enjoying good health, and that good Admiral Roddam was recovering,
though slowly, from his lameness – and those accounts give me a very
great pleasure. I cannot say much for myself; the late business I have
been engaged in has worn my spirits exceedingly. I am not yet hard
enough to witness the infirmities or misfortunes of men without
suffering much pain from such human frailty and depravity; and a
violent cold I have got makes it necessary to nurse me a little. 

I have been under the necessity to purchase our house at Morpeth,
which I had no great desire to do if we could have held it on the terms
we have hitherto done. But we must either buy it or be turned out, which
was not convenient at this time, as no other house offered [was] so well
suited to us. Besides that, moving is ruinous, the experience we have

1The mutiny had taken place at Berehaven on 10 Dec. when the Temeraire and three
other ships were under orders to sail for the West Indies in response to the French
initiative. The court martial at Portsmouth of which Collingwood was a member sat 6–11
and 14–16 Jan. The seven who were not hanged had their sentences commuted to long
terms of hard labour. 

2Hamilton (1772–1851) had been knighted in Feb. 1800 for his gallant action in
cutting out the frigate Hermione which had deserted to the Spanish in the West Indies after
mutineers had murdered most of her officers. He was severely wounded in the head and
on his way home was taken prisoner by the French. On his release he was appointed capt.
of the Trent, 36, where on one occasion he ordered the Gunner and four seamen to be tied
up in the main rigging for four hours for not washing and cleaning the quarterdeck guns
to his satisfaction. The Gunner was released after one hour and the seamen after three. At
his court martial on 22 Jan. 1802, of which Collingwood was a member, Hamilton was
sentenced to be dismissed the service (PRO ADM 1/5360). He was reinstated five months
later and cr. Bart in 1818, RA 1821 and Adm. 1846. It is possible that his wound and
imprisonment had temporarily affected his mental stability. 

3Elizabeth (1740–1835), the third of Collingwood’s seven sisters, all older than he.
None of them married. 
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had of that situation is very favourable, and to prevent the annoyance of
a bad neighbourhood as much as we can we have bought Miss Saint’s
ground which is opposite to us, and I hope will be able to make a
comfortable place, and large enough for my little family. I feel a
satisfaction that I shall plant my own cabbages in my own garden.

I had a letter the other day from Sir Edward Blackett who is very
happy in the prospect of his new acquired daughter adding to his family.
It was a subject that I think he had considerable anxiety on.1 I wish you
health, my dear Sir, and very glad shall I be I assure you to see you
again.2

12. To Edward Collingwood

Dreadnought
Cawsand Bay3

16 May 1805 

I am very sorry to hear by the letters I have lately had from my wife that
you have been indifferent in your health, but my last letter informed me
you were recovering and I hope the milder season will establish you. 

I have been this two months past under orders to go abroad. I
suppose wherever those Frenchmen who have escaped from Toulon are
known to settle, I shall go after them.4 This is the only conjecture I can
form of my destination, and I am not curious to know more of it for
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1Anxious because his two eldest sons had died without issue. The only surviving son
and heir had married on 8 Aug. 1801, and a grandson to continue the title was to be born
on 13 Aug. 1802. 

2Collingwood struck his flag in the Barfleur at Spithead on 6 May 1802 and returned
home to his family in Morpeth. 

3With the resumption of the war on 18 May 1803 Collingwood left home and on 3
June hoisted his flag in the Diamond, 38, at Spithead. He never saw his family or his home
again. He sailed at once, joining Cornwallis off Ushant on 10 June (‘Here comes my old
friend Coll, the last that left and the first to join me’). During the next two years until the
date of this letter he was in command of a detached sqdn operating continuously off the
Biscay coast of France or Cadiz except for the months of Dec. 1803 and Dec. 1804 when
he was moored in Cawsand Bay, and for occasional brief visits to Torbay when driven off
his station by gales. He had several changes of flagship: to the Venerable, 74, on 12 June
1803; Colossus, 74, on 27 Dec.; Culloden, 74, 6 Feb. 1804; Prince, 90, 7 May; Venerable,
74, 27 June; and Dreadnought 22 Aug. On 23 April 1804 he was promoted to VA of the
Blue. 

4He had in fact been off Brest for most of the two months preceding this letter; but the
Admy’s expectation of another break-out by the French to follow that of Missiessy (see
note 1 on p. 178) caused them to issue orders on 2 March for five ships to complete stores
for foreign service and to be ready to sail ‘at the shortest notice’ under Collingwood’s
command (PRO ADM 2/954/429). In the event Villeneuve with 19 ships escaped from
Toulon on 30 March but the Admy was not aware of this, nor that they had left the Med.,
until late April. 
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while I am in a ship it is of little consequence where. But I assure you I
shall be most happy when the day comes that I can take my leave of the
sea for ever; for my health and strength are not what they have been,
and every day the task becomes more arduous. 

We have for two years blockaded ports from which the enemy were
not in a condition to sail, combating tempests, and crippling our ships,
while they were composedly fitting a squadron which will require all
our strength to meet. It was a plan that no seaman ever approved
because he knew the impracticability of keeping them in for any length
of time. I am feeling a comfort that I was relieved from Rochefort
before they escaped from thence, for I was sensible then that my
meeting them if they came out was a mere matter of chance, and I
understand the Admiralty are not quite in harmony with Sir Thomas
Graves who was there when they got off.1

I am afraid there is a little embarrass [sic] in all the high offices at
present; this contention of ministers and statesmen, the discord that
subsists in Parliament, in hope of overturning the present administration
under the pretence of punishing delinquents, paralyses all the functions
of government. Every effort to resist or counteract the enemy seems to
be suspended.2 Though I have no mercy for peculators which I consider
as robbers with the addition of breach of trust, it would have been a
happy thing if Lord Melville and his Mr Trotter had been reserved for a
time of more leisure, for it has set the whole hive a-buzzing, and I am
afraid poor honesty will have an unconquerable host to contend with.3

The exposure of such practices makes one sick of greatness. I would not
give the peace and contentment that inhabits my little house at Morpeth
to possess a palace obtained by practices that would ever cause one
painful reflection. 

1RA Sir Thomas Graves (1747–1814): cousin of Adm. Lord Graves; 2nd i/c at
Copenhagen 1801; KB; VA 9 Nov. 1805; Adm. 1812. A sqdn of ten ships under Adm.
Missiessy escaped from Rochefort for the West Indies on 11 Jan. while Graves’s sqdn was
anchored in Quiberon Bay to take on water. Here he could be seen by the French, and
Missiessy knew it was safe to make his escape. Graves was not employed again. 

2The contention surrounded the resignation of Melville as 1st Lord (see note 3) and
Pitt’s appointment of Adm. Sir Charles Middleton (cr. Lord Barham) as his successor.
This led to Addington and others resigning from the cabinet in July. 

3Henry Dundas, 1st Viscount Melville (1742–1811), 1st Lord May 1804 to April 1805,
and Alexander Trotter of Dreghorn (1755–1842), Paymaster of the Admy 1785–1805.
Melville, who had been Treasurer of the Navy 1782–1800 and had had a distinguished
career, resigned as 1st Lord on being accused of ‘gross malversation’ while Treasurer in
borrowing several thousand pounds of public money at various times from Trotter; the
grounds for some of the charges dated back to the 1780s. He was tried by the House of
Lords and acquitted on all charges on 12 June 1806. The Opposition’s attempts to bring
down the Government over the affair in the summer of 1805 came at a particularly
dangerous time with England under threat of invasion. 
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I had wrote so far of my letter before the post came in which brought
me my orders. I have now only time to add my most sincere good
wishes for your health and happiness. I shall sail as soon as possible and
am so hurried with business that I do not [?think] I shall have time to
write more than a line to my wife.1

13. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Dreadnought 
off Cadiz2

10 July 1805 

I shall have great pleasure in taking your young sailor3 into my care
whenever you choose he should come, and you may assure yourself that
I will be as regardful of everything that relates to him as you yourself
could be. Considering how uncertain my situation is or where I may be
at any particular period, had I known your intention in March, I should
have recommended that he embarked then, and made his first essay in
a warm country and far from home.

When I sailed from England I had under my command a fine fleet,
but the change of circumstances since that has both altered my
destination and reduced my force.4 I am now blocking up the ports here.
On my arrival I found the Spaniards on the point of sailing, waiting only
for the Cartagena squadron to join them, and they were actually at sea
in their way down, but recalled by a dispatch boat on our appearance off
the coast. We never know whether we go too fast or too slow. Had I
been a few days later we should probably have met them at sea with
their ten sail, and made a good day of it. 

Oh, how I lament the fall of Lord Melville! But I never can consent
to rank him amongst the herd of peculators who prey upon the public.
He has been negligent in the economy and management of his office –
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1His departure was postponed pending further orders from London, and he sailed for
Cadiz on 21 May 1805 with eleven ships of the line (see note 4). He never saw England
again. 

2He had been off Cadiz since early June. 
3William, fourth son of Walter Spencer-Stanhope, b. 4 Jan. 1793. Through his mother

he was a distant cousin of Collingwood. See also note 3 on p. 210. 
4He sailed on 21 May with 11 ships of the line with orders to blockade the enemy in

Cadiz; if they had gone he was to pursue them to the West Indies or into the Med.
(Admiralty to Collingwood, 17 May 1805, PRO ADM 2/1363). However, finding that
Nelson had already followed Villeneuve to the West Indies but that there were still many
Spanish ships in Cadiz and Cartagena, he split his sqdn by sending some to Cartagena as
well as two to the West Indies to reinforce Nelson, and at the date of this letter was
blockading Cadiz with only four ships. (See also [14].) 
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he has paid too little attention to the management of his own money
affairs. Had he been avaricious and greedy of wealth, how many years
has he been in official situations wherein he might have enriched
himself; and is yet as poor as poverty, for I have it from good authority
that his patent of nobility was several months in office before he could
raise £2000 to pay the fees of it, and Melville Castle must have been
sold if his son had not taken it.1

Then the virulence with which he has been pursued from all quarters
– not merely submitting his case to the calm deliberations of Parliament,
or the lawful decisions of Courts of Justice, but made a subject for pot-
house discussion where the snobby meetings of half-drunk mechanics
have been convened to pass judgment on a man whose whole life has
been devoted to his country’s service, and whose conduct has been
unimpeached till now. It is disgraceful to the justice of the country, for
it matters little what may be the decision of a court hereafter when a
man is already condemned in the public opinion. Those to whom Lord
Melville was before indifferent, and those who blame the negligence of
his office, have acquired a sort of respect for his misfortunes in being
the object of such a factious hue and cry.

I was very sorry to hear Mr Collingwood2 had been so indifferent in
his health last spring, but I hope the warm weather will be of service to
him. The last I heard from his home he was better. I beg my best and
kindest regards to Mrs Stanhope and all your family, and wishing you
and them health and every possible happiness. 

14. To Edward Collingwood

Dreadnought 
off Cadiz 

23 September 1805 

It is a long time since I heard from England; the only letter I have had
from home since my sailing gave me the satisfaction to know you were
recovering from the illness you had in the spring, and I hope the
summer quite established you. 

I have here a very laborious and a very anxious time. You will have

1For Melville, see note 3 on p. 178. His many ‘official situations’ before becoming 1st
Lord included Solicitor-Gen. for Scotland 1766–75, Lord Advocate for Scotland 1775–83,
Keeper of the Signet for Scotland 1777–1800, Treasurer of the Navy 1782–1800, Home
Sec. 1791–4, Pres. of BoC for India 1793–1801, and Sec. for War 1794–1801. Cr.
Viscount 1802. Melville Castle, from which he took his title, was his first wife’s
inheritance. 

2Edward Collingwood, addressee of the previous letters.
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heard from my wife1 perhaps the narrow escape I had from being cut off
by the combined fleet. At that time I had only three ships with me and
a frigate; they had 36 sail. And had they managed their affairs with the
least ingenuity I should have found it a very difficult thing to have
fought my way through them. But we made good use of their want of
skill and after seeing them safe into port we continued on our station to
blockade the town and prevent all commerce. I hope the Admiralty will
give me credit for maintaining my station in the neighbourhood of so
powerful a fleet, for I never quitted them for a day, though I had but four
ships.2 But now that I am reinforced by the squadron under Sir Robt
Calder3 I have a fine fleet of 26 ships of line and some smart frigates,
and hope very good – and with God’s blessing with me will do a good
day’s work for my country whenever they give me opportunity. That
done I shall be glad to retire to my home and enjoy the comforts of my
family, for my strength fails and the mind being constantly on the full
stretch seeks and needs relief. 

I have a gentleman from Newcastle for my captain but he is a man
of no talent as a sea officer, and of little assistance to me, so that the full
weight of everything lays on me.4

How glad I shall be to get into my garden again at Morpeth and,
quitting the foe, see for the rest of my life only friends about me. 

Mr Stanhope wrote to me some time since to say he intended one of
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1His letter dated 21 Aug. 1805, transcribed in N.C. I, p. 153. 
2On 20 Aug. Villeneuve’s fleet found refuge in Cadiz thinking, wrongly, that Nelson

was on his tail. For his skill in deceiving the enemy as to the size of his force and for
resuming the blockade the moment all 36 ships had entered Cadiz, Collingwood received
high praise: ‘Everybody in England admired your adroitness,’ wrote Nelson.

3VA Sir Robert Calder (1745–1818): knighted 1797 (after St Vincent); Bart 1798; RA
1799; VA 23 April 1804 but junior to Collingwood. Joined Collingwood with greater part
of Channel Fleet from Brest on 30 Aug. In Dec. he was severely reprimanded by court
martial for ‘an error of judgement’ during his indecisive action with Villeneuve in July.
Promoted Adm. 1810; C.-in-C. Plymouth 1810–13. 

