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Dear Erik,

I thank you very much for your letter of 12.1.90, and
apologize for not answering earlier, but my currently
very busy life as a contract automotive modeller (money
has to come from somewhere) is curtailing my time
considerably.

Frornog 1 am certainly loocking forward to see the ENDEAVOUR

e article printed. Recently I received the first copy of my
book SCHONER IN NORD UND stiD, and will send you a review
copy as soon as I receive the bulk of my courtesy copies,
which will probably take another few months, considering
all the troubles in East Germany. The book has 296 pages,
81 plates of detail drawings, 45 photos of pictures,
original drawings and of models, also providing model
plans of a mercantile schooner, a schooner rigged skerry-
boat and a gun-boat. It deals with the construction, the
masting and rigging, fitting and armament of schooners,
mainly at the end of the 18th century.

In regard to the spritsail yard rigged schooners, I must
admit that I neither have seen a spritsail yard being
listed in a drawing's description of spars, but the
evidence is given in contemporary illustrations. As I
have mentioned, Falconer 1780 provides such a schooner
and a spritsail yard rigged sloop with a long sloop type
bowsprit and jib-boom. The Yacht by Blanckley 1750 and in
Falconer's 1815 edition where also spritsail yard rigged,
so was D.Serre's navy rigged Bermudian Sloop from about
1780, which carried a European sloop rig. From what I
found, the sepritsail rig was probably a Royal Navy
curiosity, on sloops as well as on schooners during the
time in question (Yachts being seen as sloop rigged) and
was neither seen in merchant ships nor in foreign navies,
except for a watercolour of the armed American schooner
Lee bringing in 1775 the British brig Nancy in. The Lee
is carrying a spritsail yard, but an also shown dolphin
striker makes the authenticity of the picture doubtful.
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I am not saying, that Chaleur must have had a spritsail

yard rigged, but by all the general pictorial evidence, a

strong possibility is given in regard to her naval rig,

especially in respect to Revere's engraving, which makes

a pointed distinction between the so rigged Royal Navy
schooners and the larger number of American merchant
schooners without.

The bowsprit angle for all smaller vessels was given by
R&8ding 1793 with 20 to 25 = in contrast to larger ships
of about 35=- If we consider a rig based on a sloop,
rather then a cutter, then the angle would have been
approx. 25° for vessels with the bowsprit above the stem.

The reason given by R8ding was, that smaller vessels had

larger fore staysails and jibs. This contemporary
statement on the steeving of bowsprits does not exclude
schooners from the group of smaller vessels. Therefore we

can not use the argument of a lower bowsprit for not
rigging a spritsail yard.

I hope that you will find some material enhancing or
contradicting my argumentation, and am interested as well
in Harold Hahn's reply.

with kindest regards

K% ar t
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June 5, 2001

Harold M Hahn
1212 Gordon Road
Lyndhurst, Ohio 44124

Dear Harold

I note in reviewing our correspondence that 1t has been four long years
since we exchanged views about Chaleur You did me the honor of
autographing your book at the last SMA show aboard Queen Mary, but
circumstances didn’t permit continuing our conversation on this vessel

As you may recall, I held the view that Chaleur was built as a single-mast
vessel, taken into the Royal Navy in that rig, and only became a schooner
in the last months of her life — the fact of her ‘conversion’ being reported
in your book. Well, I have persisted on that tack, sporadically since
then, but quite recently have found conclusive evidence in her surviving
log that she was without doubt made into a two-mast schooner, from a
single-mast sloop That discovery makes it very difficult for me to write
this letter

Naturally, I would like to share and publish this knowledge, along with a
reconstruction of what I believe Chaleur looked like in her armed sloop
configuration, and also some modifications to yours and Chapelle’s
interpretation of her schooner outfit. Ideally, I will be able to posit her
appearance as a merchant or fishing or timber sloop, but further
research is needed to do that. Here’s where I am having difficulty, and
seek your assistance, blessing or condemnation as you see fit.

In your book, when citing passages from her log — presumably the same
log that I researched, you seemed to have omitted those phrases that
evidenced precisely how she was converted, and instead suggest that
there was little or nothing in those source documents that explained that
event. If I may quote you, “It was noted at this time that Chaleur was
converted from a ‘sloop into a schooner’ per orders from Commodore
Hood. Just what this conversion entailed is not explained, but
apparently the vessel that arrived in England could be so defined ”