4Capt. Edward Rotheram (1753–1830): son of a Newcastle physician; Merchant
Service 1770–77; RN 1777–83 (as Mid. and Master’s Mate); rejoined 1787 as Lt.; Cdr
1794 (1st Lt. of Culloden on First of June); Capt. 1800 in which rank he commanded
Lapwing, 28, July 1800 to Oct. 1802; unemployed for next two years (PRO ADM
9/2/142). He had been Collingwood’s Flag-Capt. since 15 Nov. 1804 and, despite this
comment, he transferred with Collingwood to the Royal Sovereign on 10 Oct. and
performed gallantly at Trafalgar. But on 23 Oct. Collingwood took the opportunity to
acquire a new Flag-Capt. and appointed Rotheram to the Bellerophon in which he
returned to England and carried the Guidon at Nelson’s funeral. In April 1807 he was
court-martialled for unofficerlike conduct towards his Lts and the Chaplain, and
reprimanded. He was not employed again after leaving the Bellerophon the next year
except as one of the Capts of Greenwich Hospital 1828–30. CB 1815 (after twice asking
for a knighthood – Rotherham’s Letterbook, NMM, LBK/38). There is a portrait of him
in the Nelson Collection at Lloyd’s.
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his sons for the sea service. I need not say how glad I should be to take
all the care of him I can, and do him all the service in my power. But it
is rather late in my day to be very useful to him as I shall be seeking to
retire about the time he is launching into the world.1

Lord Nelson told me he should be out again in October if the
Admiralty would allow him, and as this is regularly his command I
conclude he will as soon as he can resume it.2

It will make me very happy to hear you are perfectly well and
enjoying all the comforts you so abundantly possess. 

15. To Edward Collingwood

Euryalus
off the Straits3

25 October 1805 

As I am sure none rejoices more at any good fortune that befalls me than
you do, so I lose no time to inform you that I have had a most glorious
battle with the Combined Fleet and have beat them out of the sea, at
least for the present. 

Though you will see it fully detailed in my letters in the Gazette,4 I
must tell you myself that on the 21st we met, each party seeming well
disposed to try their strength. They had 33, we had 27 large ships. They
received us handsomely, and I began the battle at the head of my
column exactly at noon. Lord Nelson led the other but the Sovereign
being an excellent sailer I had got a little before him. The combat was
hot and long but soon after 3 all that were in a state to go off, fled. 

My dear friend received his mortal wound about the middle of the
fight and sent an officer to tell me he should see no more [sic]. 

His loss was the greatest grief to me. There is nothing like him left
for gallantry and conduct in battle. It was not a foolish passion for
fighting for he was the most gentle of all human creatures and often
lamented the cruel necessity of it, but it was a principle of duty which

1See [13].
2At 0700 on 29 Sept. Collingwood ‘delivered all papers and orders relating to the

Fleet to Vice-Admiral Lord Viscount Nelson and resigned to His Lordship the command’
(Collingwood’s Journal, 29 Sept. 1805, PRO ADM 50/41). 

3Collingwood transferred from the Dreadnought to the Royal Sovereign, 100, on 10
Oct. and from the latter to the Euryalus (36, Capt. Henry Blackwood) at 1745 on 21 Oct.
towards the conclusion of the Battle of Trafalgar. 

4Letters of 22 and 24 Oct. to the Sec. of the Admy, published in the London Gazette
on 6 Nov. and reproduced in Sir N. H. Nicolas, Despatches and Letters of Vice Admiral
Lord Viscount Nelson (London, 1846), VII, pp. 212–15 and 216–17. 
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all men owed their country in defence of her laws and liberty. He valued
life only as it enabled him to do good, and would not preserve it by any
act he thought unworthy. He wore four stars upon his breast and would
not be prevailed to put on a plain coat, scorning what he thought a
shabby precaution; but that perhaps cost him his life, for his dress made
him the general mark. He is gone, and I shall lament him as long as I
remain. 

My ship suffered so much in the action and I had so much to do that
I was under a necessity to shift my flag into an active ship and brought
Villeneuve, the Commander-in-Chief of the Combined Fleet, with me.1

We have taken 19 of his ships, three other Admirals2 and the General
commanding the troops, with about 20 thousand prisoners. And yet I do
not think I can get a prize into port. They are so shattered and the
weather has been so boisterous that I think they must all sink or be
driven on shore – which is lamentable, but there is an end to the great
Combined Fleet. 

The fatigue I have undergone lately both of body and mind has worn
me out. Would that we had peace that I might get to my garden again
and all the comforts of my own house. I hope my dear Sir you have
quite recovered your health and that I shall see you next spring.3

16. To Admiral of the Fleet Sir Peter Parker, Bt4

Queen
Off Cadiz5

1 November 1805

My dear Sir Peter, 
You will have seen from the public accounts that we have fought a

great battle, and had it not been for the fall of our noble friend, who was
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1VA Pierre Charles Jean-Baptiste Sylvestre Villeneuve (1763–1806): flag in
Bucentaure; RA at the Nile in 1801; d. in Rennes, France, 22 April 1806, shortly after his
return from England on parole. 

2For their names see [16]. 
3This was the last letter to Edward Collingwood who died on 16 March 1806 aged 71.
4Much of this letter (from imperfect copies or inaccurately transcribed) has been

published elsewhere but this is the first time it has been printed in full from the original,
now in the National Maritime Museum. When George III was shown the letter by Sir
Peter Parker at Windsor he asked for a copy of it (Hughes, p. 249). 

Sir Peter Parker (1721–1811): C.-in-C. N. Am. 1775 and Jamaica Station 1777–82;
RA 1777; VA 1779; Bart 1783; Adm. 1787; C.-in-C. Portsmouth 1793–9; A. of F. and
Gen. of Marines in succession to Lord Howe 1799. He was the Chief Mourner at Nelson’s
funeral. 

5Collingwood transferred from the Euryalus to the Queen, 98, on 31 Oct. 
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indeed the glory of England and the admiration of all who ever saw him
in battle, your pleasure would have been perfect – that two of your own
pupils, raised under your eye, and cherished by your kindness, should
render such service to their country as I hope this battle will in its effect
be.1

I am not going to give you a detail of our proceedings which you
have seen in the public papers, but to tell you I have made advantage of
our calamities and, having lost two excellent men, I have endeavoured
to replace them with those who will in due time I hope be as good. I
have appointed Captain Parker to the Melpomene which I am sure my
dear Nelson would have done had he lived. His own merit deserves it,
and it is highly gratifying to me to give you such a token of my affection
for you.2

It was a severe action – no dodging or manoeuvring. They formed
their line with nicety and waited our attack with great composure. They
did not fire a gun until we were close to them, and we began first. Our
ships were fought with a degree of gallantry that would have warmed
your heart; everybody exerted themselves, and a glorious day they made
of it. 

People who cannot comprehend how complicated an affair a battle is
at sea, and judge of an officer’s conduct by the number of sufferers in
his ship, often do him a wrong. Though there will appear great
difference in the loss of men, all did admirably well, and the conclusion
was grand beyond description – eighteen hulks of the enemy lying
amongst the British Fleet without a stick standing, and the French
Achille burning. But we were close to the rocks of Trafalgar and when
I made the signal for anchoring many ships had their cables shot, and
not an anchor ready. Providence did for us what no human effort could
have done; the wind shifted a few points and we drifted off the land. 

The next day bad weather began and with great difficulty we got our

1Nelson and Collingwood had served under Parker’s command in Jamaica and both
received their first commands from him in 1778/9. 

2The two losses were capts John Cooke (1763–1805) of the Bellerophon and George
Duff (1764–1805) of the Mars. Collingwood made two promotions to Capt. in their place:
(a) Richard Thomas (1777–1857): with Collingwood in the Excellent at St Vincent and his
Flag-Lt. 1799–1802. Appointed to Bellerophon 22 Oct. but transferred a few days later to
the Queen as Collingwood’s Flag-Capt., a position he held until the Adm.’s death in 1810.
RA 1837; C.-in-C. Pacific 1841–4; VA 1848; Adm. 1854; (b) Peter Parker (1785–1814):
son of VA Christopher Parker (1761–1804) and grandson of the addressee of this letter
whom he succeeded as 2nd Bart in 1811; had served under Nelson in the Victory 1803–4;
MP (Wexford) 1810–11; killed leading a landing party from his ship Menelaus near
Baltimore, USA. As captain of the sloop Weazle he was one of the first to sight the enemy
fleet leaving Cadiz before Trafalgar; to his great chagrin he was sent to summons the ships
at Gibraltar and thus missed the battle. Aged 19 when promoted Capt. 
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captured ships towed off the land. The second day, Gravina,1 who is
wounded, made an effort to cut off some [of] the ships with the
squadron of 9 ships which he retired with. In the night the gale
increased and two of his ships (the Rayo of 100 guns and Indomptable
of 80) were dismasted. The Rayo anchored amongst our hulks and
surrendered; the Indomptable lost on the shore and I am told every soul
perished. Amongst such numbers it is difficult to ascertain what we
have done, but I believe the truth is 23 sail of the line fell into our hands
of which 3 got in again in the gale of wind, viz Santa Ana, Neptuno and
Algeziras. The Neptuno is on shore in Cadiz and likely to be lost there.
Three we bring off safe, viz the Ildefonso, San Juan Nepo[muceno] –
and English Swiftsure2 – and 17 burnt, sunk, and destroyed. Four flag
officers and plenty of commodores were our prisoners. Villeneuve, the
Commander-in-Chief, I send home; V.Admiral de Alava3 who, being
dangerously wounded, I left in his ship Santa Ana and she drove into
Cadiz; Cisneros,4 Spanish R.Admiral, is now at Gibraltar but I intend he
should go to England; Magon,5 the French R.Admiral, killed. 

The storm being violent, our own ships many of them in most
perilous situations, I found it necessary to order the captures – all
without masts, some without rudders, and many half full of water – to
be destroyed, except such as were in better plight; for my object was
their ruin and not what might be made of them. As this filled our ships
with prisoners and the wounded in miserable condition, I sent a flag in
to the Marquis Solana6 to offer him his wounded men, which was
received with every demonstration of joy and gratitude; and two French
frigates and a brig were sent out for them. In return he offered to me his
hospitals and the security of Spanish honour that our wounded should
have every care and every comfort that Spain could afford. So that you
see, my dear Sir, though we fight them we are upon very good terms. 

But what has most astonished them is our keeping the sea after such
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1VA Frederico Carlos Gravina: C.-in-C. of the Spanish Fleet, flag in Principe de
Asturias; d. of his wound on 9 March 1806, aged 49. 

2There were both a French and a British Swiftsure in the battle. Collingwood is here
referring to the French ship; she had been captured from the British in 1801 and was now
re-captured and survived the gale (and was later renamed Irresistible). He perhaps called
her the ‘English Swiftsure’ to emphasise that she was now British again. The three
captured ships were sent to Gibraltar. 

3VA Ignacio Maria de Alava y Naverette (1750–1817): 2nd i/c of the Spanish Fleet,
flag in Santa Ana. See also note 5 on p. 191. 

4RA Baltasar Hidalgo de Cisneros y Littera (1755–1829): 3rd i/c of the Spanish Fleet,
flag in Santissima Trinidada; had been capt. of San Pablo at Cape St Vincent; promoted
VA 9 Nov. 1805. 

5RA Charles Magon (1763–1805): 3rd i/c of the French fleet, flag in Algésiras. 
6Capt.-Gen. of Andalusia and Gov. of Cadiz; killed by a mob 29 May 1808. 
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an action, with our jury masts and crippled ships, which I did the longer
to let them see that no effort of theirs can drive a British squadron from
its station. 

God bless you my dear Sir Peter; may you ever be happy. 

17. To Commissioner Robert Fanshawe, Plymouth Dockyard1

Queen 
off Carthagena

5 December 1805 

Nothing can give me more pleasure than the congratulations of a kind
and good friend, and I beg you to accept my best thanks. Never did a
fleet set to work to do their business quickly in a better style than we
did. At noon the battle began, at 1/2 past 2 the business was settled. 19
ships were dismasted, the Sovereign and Belisle [sic – Belleisle] of that
number, all the rest enemy. They were so completely beaten that I am
persuaded, had the action been in the ocean unembarrassed by land or
rocks, we should have taken at least every one a ship, that is 27. But to
drag those off the land was an arduous task, but we got them all out to
sea except the Fougueux which anchored and was lost there.

The unfortunate gale of wind did not lessen our victory, but it spoilt our
triumph. It however increased the destruction of the enemy, for most of
them which escaped from battle with their masts lost them in the gale – and
I do not believe there is any perfect but the French Neptune, for the
Montanez, which I thought had saved her masts, I heard lost them after she
was in port. But you have seen without doubt my state of the Combined
Fleet which I suppose is published – and has proved satisfactory. 

I hope this action will call the public attention to the bad copper. The
ships that were foul never could get well up. I am sure the Prince and
Dreadnought were to be pitied – using every effort, the business was
finished almost before they could get down.2 

It has given me great pleasure to find the four Frenchmen who got so
well off caught by Sir Richard Strachan;3 and I am not without hope that

1Capt. Robert Fanshawe (1740–1823): capt. of the Namur at The Saints 1782; MP
Plymouth 1784–90; Comm. of Plymouth Dockyard 1790–1815. 

2Dreadnought, which had been Collingwood’s flagship until ten days before the
battle, had not been in dry dock for some years, whereas the Royal Sovereign, his flagship
on 21 Oct., had had a new copper-bottom in dry dock at Portsmouth in Aug. 

3Capt. Sir Richard Strachan, 6th Bart (1760–1828): the four ships had escaped after
Trafalgar and were captured on 4 Nov., Strachan was cr. KB; Naval Cdr at Walcheren
1809, but not employed again. RA 9 Nov. 1805; VA 1810; Adm. 1821.  
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the Rochforters may be brought up. A few days since the Lark sloop
came to me. She was going to the Coast of Africa with six ships in her
convoy; off the Salvages1 she fell in with this squadron which dispersed
her convoy and has probably taken some of them. I immediately formed
a squadron of six best sailing ships and three frigates, and detached Sir
John Duckworth in quest of them. As they will not expect a squadron
from here after what has happened and know that one from England
cannot reach them for a length of time, I am in great hopes they will
keep their station until he gets amongst them.2

Louis3 remains off Cadiz preserving the blockade while I see what
the Dons are about here. They have nine sail ready – two of them three-
deckers – but I suppose the inside of the harbour will suit them as well
as the outside – for the winter. 

His Majesty has been pleased to confer great honours on me for
which I am truly grateful, and will endeavour by my best service to my
country to deserve them.4

I beg my kind regards to Mrs Fanshawe and all your family. I hope
Captain and Mrs Martin5 and their dear little family are well, and
Captain and Mrs White.6 My kind remembrance to them all.
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1Two small islands north of the Canary Islands. 
2VA Sir John Thomas Duckworth (1748–1817): C.-in-C. Leeward Is. 1800–1801; KB

1801; C.-in-C. Jamaica 1803–5; 2nd i/c Channel Fleet 1808–9; Adm. 1810; Gov. and C.-
in-C. Newfoundland 1810–13; Bart 1813; C.-in-C. Plymouth 1817. The sqdn which the
Lark had seen on 20 Nov. was indeed the Rochefort Sqdn (commanded by Allemand); it
had left Rochefort in July but returned there safely on 24 Dec. For the outcome of
Duckworth’s quest, see note 4 on p. 189. 

3RA Thomas Louis (1759–1807): Capt. of the Minotaur at the Nile; RA 1804; 2nd i/c
to Duckworth at San Domingo (see note 4 on p. 189) for which he was cr. Bart.; d. on
board Canopus at Alexandria 17 May 1807. Buried in Malta. 

4On 9 Nov. he was promoted to VA of the Red and cr. Baron Collingwood of
Caldburne and Hethpoole, two obscure pieces of land inherited by his wife. ‘I hear
considerable difficulty arose in finding where my estate lay, and what it was called; I
thought that all the world knew I was no Land-Lord’ (Collingwood to Mrs Moutray, 9
Dec. 1805, N.C. I, p. 226). 

5Capt. Thomas Byam Martin (1773–1854): wife Catherine was daughter of Comm.
Fanshawe; himself son of a former Comm. of Portsmouth and Comptroller of the Navy;
RA 1811; KCB 1815; Comptroller of the Navy 1816–31; MP Plymouth 1818–32; VA
1819; Adm. and GCB 1830; A. of F. 1849. 

6Capt. John Chambers White (d. 1845): wife Cordelia was also daughter of Comm.
Fanshawe; RA 1830; VA 1837; KCB 1841; C.-in-C. Nore 1844 to death. 
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18. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Queen
[off Cadiz]1 

20 January 1806 

I shall be very glad to see your son William,2 and will take good care of
him and give him the best introduction to this service that I can. I hope
he has got on a little in mathematics because I have not a schoolmaster
now in my ship – I had, but he got hurt in the Sovereign and went home.
Lord Barham3 tells me a ship is to be sent out to me soon – William
might come out conveniently in her.

With respect to his equipment, do not burden him with baggage; if
he takes care of it, it is but a miserable occupation, and if he does not it
will be lost. Therefore, to keep him clean and above want is enough; a
comfortable bed – that his health requires; two or three blue jackets and
waistcoats; his navigation books that he has been taught from – whether
it is Robertson’s Elements4 or Hamilton Moore;5 a quadrant and a case
of instruments. For his reading, you will give him such books as you
think proper and are least voluminous – a history of England, of Rome,
and Greece, with Voyages or abridgment of them. But his baggage must
be light – for the moment he enters a ship he must have no personal
cares. All that relates to himself must be secondary – or nothing. 

With respect to his supply of money or anything else, when he comes
to me he shall want for nothing. I will take care he is sufficiently
provided and whatever expenses he has, I will tell you that you may
repay me. 

You would be delighted at the glorious fight we have had. Had but
my friends Lord Nelson and Duff lived through it, I should have been
happy indeed. Lord Nelson was well known and universally lamented;
Duff had all the qualities that adorn a great and good man but was less

1Since the battle he had been in Gibraltar Bay 10–22 Nov. and then off Cartagena
where eight Spanish ships were ready for sea. On 4 Jan. 1806 he returned to Cadiz having
received a report that a large enemy sqdn had been sighted north of Finisterre.

2See note 3 on p. 179. 
3Adm. Sir Charles Middleton, 1st Baron Barham (1726–1813): Comptroller of the

Navy 1778–90; 1st Lord April 1805–Feb. 1806; MP 1784–90; Baron 1805. 
4The Elements of Navigation by John Robertson (1712–76), first pub. 1754, 6th edn

1796. Robertson was headmaster of RNA, Portsmouth 1755–66 (F. B. Sullivan, ‘The
Royal Academy at Portsmouth 1729–1806’, The Mariner’s Mirror 63 (1977), p. 319). 

5John Hamilton Moore (1739–1807), author of The Practical Navigator and Seaman’s
New Daily Assistant, first pub. 1772; after nine edns revised and republished as The New
Practical Navigator in 1793; 16th edn 1804. See R. A. Skelton, ‘Copyright and piracy in
eighteenth-century chart publications’, The Mariner’s Mirror 46 (1960), pp. 208–12, and
original books in British Library. 
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known. He commanded the Mars, and stuck to me in the day’s battle as
I hope my son would have done.1 It was however a great day, yet I feel
we have much more to do; the French are venturing out with their
squadrons and they must be crushed. The powerful armies that are
opposed to them on the continent will, I hope, do their part well, but I
cannot say I have a very high opinion of Austrian armies and Austrian
generals. Their military education is good, but they yet seem to want
that good and independent spirit that should animate a soldier.2 They are
all money-making and will trade, and a soldier that makes wealth his
object will sell an army whenever he can get a good price for it. 

I have received letters from Mr Collingwood and Admiral Roddam
and am exceedingly happy to hear they were then in good health. The
Admiral by this time has taken up his quarters at Killingworth.3

I am rather upon the rack just now. Duckworth went after the French
squadron that I had intelligence of near Tenerife. I am afraid the
Frenchman has duped him, and by throwing false intelligence in his
way has sent him to the West Indies, or I ought to have seen him again
before this; but Sir John Duckworth, who is a well-judging man, ought
not to have been so deceived as to suppose that a squadron which had
been three or four months at sea were on their way to the West Indies.
But I do not despair of catching them yet, even without him.4

19. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Queen
[off Cadiz]

6 March 1806 

I thank you and Mrs Stanhope most sincerely for your kind
congratulation on the success of the fleet, and the high honour His
Majesty has been graciously pleased to confer on me in testimony of his
approbation, which I am sure would be very gratifying to all my friends,
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1Capt. George Duff (1764–1805), to whom there is a monument in St Paul’s
Cathedral. 

2An Austrian army had surrendered to Napoleon at Ulm on 17 Oct., Vienna fell in
Nov. and an Austro-Russian army was defeated at Austerlitz on 2 Dec. 1805. 

3For Roddam see note 2 on p. 161. The 87-year-old Adm. owned a house at
Killingworth, a few miles north of Newcastle, where he generally stayed for two or three
months each winter for ‘hot sea bathing’ at Tynemouth (24 Feb. 1806, PRO ADM 1/581). 

4The sqdn referred to by Collingwood and which had been at sea since July eluded
Duckworth and returned safely to Rochefort (see note 2 on p. 187). However, another
sqdn of five sail of the line (which had left Brest on 13 Dec. under Adm. Leissègues) was
eventually found by Duckworth off San Domingo in the West Indies on 6 Feb. 1806; three
were captured and two sunk. 
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and that you would enjoy it as much as any of them. I only received
your letter by the Apollo which arrived at Gibraltar about 10 days since
with a convoy. I do not know why it is so, but since the action the
Admiralty have scarce communicated with me except on trifling
subjects, but I suppose the whole collection will come to me by and by,
with the thanks of the Parliament and other testimonials of the
approbation of the country to the fleet.1

I have indeed had a severe loss in the death of my excellent friend
Lord Nelson. Since the year ’73 we have been on terms of the greatest
intimacy2 – chance has thrown us very much together in service and on
many occasions we have acted in concert. There is scarce a naval
subject that has not been the subject of our discussion, so that his
opinions were familiar to me; and so firmly founded on principles of
honour, of justice, of attachment to his country, at the same time so
entirely divested of every thing interested to himself, that it was
impossible to consider him but with admiration. He liked fame and was
open to flattery so that people sometimes got about him who were
unworthy of him. He is a loss to his country that cannot easily be
replaced. 

The idea that the victory we gained has so entirely reduced the
enemy’s fleet that no danger is now to be apprehended from them ought
not to be encouraged. On the contrary, I believe they will make up for
their loss by extraordinary exertion. You see they have immediately sent
all their fleet to sea and, clean as they are from port, they can avoid an
encounter when they are not very superior. The ships that I have here
are many of them the dullest sailers in the British fleet, so that I have
little chance of getting near them until they come with double our
number, and when they do I shall do the best with them I can. Whatever
their project is, it must be interrupted – defeated if possible. And I have
great reason to believe it is the island of Sicily, where the Court of
Naples has retired to – to brood over their weakly politics.3

Bonaparte seems determined to have the whole of the
Mediterranean, islands and all, not excepting Majorca and the Spanish
isles. Whenever he is prepared to take possession, he knows how to

1On 28 Jan. 1806 both Houses of Parliament passed a Vote of Thanks to the fleet. 
2From 3 Feb. to 5 March 1773 Mid. Nelson was in the Triumph at Chatham while

Collingwood (Master’s Mate) and Mid. Charles Boyles (a Norfolk boy and a former
shipmate and close friend of Nelson’s) were in the Portland at Sheerness. Possibly this
led to a friendship between Nelson and Collingwood which could have been renewed
when both were at Portsmouth throughout Nov., the former in the Seahorse and the latter
in the Lenox. Nelson had spent the intervening period in the Arctic in the Carcass and
Collingwood and Boyles in the West Indies. 

3The French occupied Naples and the Neapolitan mainland in Feb. 1806. 
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make a quarrel with the Court of Madrid. The Prince of Peace1 is his
Minister there, rather [than] the King of Spain’s; and the opposition
made to his administration of government by the Prince of Asturias2 and
the ancient nobility is at present the cause of commotion, insomuch that
it was said at Cadiz lately the Prince of Peace had requested of his friend
that a French army might approach Spain in support of his power. 

I wrote to you, I believe, in November,3 proposing that William
should come out in the Ocean which ship I understand is fitting for me.
Mr Marsden will inform you about the time she may be ready, and if at
Plymouth my friend Admiral Sutton would be as attentive to him as if I
was myself present. If the ship is at Portsmouth, a line with him to
Captain Irwin of the Puissant would secure him every kindness there.4

I heard the other day that Gravina was dying of his wounds; and then
of the six flags they had there will only be my friend de Alava who is at
large – and him I have invited to argue his right to be so.5

I am totally at a loss about the obtaining my patent;6 from what office
does it issue and about what sum is the amount of the fees? I suppose I
shall be ruined by them. I will be much obliged to you for any
information you can give me on these subjects, that I may not, by
delaying to do what is proper, seem negligent of this high honour of
which I am (I hope) justly proud. Sir Isaac Heard7 sent me the form of
a letter which it was necessary to write to the Duke of Norfolk, or
Hereditary Earl Marshal, for his Grace’s Patent to Garter to grant me
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1Manuel de Godoy (1767–1851): PM of Spain since 1793; cr. Prince of the Peace in
1795 by Charles IV of Spain for negotiating the Treaty of Basel with France. Unpopular
favourite of Charles’s Queen. 

2Later King Ferdinand VII (1784–1833) of Spain, son of Charles IV. The opposition
of his supporters two years later to King Charles, and in particular to Godoy, was to lead
to Charles’s abdication in favour of Ferdinand in March 1808. But in May that year
Napoleon forced Ferdinand to abdicate in favour of Joseph Bonaparte thus provoking the
Spanish uprising [27]. Charles and Ferdinand were both detained in France until 1814.

3No letter of this date has survived; probably an error for January (letter [18]). 
4(a) William Marsden (1754–1836): Sec. of the Admy 1804–7 (2nd Sec. 1795–1804);

(b) RA John Sutton (c.1758–1825): Superintendent of Harbour Duty at Plymouth 1804–9;
VA 1809; KCB 1815; Adm. 1819. Commanded Egmont at St Vincent; (c) Capt. John Irwin
(d. 1812). Puissant was the harbour ship at Spithead. Commanded Prince George at St
Vincent and was Collingwood’s flag-capt. in Barfleur 1800–1801. 

In the event RA Martin, 2nd i/c at Portsmouth, took care of the boy and sent him out
to the Ocean at Spithead in his own barge (Sp. St.60564/781, Sheffield Archives). For
Martin see note 2 on p. 209. 

5Gravina died three days later. Collingwood had allowed Alava to return to Cadiz after
the battle because of his wound, although his flag-capt. had surrendered his sword. It was
assumed that he would consider himself a POW after his recovery but he did not do so.
He died as Capt.-Gen. of the Navy in 1817 aged 67. 

6For his peerage. 
7Sir Isaac Heard (1730–1822), Garter King of Arms. Served in the Navy 1745–51. 
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supporters and armorial bearings appropriate. I suppose he will let me
know when that is done. And I have directed my agents, Ommanney and
Druce, to pay all fees, etc, that may be due in Heralds office. 

I hope you will excuse me, my dear Sir, for mentioning this subject
to you, but from my total ignorance of everything relating to it I am
afraid of neglecting something which I ought to do. 

I beg to offer my kindest regards to Mrs Stanhope and your young
ladies who I hope are all well. 

[P.S.] I remember you asked me to get you a cask of claret which I
have never been able to do. Perhaps I may have opportunity to get you
a pipe of Madeira – do you wish it? Perhaps it will be more trouble to
you than the thing is worth. 

20. To the Colonel of The Newcastle Volunteers1

Queen
off Cadiz

14 April 1806 

The miscarriage of my letters from England has given me great concern
lest my friends at Newcastle, who have done me so much honour in their
congratulations on the late events, and the handsome testimonials they
have given of their regard and esteem for me, should accuse me of being
remiss in making the due acknowledgements for so much kindness. But
I hope my townsmen, whose regard and approbation of my services will
ever be dear in my estimation, will do me the justice to attribute it to the
true cause. I have not received a letter of any kind from Newcastle except
those from my family, and by them I have learnt how unfortunate I have
been in losing those letters which would have been so valuable to me. 

I am informed, Sir, that the Corps of Newcastle Volunteers which
you command have done me the honour to request my picture to be
placed in some public situation in the town. Need I say, my dear Sir,
how highly I feel myself honoured by being thought worthy of the
remembrance of my townsmen in times when I shall be no more.2

It calls upon me to exert myself to be truly deserving of such regard
and while our country has an enemy and I have health and strength to
oppose to him, that health and strength shall be devoted to support its
interests and defend its rights. 

1Lt.-Col. Thomas Clennell (1766–1848) of Harbottle Castle.
2The outcome was the portrait by J. Lonsdale presented to the Corporation of

Newcastle and placed in the Guildhall in 1812 (Tyne Mercury, 11 Aug. 1812). It is now in
the Laing Art Gallery. 
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– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] The Dove Cutter coming from England with despatches for me
in December I have heard was taken by the enemy.1 Perhaps your letter
was coming by her. 

21. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Queen
[off Cadiz] 

21 April 1806 

I have but just time to tell you the Ocean is arrived here, and your son
very well. He dined with me today in this ship and is really a very fine
boy. He likes the sea but has been very ill in his way out from England.
Sea sickness he would get the better of but I am sorry to find he has a
rupture which has given him much trouble. It is a great misfortune and
if I had known it before I certainly would have recommended him not
to come to sea, for the natural effect of the sea air is to relax the body
so that the complaint is worse at sea than on shore and it is much against
his activity. But he is a fine sensible youth. 

I am much obliged to you, Sir, for your kindness in taking so much
trouble about my pension. It is a subject I had not thought of myself. As
my family are very amply provided for, I left the bounty of the King to
take its course. But it is so much in addition, and I am very much
obliged for your consideration of what perhaps I should not have
thought of.2
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1The Dove had in fact been captured north of Cape Finisterre on 5 Aug. 1805 (PRO
ADM 1/5443). 

2As part of Collingwood’s reward for Trafalgar a bill was introduced in the Commons
on 1 Feb. to grant him an annuity of £2,000 a year, which would continue for his next two
male heirs. As Collingwood had no sons, Spencer-Stanhope persuaded Castlereagh (S. of
S. for War) to join him in proposing to the House that, on Collingwood’s death, £1,000 a
year should descend to his widow and £500 a year to each of his two daughters. This was
approved by the House on 6 March after two debates. Both Castlereagh and Spencer-
Stanhope implied in their speeches that Collingwood’s death would leave his family
impoverished. Despite the gratitude expressed in this letter Collingwood was deeply
offended: ‘He was not authorised by me to higgle in Parliament for a better bargain … He
has taken from me what I held most honourable to me, viz to receive His Majesty’s and
my country’s liberality to me such as they offered it’ (Letter, 16 April 1806, to Adm. John
Markham, in Sir Clements R. Markham (ed.), The Correspondence of Admiral John
Markham, 1801–1807, NRS vol. 28 (London, 1904), p. 72). Furthermore, Collingwood
believed that the change made to the annuity in favour of his daughters was the cause of
the Government’s refusal to allow his peerage to descend through them. Letters [21] and
[22], and even more [23], are remarkably restrained when read in conjunction with his
angry comments on Spencer-Stanhope in letters to his sister and brother over the same
period (Hughes, pp. 179, 182, 184, 193, 196–8). 
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I lament very much the death of my kind relation and much esteemed
friend of Chirton.1 I had not heard that he was ill but a few days when
the account of his death came to me. My brother2 was joined with you
in the executorship of his will but you were not come into the North
when I heard from Lady Collingwood. She told me it was understood
Chirton was left to me and my son.3

I am sorry the possessor of it is gone, for I have lost a friend who I
believe sincerely loved me and have got an Estate which I could have
done very well without. 

I am told poor Admiral Roddam laments him very much and I love
him the more for it. I beg my best respects to Mrs Stanhope and am with
great esteem …

22. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean
off Cadiz4

29 April 1806 

My former letter will have informed you of the safe arrival of your son
to this station. He is a fine sensible boy, with a great deal of observation,
and I dare say would make an excellent seaman if he has good health;
but he is not very robust, and the misfortune of having a rupture will be
a great impediment to him. 

Lady Collingwood informed me of your kind attention to her in
offering to her the furniture and personalties in the house at Chirton, but
I think she judged right, considering the uncertainty at what time I
should come to live there, to decline accepting your proposal. Besides
if I should have a son to succeed me I should probably rebuild the
house, and the present furniture would not be suitable to the new one.
But the subject of it must become more indifferent to me than it now is
before I can determine anything about it. It never engages my
consideration but in sorrow. I lost more real happiness in the death of
my friend who I esteemed and reverenced than his estate can make me
amends for. Its greatest value to me is that it is his bequest. 

With respect to the proposal of leaving the moiety of the books in the
Library at Chirton, which by the will of Mr Collingwood were devised

1Edward Collingwood, to whom most of the previous letters were written. 
2John Collingwood (1750–1841) of West Lilburn, Northumberland. 
3The will left Chirton to the Adm. and his assigns, then to his sons and, if none, to his

brother John and his sons (who eventually inherited it). 
4Collingwood transferred his flag to the Ocean, 98, on 24 April 1806. 
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to the possessor of Dissington, I think in that, as in every other respect,
his will should be literally complied with, and nothing left to future
arrangement.1 But even if I was disposed to consent to it (which would
not be convenient) I doubt whether the Trustees and Executors are
authorised to consent to it. I have therefore requested my brother and
Mr Blackett2 to select some learned and competent gentleman who on
my part shall act with the person you shall appoint to make as equal a
division as they can – in all the branches of learning and science, and
with respect to value. 

I condole most sincerely with Mrs Stanhope on the death of her good
and worthy relation.3 He was a kind and affectionate friend, and for her
always expressed a parental regard. 

I hope your daughter who was bathing at the sea has received benefit
from it.4 William is very anxious to hear of her being better. He makes
his way perfectly well amongst the youths, but it is a misfortune that
most of the elder ones are gone off, being promoted to be Lieutenants. 

Between days and nights I am almost worn out, but do not intend to
quit my station while I have health. I beg to offer my kind regards to
Mrs Stanhope and your young ladies. 

23. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean 
off Cadiz 

24 September 1806 

I have not wrote to you for some time which I must beg you will always
construe well. When you do not hear from me you may trust that your
young sailor is doing well, but I have a laborious and anxious life and
little time to write even to my wife. Everything I can say of William is
good, his health is perfect and by wearing the truss he has felt no
inconvenience from his complaint. His body is of a delicate texture and
I think as he grows stronger, nature will work his perfect cure. He has
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1Dissington was Edward Collingwood’s other estate which he left to Edward, the 14-
year-old third son of Spencer-Stanhope and his great-nephew and godson, provided he
took the name of Collingwood at the age of 25, which he did. Collingwood’s anger with
the interference over his pension determined him to abide strictly by the wording of
Edward Collingwood’s will even though Spencer-Stanhope’s offer over the books appears
to have been to Collingwood’s advantage. 

2Collingwood’s father-in-law. 
3Her uncle, Edward Collingwood of Chirton and Dissington. 
4Whichever of the five daughters it was, she recovered and lived for at least another

50 years. 

CH 4 NAVAL MISCELL  15/9/03  1:27 pm  Page 195



196 THE NAVAL MISCELLANY VI

bathed three times a week which has done him infinite good and made
him grow very tall. He is very attentive to his school and gets on as well
as boys generally do in a ship. 

The old Schoolmaster died a short time since, a victim to the gaieties
of his youth, and now I have got a Christ’s Hospital youth who is a
skilful mathematician and I hope will do as well. 

For myself the only comfort I have here is good health, and the
consciousness that I am doing the best I can for our country. And a great
deal I believe we shall all have to do before we can establish a happy
and secure peace, for I believe, in the heart of the Tyrant, enmity is so
deeply rooted towards England that it will only be extinguished with his
natural life. I consider the contest with him as but in its infancy. Our
independence as a people is the stake. Wisdom in our councils and
fortitude in the field was never so necessary to us, and I trust neither
will be found wanting. 

In every quarter the power of France is increasing – here the
Spaniards are but his puppets, his mandates come to Cadiz as they go to
Brest. His birthday,1 etc, is kept as that of their sovereign, the French
flag is worn upon the Governor’s house on rejoicing days with that of
the Spanish. In Italy they hoist it upon the same staff with that of the
Pope. It will not be long before the Pope’s will be worn out with the
contentions of its bad neighbourhood. Sir Sidney Smith2 is doing what
he can to rouse the Calabrians to resistance – he gives them money and
the mob follow his officers – but the people of property have universally
attached themselves to the French, not from liking them but in the hope
that in the end they may be left with the rag of their fortunes. 

At Cadiz they are making great progress in their equipment of a fleet,
they have 12 sail of the line ready for sea, two more well advanced in
their fitting. I have 9, which I consider to be equal to beating them, but
whenever we meet I would do more – not a shadow of one should be
left upon the face of the waters. They will be cautious whenever they
come and my ships sail but ill in general. 

I heard from Lady Collingwood that she had the pleasure of visiting

1Napoleon’s birthday was 15 Aug. 
2RA Sir William Sidney Smith (1764–1840): Swedish knight 1792; defender of Acre

1799; VA 1810; 2nd i/c Med. 1812–14; KCB 1815; Adm. 1821. In the summer of 1806,
with a sqdn of six ships of the line, he threw himself enthusiastically on behalf of the
Queen of Naples (who had appointed him Viceroy of the Calabrias) into an attempt to
drive the French from the toe of Italy. But his failure to co-operate with the army and his
extravagant promises of support to the Calabrians which he could not fulfil led to much
distress. As Collingwood told his brother on 12 Sept., Smith’s ‘head is full of strange
vapours … He annoys me more than the French or Spanish fleet, and the squadron he has
is going to ruin’ (Hughes, p. 191). 
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you when she was in London. What have you done about the books? It
would be convenient to me, as I shall probably live at Chirton, that they
should be divided, and then I should have books enough. The
distribution of the Classics I apprehend would make no difficulty,
because if I am not mistaken there are duplicates and triplicates of most
of them and God knows whether any of my family may want any of
them. To me the English authors only are valuable, and whether I shall
ever see any of them is very doubtful. 

I beg my kindest regards to Mrs Stanhope and your young ladies. 

24. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean1

1 July 1807 

I am much obliged to you for two letters of March and April which I
received about the same time, a little before I left Cadiz.2 My first, and
most interesting subject to you, is your son – and it is great pleasure to
me that I have nothing to say of him but what is good. His health is
improved astonishingly, his body, which was puny and delicate, is
become strong, he is grown much in stature, and is as diligent in his
learning as can reasonably be expected. He is always making some
progress and I dare say will in due time be an admirable sailor. 

I assure you the introduction of the Catholic question provoked me
exceedingly. At a time when all the energy of the country is required to
oppose so artful and enterprising an enemy as we have, that a question
of internal government which militated against the first, the
fundamental principles of the constitution, should be brought forward
appeared to me like infatuation, because no immediate good was to be
expected from it and the risk of commotion was imminent. But the part
of this business which is most to be deplored is the composure and
facility with which it was proceeding in the House of Commons. There
it seemed to cause no more agitation than a common road bill and, until
the King took measures for putting a stop to it and some few meetings
took place to consider of its consequences, within the House it seemed
to be all prosperous. It is a melancholy consideration that, in an
assembly where we expect that all the wisdom and political knowledge
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1For the last 19 months (22 Nov. 1805 to 26 June 1807) Collingwood had been
continuously at sea off Cadiz or Cartagena without once letting go an anchor. He was in
Gibraltar Bay 26–28 June, and when this letter was written was on his way to Malta where
he stayed from 19 to 22 July. 

2He left Cadiz on 25 June. 
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of a country is collected, there should be such a number who,
abandoning their duty either from indolence or personal interest, should
give their brains to be moulded to what form the Minister wills – often
exerting talents in a cause against the conviction of their sense.1 I was
exceedingly sorry for it because Mr Grenville2 was very attentive to me,
though I was not personally known to him. I was intimate in my
correspondence with him and, having the views of the ministers more
particularly explained than comes in an official despatch, I had the
means of making arrangements which will always be behindhand
without such communications. 

I am now on my way to the Archipelago3 to blockade and squeeze the
Turks up as close as possible, in hope that it may dispose them to
negotiate with Sir A. Paget4 who is going Ambassador to the Porte. How
he is to get there, I do not know. When the French influence there was
but in bud, it was enough to stop Mr Arbuthnot’s intercourse with them
– and Mr Arbuthnot is an able man for whom the Ministers of the Porte
had a personal esteem.5 I conclude Sir Arthur has some secret means by
which he is to be introduced which I cannot yet divine. Whatever
depends on me I will do to the utmost of my power, but I confess I do
not at present see much light in his path – though by his composure I
should suppose he does.6

What a pity it was so many excellent officers and men were lost at
Rosetta – entirely from the ill founded apprehensions of Major Missett,

1In March the ‘Ministry of All the Talents’ under Lord Grenville introduced a bill to
allow Roman Catholics to hold commissions in the Army and Navy (as was already
permitted for the army in Ireland up to the rank of Col.). The object was ‘to unite the
whole of the Empire in its defence, and to prevent any portion of its population from being
excluded from that honourable privilege’ (Lord Howick in the Commons, 5 March). There
was little opposition in the House, though there was in the country and the measure was
strongly opposed by the King who regarded it as repugnant to his coronation oath and the
principles of the constitution. The cabinet therefore withdrew the bill but reserved the
right to pursue the matter later; this the King would not accept and dismissed the
government on 24 March. 

2Thomas Grenville (1755–1846): 1st Lord Sept. 1806 to March 1807; elder brother of
the PM and resigned with him. 

3The Aegean Sea, which he entered on 27 July. 
4Hon. Sir Arthur Paget (1771–1840): Amb. in Constantinople 1807; formerly envoy

in Berlin, Ratisbon, Naples and Vienna; MP 1794–1807; KB 1804; GCB 1815. 
5Charles Arbuthnot (1767–1850): Amb. in Constantinople 1804–7; MP 1809–31. 
6In Jan. Britain had been reluctantly drawn into conflict with Turkey to preserve the

Russian Alliance and to keep the Bosphorus open. An attempt in Feb. by Arbuthnot,
supported by a sqdn under Adm. Duckworth (see note 2 on p. 187), to coerce Turkey away
from an alliance with France and to prevent its fleet from falling into French hands had
failed. Now a second attempt was to be made by Paget, supported by Collingwood with
six sail of the line and in concert with a Russian sqdn. 
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who was the Resident there, of a famine.1 And now, after all the
discouragement to the natives which such losses must have caused, they
find that the greatest abundance of provisions is brought in, and my last
account spoke of the exportations they should be able to make from
Alexandria.2 

Captain Trollope3 is a very excellent officer and I would be very glad
to serve him if I could, but there is no promotion here but now and then
for a Lieutenant; the officers who have served with me since the year
’97 are yet unprovided for. Lord Howick4 made Landless5 at my request,
or he would have still have been on board. 

I beg my kindest regards and compliments to Mrs Stanhope and all
your family, and wishing you every happiness. 

– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] Your son’s debts are not enormous yet – you cannot think how
cheap salt water is, and there is nothing else to buy.

25. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean
off Sicily 

23 October 1807 

It is only a few days since I received the favour of your letter of the 8th
July. The most interesting subject, and one that I can write on with great
pleasure, is your son. His health is as good as can be – you would scarce
know him, he is grown so much both in stature and stoutness. He has an
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1Maj. Ernest Missett (c.1765–1820): British Resident in Egypt 1803–7; Lt. Col. 1810;
d. in Florence. 

2In Nov. 1806 the cabinet had ordered the immediate seizure of Alexandria if war
broke out with Turkey in order to prevent the French from regaining a foothold in Egypt.
Six thousand British troops from Sicily were employed and quickly captured Alexandria,
thus achieving the object of the expedition. However, two days later Missett informed the
Gen. that there was only a few days’ supply of food in the city and that starvation could
only be avoided by the immediate occupation of Rosetta and the Nile delta. The attempt
failed with the loss of 1400 men, but despite this no difficulty was found in finding food
for the Alexandrians. Missett’s motive in occupying the delta was connected with his
involvement in Egypt’s internal rivalries. 

3George Barne Trollope (1779–1850): Commander-in-command of Electra in the
Med.; promoted Cdr 1804; Post-Capt. 1814; CB 1815; RA 1849. 

4Charles, Viscount Howick (1764–1845), succeeded as 2nd Earl Grey in Nov. 1807.
MP 1786–1807; 1st Lord Feb.–Sept. 1806; Foreign Sec. Sept. 1806–March 1807;
resigned with Grenville ministry; PM 1830–34. 

5William Landless (d. 1826): Lt. 1796; Cdr 15 Aug. 1806. A Northumbrian who
served with Collingwood 1803–5. In Dreadnought at Trafalgar. 
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excellent capacity and I have no reason to complain of his want of
diligence. I have no doubt he will in proper time be an excellent officer.
His general manners are such as make him many friends. In his
mathematics he gets on pretty well, and he reads every day to
Crespigny1 who has had a dreadful complaint in his eyes and cannot see
well yet. 

He has seen a great deal of the world lately, as I have been up the
Archipelago. I went there to join the Russians when the ambassadors
were to endeavour to accommodate our differences with the Porte.
Events on the Continent made a great change in our situation. On the
day of my arrival [9 August] the Turks sent to the Russian Admiral2 to
inform him of the Battle of Friedland and its consequences that related
to them – that is, the armistice between the Turks and Russians. The
Turks showed the greatest abhorrence of the Russians; to us they were
civil as possible, lamented that the friendship which had so long
subsisted should ever have been interrupted, expressed their hope that
the former order of things would be renewed, but always feared the
difficulties that would be interposed by the French into whose power
they had been thrown – and in truth this is a difficulty which I fear
cannot be surmounted. They appear to me to be completely in the power
of France, and I doubt whether either peace or war will better their
condition. The Emperor of Russia has not made this peace, apparently
so disgraceful to him, from the defeat of his army or inability longer to
resist France, but Bonaparte has accomplished with his tongue what he
doubted from his arms. The conditions of the Treaty of Tilsit are not
known, but I have a strong suspicion in my mind that by it European
Turkey is divided between those two powers, and all those cessions – of
Dalmatia, the Seven Islands, etc – are in lieu of what Russia is to receive
of Turkey, and whenever they are prepared they will begin with the
Turks. There is yet no peace settled between Russia and Turkey and I
believe there never will be. The Armistice expires 25th March and by
that time they will find a pretext to begin the war again.3

1Augustus James Champion De Crespigny (1791–1825), 3rd son of Sir William
Champion De Crespigny, 2nd Bart. Mid. in the Spartiate at Trafalgar, and in Ocean April
1807 to Aug. 1808. ‘One of the best boys in the world, sensible and well behaved,’ wrote
Collingwood in Feb. 1808 (Hughes, p. 238). Lt. 1 Nov 1811; Cdr 30 May 1825; d. of
yellow fever on board Scylla at Jamaica 24 Oct. 1825. In 1815 he was awarded the Medal
of the Royal Humane Soc. for jumping overboard on seven separate occasions to save
lives at sea; three of these were as a Mid. in the Tonnant in 1810 off Cadiz, on one
occasion under enemy fire. 

2VA Dmitri Siniavin (1763–1831): RA 1803; VA and C.-in-C. Med. 1805–7;
unemployed 1807–25; C.-in-C. Baltic 1825; Adm. 1826. 

3Napoleon’s victory over the Russians at Friedland on 14 June was followed on 7 July
by the Treaty of Tilsit between Napoleon and Emperor Alexander I of Russia. The
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Buenos Ayres has ended as I always thought it would. It was an
absurd undertaking to suppose it possible to possess an extensive and
populous country with a force of 1500 men, and the embarrassments
that led to were greater than General Whitelocke could correct. We have
managed to make all the people of that country detest us, whereas
before we were respected and had, in a circuitous way, a very
considerable trade with them.1 Sir Home may condole with the
merchants who were deluded by a description of his vision; I am afraid
their losses will have been very great.2

In this quarter nothing can be more critical than the situation of this
Island. We have but few troops, the Sicilians I believe none effective,
the fidelity of the Court to us suspected, and no expectation of exertion
by the people to defend their country. When our troops first came to this
country the people of all descriptions were delighted because they
expected from our interference a mitigation of their oppressions but,
finding us the supporters of a weak and frivolous government, whose
exactions are a perpetual scourge to them, they look for (and I have been
told speak freely of) their hope of emancipation from other hands. To
the bulk of the people a change must be advantageous because they are
now in extreme misery. If I could have the good fortune to catch the
Frenchmen before they get on shore I would hope for everything, but on
an extensive coast to which they can come from all quarters – Leghorn,
Naples, Sardinia (for they do not mind neutralities) and from the
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Russians thereupon ceased hostilities against the Turks and began to withdraw their fleet
from the Med. On 13 Aug. Collingwood anchored his sqdn off the mouth of the
Dardanelles to strengthen the hand of Paget, the British envoy sent to negotiate a peace
with Turkey, but the Turks, not wishing to offend France, prolonged the negotiations until
Paget finally broke them off on 18 Oct. Meanwhile Collingwood left the Dardanelles on
13 Sept. for the central Med. to ensure that the Russian ships were not turned over to the
French and to guard Sicily from invasion. 

1In April 1806 Cdre Sir Home Popham (1762–1820), C.-in-C. Cape of Good Hope,
was told by an American merchant that the inhabitants of the Spanish colony of Buenos
Ayres would welcome a British force as liberators. Popham thereupon sailed on his own
responsibility with 1,600 troops under Brig.-Gen. Beresford and captured the city from
the Spaniards on 27 June. A few weeks later the inhabitants, finding how small was the
British force, banded together under a French emigrant, recovered the city and took
Beresford and his entire force as prisoners. When the news reached England Lt. Gen. John
Whitelocke (1757–1833) was sent out with reinforcements to recapture Buenos Ayres and
landed there in June 1807 with 8,000 men; but he failed to press the attack and withdrew
prematurely leaving the city in the hands of the Spaniards. Popham had been court-
martialled and severely reprimanded in March for withdrawing his sqdn from the Cape
without orders; Whitelocke was court-martialled and cashiered in March 1808 for his
failure. 

2Immediately after the initial capture of Buenos Ayres, Popham reported the success
to England; at the same time he sent an enthusiastic letter to the newspapers telling the
merchants of England that the valuable South American trade was now open to them. 
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Adriatic – it is more than the utmost vigilance can combat – and
Providence must lead us to them. 

Of myself I can say little worth troubling you with. I have not known
a moment when I could say my heart was light for many months. My
good constitution bears me up, and the consciousness that I leave nothing
undone that is in my power for the public service; but I am much worn,
and would be glad to be released for a little time, to rally and refresh.

I hope your daughter Isabella has recovered her health.1

I was very much concerned to hear of the death of Mrs Roddam.2 I
never heard of her illness. I pity the Admiral most sincerely. 

26. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean
off Toulon 

16 May 1808 

I am very much obliged to you for the good account you have been so
kind as to give me of my daughters, and am very glad you think them
improved. I hope they will have sense and manner to be respected as
virtuous and honourable women, and knowledge enough to take care of
themselves when there is none to care for them. 

I am very sorry to hear your little Henry3 is so ill but hope his
disorder may take a favourable turn, and will be very glad to hear it. 

Of William everything I can say is good and such as must give you
and Mrs Stanhope much satisfaction. He is the best tempered boy that
can be, has a superior understanding which makes everything easy to
him, he is inquisitive in what relates to his duty, and comprehends it
with a facility which few boys do. At this time I believe he has more
knowledge than many of twice his standing. He is never engaged in
disputes, and this not from a milkiness and yielding to others, but he
seems superior to contention and leaves a blockhead to enjoy his own
nonsense. He is grown very much in stature and proportionally strong.4

Crespigny and he read history every morning alternately, which is
exceedingly convenient to both, for Crespigny has weak eyes and
William’s voice is strengthened by reading aloud. 

1Isabella, 5th daughter of Walter Spencer-Stanhope, d. unmarried in 1857 aged 60. 
2Anne Harrison, 3rd wife of Adm. Robert Roddam, d. 27 July 1807 (m. 1795).
3Thomas Henry, the 5th son; d. aged 13 on 3 April, a few weeks before this letter was

written. 
4Twice in 1808, in March and Oct., Collingwood told his sister that Stanhope

breakfasted with him every day, and in 1810 that he also dined with him three times a
week.
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I heard the books at Chirton had been divided and I hope in such a
way as you approved. 

I have lately had a most anxious and vexatious life. Since the
Rochefort ships came into the Mediterranean and joined those of Toulon
I have been in constant pursuit of them, but with bad intelligence and
scarce knowing whether I was going right or not. The 22nd of February
I received the first intelligence of their having entered this sea; on the
23rd I sailed to the west point of Sicily to join the ships I had appointed
to meet me from Palermo, and here I received accounts of the French
fleet from all quarters. They were at ‘Port Especio’ [La Spezia], ‘at
Elba’, preparations making for them at ‘Naples’, and what was called
certain intelligence ‘that they and the Spaniards were to rendezvous at
Tunis’ – and all stated Sicily to be their object. A ship I sent to
Pantelleria brought me a true account but which at the time I thought
very improbable: that they had passed that island on the 15th in a hard
gale of wind, six days before they were known to be in the
Mediterranean. As soon as I was assured that they were not upon the
coast of Italy I went to Corfu, where ships had been seen by our
blockaders but always taken to be the Russians, and here we learnt from
a captured vessel that they had departed a week before. In short I have
been in constant chase of them for more than two months, and only
latterly heard what route they were taking.1

The same means of getting intelligence at sea which used to be so
useful to us does not exist now. By traders passing in all directions it
was impossible for a fleet to be long at sea without being discovered,
but now the sea is a desert – nothing on it but ourselves. 

I am not a politician and do not pretend to give an opinion either on
the necessity, the justice, or the policy of the Orders you mention, but I
feel that they are exceedingly inconvenient. A good system is that which
will endure and strengthen by the exercise of it. I am afraid this will but
increase our difficulties, and for the present does that benefit to the
enemy which he had no means of doing for himself.2
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1Five French ships of the line escaped from Rochefort in Jan. (see note 4 on p. 205),
entered the Med. on the 26th and joined VA Ganteaume’s five ships at Toulon on 9 Feb.
The combined sqdn sailed the next day for Corfu. None of this was known to
Collingwood until 22 Feb. but once he learnt that the French were at sea (though not their
destination) he was set the triple problems of finding them, bringing them to battle with
sufficient force, and guarding Sicily which was their most likely objective. In early May
he learnt that the French had retired to Toulon, and he was blockading them there when
this letter was written. Shortage of frigates to provide information was, as ever, one of his
main drawbacks. For a full account of this incident see Piers Mackesy, ‘Collingwood and
Ganteaume’, The Mariner’s Mirror 41 (1955), pp. 1–14, 137–48. 

2Presumably a reference to the Orders in Council concerning trade by neutrals with 
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The contentions in Parliament are disgraceful to our country and
have more to do with its reduction than Bonaparte has.1 They grieve my
heart; when all the energy and all the wisdom of the nation is required
to defend us against such a power as never appeared in Europe before,
the contest seems to be who shall possess a lucrative office. I abhor that
kind of determined opposition. If the ministers have not that experience
it were to be wished they had, they the more need support and
assistance; if they have, opposing all their measures of resistance to an
enemy who seems determined to try our strength is ruinous to the
country. We have resources to stand our ground firmly until this storm
is over, but it depends on the use we make of our means whether we
shall or not. 

It would appear to me good policy to make and preserve peace with all
the nations who have the smallest pretension to independence. We should
shut our eyes to many things which during the regular governments in
Europe would deserve to be scrutinised. The laws and rules of former
times are not suited to the present; a man cannot build a palace during the
convulsions of an earthquake, and I sincerely hope our differences with
America2 will be accommodated – no favourable terms we can grant them
will be so injurious to the state as a war with them. Are not we constantly
in storms obliged to take in our topsails? and even sometimes humble
ourselves to no sail at all? But our ship is saved by it, and when the storm
is over we out with them again, and so should the state. 

The Turks express great impatience to make their peace with us. I
have kept open a sort of correspondence with them as the only means
they could have of making any proposal to our ministers, and lately I
received a letter from the Reis Effendi3 in which he expresses the most

France and her allies. The Orders were originally issued in Nov. 1807 as a counter-
measure to Napoleon’s Berlin and Milan Decrees (which, inter alia, proclaimed Britain to
be in a state of blockade), and amendments had been passed in Parliament on 25 March
1808 after several debates. From Collingwood’s point of view the Orders caused
resentment in neutral countries such as the Barbary States on whom his ships depended
for much of their provisions; they also drove neutral ships off the sea and closed his main
source of information about the enemy. 

1By ‘contentions in Parliament’ Collingwood was probably referring in part to the
heated debates in Jan., Feb. and March 1808 on the seizure of the Danish fleet at
Copenhagen the previous Sept. The Opposition claimed that the operation had ‘sullied our
national character and injured irreparably our estimation on the Continent’.

2The differences arose mainly from the Orders in Council (note 2 on p. 203)
concerning trade by neutrals, but it was four years before they and other issues led to war. 

3Approximately equivalent to the Foreign Sec. His letter dated 13 Feb. 1808 took over
two months to reach Collingwood who sent a French translation to Castlereagh (Sec. for
War and Colonies) on 24 April (PRO CO 173/2). Collingwood’s reply to the Reis Effendi
of the same date is in N.C. II, p. 127. This overture by Turkey led to the Peace of the
Dardanelles signed on 5 Jan. 1809. 
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anxious desire of the Porte to restore the friendly relations of the
countries, and informs me that the Seraskier1 of the Dardanelles,
Mahomet Yakki Pacha, is already furnished with full powers to treat
with the plenipotentiary His Majesty shall send to restore the bonds of
ancient friendship. Their eyes are open to the vices of France; they
dread her power and would be glad to reduce the number of their
enemies. What is said of the attentions shown to Sebastiani2 must
continue until they have settled their affairs with us, but all their
preparation is to defend Turkey against the invasion by an army. 

My whole mind is bent upon those Frenchmen who are now at
Toulon refitting. What course they may take, heaven knows. Whether
Sicily will be attempted or the affairs in Spain require them to go down
the Mediterranean is difficult to conjecture, but I have a goodly fleet
and if it please God we get fairly alongside of them, I hope the event
will give you as much joy as I shall feel myself. 

– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] I was sorry to see Mr Pole’s speech3 about the Rochefort
squadron and Sir Richard Strachan, insinuating that he was well
provided with everything and had he been in the station that it was
expected he should have held, they could not have escaped. The fact is
they came here destitute of everything; one of his ships had not 20 tons
of water and none of them were in a condition to follow the enemy to a
distant point. Those insinuations, though they advance nothing
positively, are disgusting. The season of the year and the situation of the
fleet on such a coast were sufficient reasons. Let your politicians
beware how they sour the minds of such men, men whose lives are
devoted to their country. If ever unhappily they accomplish that, your
State will not be worth half a crown.4
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1C.-in-C. 
2Maj.-Gen. Horace Francois Bastien, Count Sebastiani (1772–1851): French Amb. in

Constantinople 1801 and 1806–8 (where he was highly successful with much influence
on the Turks); corps cdr in Spain and Russia 1809–13; Minister of Marine & Colonies
1830; of Foreign Affairs 1830–2. Amb. in London 1835–40; Marshal of France 1840. 

3Hon. William Wellesley Pole (1763–1845): elder brother of the Duke of Wellington,
assumed name of Pole 1781; MP for Queen’s Co. 1801–21; later Baron Maryborough and
Earl of Mornington; Sec. of the Admy 1807–9; he made this speech on 3 March 1808. 

4For Strachan see note 3 on p. 186. On 17 Jan. 1808 five French ships broke the
blockade at Rochefort in thick weather while the blockading fleet under Strachan was
away from its station for a rendezvous with its victuallers. The Hansard report of Pole’s
speech does not suggest any criticism of Strachan but the report in The Times (4 March)
implies that Pole thought the rendezvous appointed by Strachan for the fleet to meet the
victuallers was unnecessarily far from the blockading station. 
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27. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean
off Cadiz

20 August 1808 

I was truly sorry to hear of the death of your son Henry, and hope Mrs
Stanhope and you are now somewhat recovered from the grief which
that melancholy event occasioned.1 William told me he had been for
some time before in a declining state of health, and was apprehensive
he could not recover. You will be glad to hear, however, that he has laid
in a good stock of health and strength for himself. When he first came
out he was as weak and tender a boy as I ever saw; he has been
increasing in health and strength and very much in stature ever since.

Poor Admiral Roddam, I was sorry for his death because I lost in him
a kind friend who had always taken a sincere interest in my welfare. But
he was become too infirm to enjoy comfort, and then to die is a blessing.
I am glad he left your son his estate, but it was want of knowing the
world if he thought of improving the property by keeping him so long
out of it.2

I was very much surprised at the claim made in behalf of the Duke
of Northumberland on the Low Lights estate,3 but I think your
conjecture that it was some shabby plan of reducing the price of the
purchase money for the ground to build the Lighthouse on may be right
– for those Law Agents I am told are a very odd set of people, and they
sometimes propose claims for the purpose of showing their ingenuity
and their zeal for their Lord’s service, not considering that they subject
that to question which they ought to be most tenacious of: their justice,
their liberality, and even their honesty. I dare say it is some attorney
trick, and the Duke probably knows nothing about it, for when the
colliery was unsettled he always told me how they were proceeding; but
although I hear from His Grace often he has never mentioned this claim.
Besides, whatever rights he might be supposed to have, I cannot think
he would advance his claims while I am abroad on a service I cannot
well quit. I wrote to Lady Collingwood on the receipt of your letter to

1See note 3 on p. 202. 
2See note 2 on p. 161. Roddam d. 31 March 1808 aged 88, and left his estate to his

godson and distant cousin Mid. William Spencer-Stanhope provided he took the name of
Roddam, which he did in 1818. The estate was to be held in trust for ten years after the
Adm.’s death. 

3Hugh Percy, 2nd Duke of Northumberland (1742–1817), KG, Gen. Low Lights was
part of Collingwood’s bequest from his cousin Edward who d. 1806. Thirteen letters from
the Duke to Collingwood are published in Hughes, App. B. 
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employ some proper, learned lawyer to defend my rights there and
allow no innovations. I have not (from Northumberland) heard a word
of it from any person; indeed I know nothing about Chirton. They sent
me once an account of the receipts and expenditures, which I found so
little entertaining that I never read to the end of it. 

When I heard from Sir H. Dalrymple1 that the Spaniards were
disposed to make a stand here against the French I considered it of so
much importance that I left Admiral Thornbrough2 to watch Toulon and
came here to support them if they should seriously oppose the
treacherous invaders of their country. 

In my way I called at Minorca to feel their disposition. I found them
all in arms against the French and courting our friendship. It was easy
to give them protection, but I did not choose their fleet should sail from
Port Mahon to Cartagena until I was better informed what was passing
on the Continent. 

There was great joy amongst the Spaniards when I came here. We
had had an army under General Spencer3 sheering about the coast
without having any certain destination. The Spaniards had been offered
their assistance, but it rather gave them apprehensions than aid, and they
strengthened the garrison to ten thousand men.4 My first business was
to remove all those doubts of our good intentions which I soon
succeeded in and every regular soldier joined Castanos,5 leaving Cadiz
to about 2500 militia and the Town Volunteers who make a body of
merchants and tradesmen of between 4 and 5000. We have ever since
gone on with the greatest harmony and I am sure I ought to be much
flattered with the reception I have met with.6 The first day I went on
shore the multitude of people was immense that came to receive me,
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1Lt. Gen. Sir Hew Dalrymple (1750–1830): in command of the garrison at Gibraltar;
Gen. 1812; Bart 1815. See also note 1 on p. 213. 

2VA Edward Thornbrough (1754–1834): RA 1801; 2nd i/c to Collingwood 1807–9;
C.-in-C. Coast of Ireland 1810–13; Adm. 1813; KCB 1815; C.-in-C. Portsmouth
1815–18. 

3Maj.-Gen. Brent Spencer (1760–1828): KB 1809; Lt. Gen. 1811; Gen. 1825. 
4In March 1808 Napoleon sent his armies into Spain and in May the Spanish rose in

revolt. Spencer, with 5,000 troops embarked in transports, was however refused
permission to land at Cadiz, but his appearance further west encouraged the insurgents
and prevented the junction of two French armies. He then joined Wellesley at Mondego
Bay (see note 3 on p. 209) and took part at Vimeiro. 

5Francisco Javier de Castanos y Aragoni (1758–1852), Spanish Gen. Defeated Dupont
at Baylen in July 1808 when 20,000 French surrendered to a Spanish army consisting
mainly of raw recruits. Collingwood’s Letterbook, NMM, COL/7, contains copies of
Collingwood’s congratulatory letter to Castanos after Baylen and his many other letters to
and from Spanish officials. 

6The Spaniards had not forgotten Collingwood’s chivalry after Trafalgar in sending all
the wounded Spanish prisoners ashore [16].
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and I received from high and low every mark of respect and of
hospitality that could be devised. It would have been impossible to pass
the street if a party of cavalry had not preceded to clear the way, so great
was the crowd. With their government we are on the best terms
possible; I wish they had a better government but those Juntas, though
necessary in the beginning of the insurrection, will not do to continue
long, and I am afraid before long the want of a central government will
be felt. There is already more to be apprehended from the want of it than
from the French. 

The mob at Puerto Santa Maria seized on Dupont’s baggage, for the
Generals and Juntas may make conventions as they please, but the
People is the only real power at this moment and they will observe as
much of them as they like. On breaking open the trunks they were
found to be filled with plunder – church plate mostly – but everything
that was gold or silver was acceptable. I went to see it yesterday at the
Custom House, and an immense quantity of it there was, from a silver
toy to the Crown of Thorns which they had torn from the head of Jesus
Christ. I heard at first that the mob had been raised against the French
by a black servant of a Frenchman having part of the robe of a Bishop
for his dress, but this was not the case. The black man had the Bishop’s
cross hung with a chain of gold round his neck. It was of large
amethysts and diamonds worth about 2000 pounds. Dupont was so
very silly as to write to the Governor complaining of the people who
had robbed him, that he felt sensibly for the honour of Spain and
desired that his property might be returned to him. He had nothing but
those trunks of silver.1

I hear of great armies coming from England. I hope they are not
destined to serve in Spain because I am well assured that no foreigners
will be allowed to take any part of the war. The great embarrassment
here was how to get rid of General Spencer’s army without giving
offence. Every proposal for helping them with troops has been
declined. They want only those things which the treachery of their
former government deprived them of – arms and ammunition; and
thus they say if they cannot defend their country they are unworthy of
it. 

I have been lately unwell. I grow weak, and the fatigue and anxiety
of mind I suffer has worn me down to a shadow. I do not think I can go
on much longer and intend, whenever I feel my strength less, to request

1Count Pierre Dupont de L’Etang (1765–1840): French Gen.; distinguished himself at
Marengo and Ulm; court-martialled, stripped of his rank and imprisoned after Baylen;
Minister of War 1814. 
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that I may be allowed to come to England. I have mentioned this to Lord
Mulgrave, but have not to the Admiralty Board.1

I should like to know what you wish for your William. Shall I put
him into a frigate? Or perhaps Admiral Martin2 would take him, or shall
I bring him home with me? His constitution seems to be pretty firm now
and a frigate is the best place to make him a good Seaman.

– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] We have a great army in Portugal, but from all the information I
can get of that country – and I have pretty good maps – they have landed
in the worst place they could. They have the Pass of Aljubarrota to make
their way through, which I am told is very difficult and may be made
impassable with a small force. The French had sent some troops
northward, probably for the purpose of possessing that mountain. They
should have landed at Santubal [Setubal], made their march to the
Bridge of Abrantes through a level and good country for dry season and,
descending the right bank of the Tagus to Santarem, they would from
there hold Lisbon in check and make their dispositions at leisure. The
coast where they are is horrible for the transport ships, and I do not
know a security for them without they go to Vigo, for the Douro is rapid
and the bar dangerous. All the consideration that these subjects require
seems to have been deferred. But, as the Turks say, God is good.3

Can you have patience with such a letter? 
If you direct to me at Plymouth Dock – merely – it will come to me

by the first ship. 

28. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ocean
[At sea about 150 miles east of Gibraltar] 

29 December 1808

I am much obliged to you for your letter of the 26th Oct which I received
a few days since, and thank you for the information you give me of the
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1Henry Phipps, 3rd Baron and 1st Earl of Mulgrave (1755–1831): Foreign Sec.
1805–6, 1st Lord 1807–10. Collingwood’s informal letter to Mulgrave was dated 2 Aug.
1808. He wrote formally to the Sec. of the Admy (and also to Mulgrave) on 26 Aug.
asking to be relieved because of his health (see p. 153). 

2RA George Martin (1764–1847): a flag officer under Collingwood 1807–10; VA
1810; KCB 1815; Adm. and GCB 1821; C.-in-C. Portsmouth 1824–7; A. of F. 1846. See
also note 4 on p. 191. 

3And so He was. The British army under Sir Arthur Wellesley landed at the mouth of
the Mondego river on 1 Aug. and defeated the French at Vimeiro on the day after this
letter was written. 
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Duke’s claims at Shields. I consider the whole of them as totally
unjustifiable, and unworthy of any attention until he by some act makes
it necessary. The whole of his conduct makes an impression on my mind
which I am sorry for – is this a Hotspur?1 Oh, how the mighty are fallen!
I know little of the affairs of Chirton, or how they are going on. I have
no one to manage for me and cannot turn my mind to think of them. If I
ever come home they will engage my attention and I hope I shall find all
comfortable and well there. But when I am to be allowed to return I do
not know. I have no desire to shrink from a duty which I owe to my
country, but my declining health, the constant anxiety of my mind and
fatigue of my body made me desire to have a little respite and I asked to
be relieved from my command – a request which the ministers seem to
have no disposition to grant to me. The letters I have received from Lord
Mulgrave on this subject are exceedingly flattering to me, but if His
Lordship knew me personally and was sufficiently acquainted with my
sentiments he would know my request was not made without good
reason. The service here requires the most energetic mind and robust
body; they cannot be hoped for in an invalid whose infirmities proceed
from too long and unremitted exertion of powers, but feeble at first.2

The good health and good conduct of your son will be a theme which I
am sure will give you and Mrs Stanhope much pleasure. He is as good a
boy as can possibly be and I assure you stirs himself in his duty. If I come
home I could leave him in a frigate; any officer would be glad to be kind to
him, his correct behaviour and gentlemanly manner will always
recommend him to favour. But I would not advise that; he ought to be
taught to look to the head of his profession, not to be content with mingling
in the undistinguished mass. His time of servitude, though people in general
make a fuss about it, should be no consideration. A year spent in study, not
at an Academy where in general little regard is paid to their improvement
in knowledge, but in your own house with a good mathematical master, a
drawing master, and French; a certain part of the day to read history and
books of science; the evenings at lectures which are always in some parts
of London on Natural Philosophy and Mechanics, such as those of the
Walkers.3 A year so spent would return him to the service with a foundation

1Henry, Lord Percy (‘Hotspur’) (1364–1403), son of 1st Earl of Northumberland and
ancestor of the Duke. 

2See note 1 on p. 209 and pp. 153–4.
3The Walkers, Adam (c.1731–1821) and his sons William (c.1767–1816) and Deane

Franklin (1778–1865), were a well-known family of lecturers; Adam was also a fertile
inventor and writer (DNB). In The Times of 1 and 8 Jan. 1808 ‘Mr D. Walker’ advertised
a course of twelve lectures on Experimental Philosophy (including Mechanics)
‘illustrated with much new apparatus and experiment’, to be held in Change Alley,
London. One guinea for the full course, 2s 5d for single lectures. 
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laid on which useful, and to him necessary, knowledge would be built. That,
and the degree of animal spirits which I believe he possesses, would qualify
him for situations in which you would wish to see him.1

I have had a most laborious and anxious winter hitherto. The French
fleet in Toulon are perfectly ready for sea, and strong – consisting of 13
ships of the line and 7 frigates. Their army which has been assembling
in Catalonia I have endeavoured to find employment for by making
alarms by the frigates upon the Coast of Languedoc with a view of
giving the languid Spaniards time to collect a force to oppose them. On
the 7th of Novr they began a regular siege to the Castle of Rosas.2 As I
had expected this I had provided a ship of the line, a frigate and two
Bombs to aid in its defence. They gave them able assistance. They
reinforced the garrison; they cannonaded and bombed the French
approaches. Captain West3 with his sailors and marines made a sortie
from the garrison which filled the Spaniards with astonishment and
admiration to find men just landed from their ships skilful in all the
intricacies of war.4 Lord Cochrane5 with his men was defending the
Castle of Trinity, and though a practicable breach had been made he had
made a rampart of his ships’ awnings and other old stuff filled with the
rubbish of the battered works; and in that defence had repulsed two
assaults. But unless the Spanish army marched to raise the siege all this
skill and valour would not avail them. The Spanish army was at Gerona
but no argument could make them move to raise the siege.6 The truth is
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1This wise advice was accepted and when William returned home after Collingwood’s
death he spent a year with a private tutor. From March 1811 to Aug. 1812 he served in
Undaunted, 38, under Capt. Thomas who had been Collingwood’s flag-capt. since 1805.
Lt. Aug. 1812, served in Berwick, 74, for four years and then Impregnable, 98, at
bombardment of Algiers 27 Aug. 1816. He left the Navy that year and lived on his
Roddam estates until his death in 1864. 

2The first important post in Spain through which a French army from Marseilles had
to pass on its way to put down the Spanish insurrection. 

3Capt. John West (1774–1862) of the Excellent. RA 1819; VA 1830; KCB 1840; Adm.
1841; C.-in-C. Devonport 1845–8; A. of F. 1858; GCB 1860. 

4On one occasion West had his horse shot under him when leading a sortie of 250 of
his sailors and marines against the French. 

5Capt. Thomas, Lord Cochrane (1775–1860): son of 9th Earl of Dundonald,
succeeded in 1831; Capt. of the Impérieuse, 44, 1806–9; KB 1809; struck off Navy List
1814 on being convicted of fraud; MP for Westminster 1807–18; one of the liberators of
Chile, Peru and Brazil 1818–25; Greek War of Independence 1827–8; restored to Navy
List and RA 1832; VA 1841; GCB 1847; C.-in-C. West Indies 1848–51; Adm. 1851. See
also note 3 on p. 215.

6Cochrane defended Fort Trinidad (on the cliffs above Rosas) for 12 days against
overwhelming odds but, on 5 Dec., was forced to return with his landing party to his ship,
blowing up the fort as he retired. The delay this caused to the French was, however,
nullified by the inertia of ‘the languid Spaniards’. (Collingwood did not learn of the fall
of Fort Trinidad until after this letter was written.) 
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the Capt.General [Vives]1 is neither of ability nor in whom much
confidence can be placed. The supreme Junto know it, but a government
so young and so unstable is perhaps too tender in what might give
offence to power, but as I am not exactly in the same predicament I have
called him roundly to his duty. 

While this was going on it was necessary I should keep an eye on
the French fleet, and dreadful the weather was before the 7th inst
when a sort of hurricane came which completely drove us off and has
injured, I fear, many of my ships. The Ocean is wrung and shattered
very much, unfit to keep the sea. I have been endeavouring ever since
to get into a port where I hope to make her perfect again. That a new
ship without a speck of rot in her should suffer so much has vexed
me. I have wrote rather a sour letter to the Admiralty on the
improvements in naval architecture which, if continued, we shall be
in danger of having nothing but the old ships of 20 or 25 years to
depend on.2

– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] I have just seen in a newspaper what I conceive to be exceedingly
mischievous, and to officers who are bearing the brunt and severities of
war is exceedingly disgusting. When the whole nation is clamorous
against the convention at Lisbon and the treaty which Sir Charles
Cotton made with the Russian admiral about the ships, it is stated that I
had made a proposition of the same kind to the Russian Commander3 at
Trieste which had been rejected. There is not a syllable of truth in it. I
have had no correspondence with the Russians nor has anything
happened that could have given rise to such a conjecture. It must
therefore be sheer mischief. There are such diabolical spirits who,

1Don Juan Miguel de Vives, Capt. Gen. of Catalonia until superseded in Jan. 1809.
2His letter dated 14 Dec. 1808 (PRO ADM 1/414/280) complained that the iron knees

connecting the beams to the side were bolted with copper and all were either broken or
loosened by the decomposition of the iron. He thought that ‘if the gale had not abated the
ship would not have held together but separated the topside from the bottom … A ship
scarce out of the hands of the builders rendered totally unfit for sea and exposed to most
imminent danger by an Experiment, the ultimate result of which must have been obvious
to the least consideration of the properties of the metal employed … No person is ignorant
of its [copper’s] power of decomposing that metal [iron].’ (Ocean had been launched at
Woolwich on 24 Oct. 1805.) Collingwood’s letter was referred to the Navy Board whose
anodyne reply (‘We are very much concerned to find that the copper bolts have given way
… We know of no other ship whose fittings are exactly like those of the Ocean’) was sent
to Collingwood by the Sec. of the Admy without comment (PRO ADM 106/2246 and
ADM 2/924/106). 

3Cdre Saltanov (d. 1809). 
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incapable of good, cannot rest inactive but fester the world with their
malignant humours.1

29. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ville de Paris
off Minorca2

7 October 1809 

I have just received your letter of the 26th June and have great pleasure
in hearing that Mrs Stanhope and your family are all well. 

It is a good while since I wrote to you but I am sure if you knew how
fully occupied I am at all times you would excuse me. I charge William
to write by every opportunity and I hope he gives a good account of
himself, which he may do with great truth, for he is a very good boy,
and I have no doubt will in good time be a good officer. I talk to him of
putting him into a frigate which he seems to enjoy the thought of. I
intend it but would wish this winter over first. He is very attentive to his
duty and improves in his seamanship. 

I have for myself a very anxious time of it. I have left nothing undone
to counteract the enemy both in Spain and in the Adriatic, and I am
sorry with so little effect. But fleets cannot oppose armies amongst the
hills, and neither Spaniards nor Austrians3 have done much upon the
coasts. The French have had great convoys in their ports near three
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1After their defeat at Vimeiro the French offered to evacuate Portugal provided British
ships conveyed their army of 26,000 men and equipment to Rochefort where they would
be free to re-enter the war elsewhere. This was accepted by the British C.-in-C., Lt. Gen.
Sir Hew Dalrymple, at the Convention of Cintra (near Lisbon) on 22 Aug. The agreement
included the return of Russia’s former Med. fleet (which had been blockaded in the Tagus
for many months) to the Baltic with a guarantee of safe passage. VA Sir Charles Cotton
(1753–1812), C.-in-C. off the Tagus, refused to accept this and on 3 Sept. signed a
separate agreement with the Russian Adm. (Siniavin, see note 2 on p. 200) whereby the
ships would be sent to England to be held as a deposit, and to be restored to Russia within
six months of the conclusion of a peace between the two countries. (Russia had declared
war on Britain in Nov. 1807.) The 5,600 seamen were to be returned to Russia in British
transports without any conditions respecting their future services. When the news of the
Convention reached London on 16 Sept. there was a public outcry of indignation,
particularly against the release of the French army, followed by a formal Court of Inquiry.
Though the agreement was reluctantly accepted, Dalrymple was not employed again.
Cotton, who was not censured, succeeded Collingwood as C.-in-C. Med. in 1810. The
Hampshire Telegraph of 12 Dec. 1808 contained the report complained of by
Collingwood, saying that it was ‘in one of the Dutch papers’ and came from Trieste on 3
Nov. The report was not carried in the main London newspapers. 

2Collingwood transferred to the Ville de Paris, 110, on 14 April 1809 when Ocean
returned home for repairs. 

3Austria had declared war on France on 6 April 1809. 
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months which cannot move unless their fleet comes out to support them.
We have been equal to them hitherto but since they got their seamen
from Rochefort they have fitted all their ships which amount to 17 sail
of the line, most of them new ships. I have never shown them more than
11, and with this superiority they may be induced to come out. They
have never had a fleet so completely fitted; they are well manned and
have their most distinguished officers. If they do not come boldly now,
we can never expect anything but a chase. That I have prepared for. For
should the Austrians make their peace, which I am convinced they
must,1 the next object of Bonaparte will be Turkey, and probably the
Austrians be engaged to assist him in the reduction of it. All the south
part of Europe seems as if within his grasp the moment peace is signed
with Austria. He has long been intriguing with those countries,
sometimes with the government, in other places with the people against
their government. The arts, the dissimulation with which those intrigues
are conducted avail him more than even the rapidity of his armies. All
the people he employs are equal to the task assigned them, while in
Austria and in Spain the operations are often directed by those who,
from Court favour, have got situations they are totally unfit for. 

Catalonia has suffered much from this cause and everything gone
wrong in Istria and Dalmatia because there was wanted a man capable
of conducting the war. It is true they have been removed, but not until
everything was lost by their want of skill. 

In July Sir John Stuart2 went on an expedition to the coast of Naples
with a formidable force. Its object was twofold: to prevent Murat3 from
making detachment of his troops to join the army on the Danube. Thus
far they succeeded, for when our troops landed at Ischia he was obliged
to assemble his whole force to oppose their coming to Naples. The next
was to discover the disposition of the people to their King Ferdinand.4

The result in this latter part was not so satisfactory, and we had the
mortification to find an avowed hostility against their former
government, and no symptom of disaffection to Murat. To you who

1The Peace of Schönbrunn between Austria and France, following the Austrian defeat
at Wagram, was signed a week after this letter was written. 

2Lt. Gen. Sir John Stuart (1759–1815): cdr of British military forces in the Med. 1806
and 1808–10; knighted for his victory at Maida 1806, but irresolute and difficult to work
with. 

3Joachim Murat (1767–1815): Marshal of France 1805; appointed King of the Two
Sicilies in 1808 by Napoleon whose sister he had married in 1800; shot by firing squad
1815. 

4Ferdinand I (1751–1825), King of the Two Sicilies: driven out of Naples and moved
to Palermo 1806; dominated by his wife. The ‘people’ referred to were his subjects in
French-occupied Naples and Calabria.
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know the character of their former government, this may not appear
extraordinary, but the Queen1 was so confident of success that it is
evident she did not know the character of her former government. It
may be supposed her misfortunes have weakened her judgement and
that she cannot see the times as they are. The fate of Italy was dependent
on the success of Austria, and the failure of Austria has determined it. 

I expect to have much to do if the fleet sails from Toulon, and I am
prepared for it as well as I possibly can be. Their force is great and so
is mine, and blessed be the day in which we meet. 

I am much obliged to you for the account you give of my daughters.
I am not impatient for their going into the North. I hope they have lost
much of their provincial dialect. I have had indifferent health, worn with
care and anxiety; I have not strength for so long a labour. 

We were in danger of a rupture with Algiers, and they were not to
blame. The Consul had been very negligent of his duty or very ignorant,
and it required some address to throw his faults to the account of the
Frenchmen – which I have so far managed that the Dey is satisfied that
the cause of his displeasure was entirely owing to their intrigues and the
corruption of his subjects. I have always found that kind language and
strong ships have a very powerful effect in conciliating people.2

The courts martial that have lately been held, and the long enquiry
into the conduct of the Commander-in-Chief3 in Parliament gave me
much pain. I am sorry that in such a war, a war in which the existence
of England as an independent nation is to be determined, there should
exist abuses or cause for enquiries that tend to distract the public service
and bring the higher orders into disrepute with the people at large. Lord
C4 I am afraid will always be turbulent. He showed a little disposition
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1Maria Carolina (1752–1814): sister of Marie Antoinette and wife of Ferdinand I of
the Two Sicilies. 

2The British Consul, in contravention of the British Orders in Council, had granted
certificates to Algerian ships to trade with France. Some were subsequently stopped by
British ships, causing the Dey to be greatly indignant (Collingwood to Admy 16 Sept.
1809, PRO ADM 1/415/72). The Dey’s letter (in Arabic) dated 19 July 1809 complaining
of the capture of the ships is in Letters to Collingwood, NMM, COL/14. 

3Adm. Lord Gambier (1756–1833): cr. Baron for capture of Danish fleet at
Copenhagen 1807; C.-in-C. Channel Fleet 1808–11; A. of F. 1830. In April 1809
Cochrane led an attack with explosive vessels and fireships on the French fleet in the
Basque Roads off Rochefort, causing 19 ships to cut their cables and run aground. Four
were then destroyed by Cochrane but Gambier, with a large fleet three miles offshore, did
not follow up the attack although Cochrane claimed that all the French would be at his
mercy. On learning that Cochrane, as an MP, intended to oppose a vote of thanks to him
in Parliament, Gambier applied for a court martial on his own conduct. The court sat for
nine days at the end of July and Gambier was ‘most honourably acquitted’. Cochrane was
not employed again in the RN until 1848. 

4Lord Cochrane (see note 5 on p. 211). 
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that way towards Captain Bennet1 who I believe to be a zealous, gallant
officer. Lord C thought he was a better.

– – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

[P.S.] You enclosed to me a letter from a gentleman recommending his
friend for promotion. I would gladly show every attention in my power
to any friend of yours, but I have no opportunity of advancing any
officer – beyond a Midshipman sometimes – which is evident from my
still having some of the Lieutenants who were with me in the action four
years since, and no prospect of providing for them.2 I have little here but
constant labour. 

30. To Walter Spencer-Stanhope, M.P.

Ville de Paris
Port Mahon 

18 December 1809 

It is a long time since I had the pleasure to write to you, but I am glad
to hear from your son William of everything good in your family. 

The truth is that I am so constantly, so unremittingly occupied that
my life is rather a drudgery than a service. I have an anxious mind from
nature, and cannot leave to any what is possible for me to do myself.
Now my health is suffering very much, which is attributed to the
sedentary life I lead, and it may well be to the vexation my mind suffers
when anything goes counter. But when I do come home I hope I shall
not be thought to flinch, for I have worn out all the officers and all the
ships two or three times over since I left England. 

I was in great hope we should have had a battle with the French in
October, but they had reserved the bulk of their fleet and sent out only
three ships. Two of them were burnt, the other has since got back to
Toulon. There is no preventing that, for so violent the storms are in this
part of the Mediterranean that persevering to keep at sea I should have
no fleet in the spring.3

1Capt. Richard Henry Alexander Bennet (c.1771–1818), as capt. of the Fame, had
been Cochrane’s senior officer off Catalonia at the time of the defence of the Castle of
Trinity [28]. Mid. in Mediator under Collingwood’s command 1783–6; nephew of the
Duchess of Northumberland; MP 1802–12. 

2See note 3 on p. 218. 
3The entire French fleet in Toulon appeared to be on the move after Collingwood had

withdrawn his ships from a close blockade in order to lure them out; but in the event only
three ships of the line with two frigates and a convoy of 18 vessels sailed on 21 Oct. for
Barcelona. Two of the ships and all but one of the convoy were captured or sunk. 
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As to what is likely to happen amongst the states about me, who can
tell? The changes are so sudden – and generally from bad to worse –
that a perfect knowledge this week affords very little to guide our
conduct for the next. I always lamented the Emperor’s1 engaging in the
war. His troops are good and numerous; we see named as their
commanders skilful and bold Generals. But a great deal more is wanting
to the organising an army than great Generals, and in their army the
subordinate officers were very inferior. I have seen some of them, and
taking them as a sample much was not to be expected. Interest, female
favour and Court intrigue were the means practised to rise in rank,
perhaps more in that army than any in Europe. Those lapelled heroes
might do at Vienna, but not to encounter veterans. With whatever nation
Bonaparte makes a treaty he keeps the embarrassment of England in his
view. He has now, by the accession of the whole sea coast of the
Adriatic, completely cut off the intercourse of Austria with us, and she
can have no commerce but with France or the nations dependent on her.2

I hear a great deal of internal commotion in France but do not know
what grounds there are for the reports.3

I was glad to hear your son was appointed a Page to the King; it is a
good introduction to the army.4

I have been anxious for our troops that went to the Scheldt ever since
they sailed.5 I tremble at secret expeditions in England. No force can be
sent from England to the Continent that a greater cannot be collected if
they have timely notice, and they are sure to have that if they can read
the newspapers where every day’s progress is detailed. Success ought
not to be expected. The officers who fail are not to be blamed for they
are defeated in England before they set out. I projected an expedition
which really was secret, for the people who went on it did not know
where they were going when they sailed except the commanders, and
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1The Emperor of Austria, Francis I (1768–1835). 
2The Austrian request for an armistice after Wagram led to the Treaty of Schönbrunn

in Oct in which all Austrian outlets to the sea in the Adriatic were ceded to France. 
3The reports were too optimistic although the war, especially that in Spain, was

unpopular, and there was disapproval of Napoleon’s arrest of the Pope in the summer and
of his treatment of Josephine whom he was about to divorce. In Oct., when in Vienna,
there were attempts on his life by a Saxon youth and by some Tyrolese. 

4Philip Spencer-Stanhope (1799–1880): 7th son; Page to George III and the Prince
Regent 1809–15; First Foot Guards 1815; Grenadier Guards 1818; Full Gen. 1868; never
saw active service or served overseas. 

5This expedition under Lt. Gen. the Earl of Chatham, with Sir Richard Strachan
commanding the fleet, sailed at the end of July, occupied the island of Walcheren and
destroyed the shipbuilding yards at Flushing. The hopes of capturing Antwerp and the
French fleet were defeated by Chatham’s dilatoriness and an outbreak of fever in the
army. 
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they only a few days before. The naval force fell in from different
quarters, not knowing why until they came to the point of operation.
And the consequence was they took the islands of Zante, Cephalonia,
etc, almost without opposition which, had the enemy had a week’s
previous notice, they could not have taken at all. I am rather impatient
to know the determination of the ministers on the subject of them.1

Your son always gives me satisfaction. He behaves very well and
always like a gentleman, and I have no doubt will be a very good
seaman and officer. He has no tricks or ill habits and I endeavour to
instil in him a contempt for what is trifling and unworthy. When I come
home I will leave him in a frigate – and I hope I may soon, for I am
getting weak and languid. 

I would be very glad to pay every attention to Mr Adams who Sir
James Graham2 wrote to you respecting, but I have few opportunities of
promoting any person. Those who are appointed by me are nominated by
the Admiralty who make the vacancies for them. They merely go through
my office. Three Lieutenants who were at Trafalgar four years since are
still in my ship, and I have little prospect of doing anything for them.3

I hear little of Chirton now, and suppose the Duke has given up all
claims there, which I rather think were the claims of his agents. I hear
from His Grace very frequently but he does not speak of Shields. I think
I heard the colliery was not succeeding so well as could be wished. Poor
Mr Newton4 was a great loss to me there.5

1These and the other Ionian islands of Ithaca and Cerigo (Kithira) were liberated from
the French on Collingwood’s initiative with the reluctant assent of Gen. Stuart. The object
was to provide a foothold in the Adriatic in the event of a French attack on Greece or
Turkey. They remained under British protection until 1864. The Admy were delighted
with the success (5 Dec. 1809, PRO ADM 2/924/181) but Lord Liverpool, the new S. of
S. for War, was less enthusiastic, wishing to reduce the army’s commitments in the Med.
rather than increase them (29 Nov. 1809, PRO WO 6/59). 

2Probably Sir James Graham, Bart (1753–1825) of Kirkstall, Yorks, and Spencer-
Stanhope’s fellow MP in Cumberland. 

3The three Lts were (a) George Browne (1784–1856): promoted Lt. 1804; 2nd Sig. Lt.
in Victory at Trafalgar and (according to his own statement) received verbally from Lord
Nelson the celebrated signal ‘England expects …’ which was then made by Lt. Pasco (BL
Add. MS 38040); Collingwood’s Sig. Lt. since 1806; promoted Cdr 7 March 1810 and
Capt. 1840; not employed after 1810 but qualified and practised as a barrister; (b) Henry
Le Vesconte (1779–1850): promoted Lt. 1800; in Naiad at Trafalgar; promoted Cdr 5 Jan.
1828; (c) Joseph Simmonds (d. 1838): promoted Lt. 1799; in Royal Sovereign at Trafalgar
and now 1st Lt of Ville de Paris; promoted Cdr 7 March 1810. Browne and Simmonds were
specially promoted with seniority dating from the day of Collingwood’s death. 

4John Newton, agent to the Chirton estates, had died on 24 Sept. aged 55. 
5When this letter was written Collingwood had been in Port Mahon, Minorca, since 14

Nov. and remained there until 7 Jan., caulking and refitting his ships. This was the longest
period he had spent in harbour for seven years. For the next seven weeks he was watching
the French off Toulon, returning to Port Mahon on 25 Feb.; eleven days later he died.
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Letters 1 and 2 were published in the 1994 Yearbook of the Friends of
the Royal Naval Museum Portsmouth and HMS Victory to mark the
bicentenary of the battle of the First of June 1794. 
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