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THE ANGLO- FRENCH SEVEN YEARS WAR, 1756-1763: AN | NADVERTENT WAR?
AN AVO DABLE WAR?

| . | NADVERTENT WAR: war caused by actions that actors did not
expect or desire would cause war. Sone believe inadvertent wars
never happen, other think they are conmon. Was the Seven Years
War an inadvertent war? WAs it avoi dabl e?

1. BACKGROUND TO WAR

The Seven Years' War was a worl dw de Angl o- French battle for

enpire. Anmericans call it the French and Indian War but it

could be called the first world war. It saw fierce Angl o-

French fighting in the Caribbean, South Asia, Wst Africa, and

North Anerica. Britain won but with little enduring gain.

Background factors:

A. Mercantilism Before 1756 the European powers scranbl ed for
gold to pay nercenaries, hence for trade surpluses, hence
for enmpire.

What changes woul d have prevented war?

> New ways to tax, to increase the state's tax base?

> Better schol arship explaining the economc
efficiencies of free trade and the costs of
mercantilism(e.g., David Ricardo's 1816 witing
outlining the Theory of Conparative Advantage--it
arrived too |ate!)

> Cheaper strategies for national defense (e.g.,
guerilla war) to repl ace expensive cash-dependent
nmer cenary war & naval war?

B. The inconplete partition of North Anerica. France had
Quebec. Britain had what becane the U S. eastern seaboard.
But who owned the Chio Valley w lderness? This was |eft
undeci ded by the Treaty of Ai x-la-Chapelle (1748), which
ended the last big war (the War of Austrian Succession,
1739-48).

C. Mlitary facts:

1. Britain and France were the only powers w th gl obal
mlitary reach

2. The British navy was twi ce the strength of the French
navy but France had far the stronger arnmny.

D. Economc facts: in 1748 a group of Virginians including
Virginia Gov. Robert Dinwi ddie formthe Chio Conpany to
col oni ze and develop the Chio Valley and to enrich
t hensel ves. They obtain a vast land grant of initially
200, 000 acres (312.5 square mles, an area 20x16 mles) in
the Chio Valley fromthe British Crown, with 300,000 nore
acres to cone if they achieve settle 100 famlies in the
territory in 7 years. Total: 500,000 acres, or 781 square
mles, an area 20x38 nmiles. Lots of $$$ on the table for



D nwi ddi e & Fri ends!
E. Chronology

7.

During 1752-53 France destroyed a British trading post

in the Chio Valley and built tw forts of its own there,

at Presque Isle and Fort Le Boeuf.

During 1753-54 Britain sent three expeditions to the

Ohio Valley to eject the French. Al three fail ed.
> Fall 1753: A Virginian expedition to Fort Le Boeuf,
sent to warn the French to | eave the Ohio Valley (and
| ed by George Washi ngton), was ignored and canme hone.

> February 1754: Virginians established a fort at the
confluence of the All egheny, Mnongahela and Chio
rivers (now Pittsburgh). The French conquered it,
renaned it Fort Duquesne, and expelled the British.

> May-July 1754: Virgini ans commanded by Ceorge
Washi ngton entered the Chio Valley on a fort-building
m ssion. They | earned of the nearby presence of a
force of 36 French troops sent into the Valley with a
summons to warn any British troops or traders to | eave
the Valley (same as Washington did at Fort Le Boeuf).
Washi ngton's troops anbushed this French force at
Junmonville Gen (the first fighting in the war),
killing 10 including the French commander, My 28.
Washi ngton's force then pulled back and erect Fort
Necessity in an effort to establish a defensible
position. A larger French and Indian force then
arrived and defeated this British force at Fort
Necessity. The British surrendered and cane hone.

In early 1755 Britain sent two arny battalions under

CGeneral Braddock fromBritain to Anerica to eject the

French fromthe Chio Valley. The British clained

Braddock's instructions were purely defensive. The

French, who knew Braddock's instructions, thought the

Ohio Valley was theirs, hence they saw his expedition as

aggr essi ve.

Braddock led his two battalions into the Chio Valley

toward Fort Duquesne, aimng to eject the French.

Braddock's force was anni hilated and Braddock was killed

by the French and Indians at the Battle of the

Monongahel a, July 9, 1755. A fiasco.

Meanwhile ... In May 1755 France countered by sending

six arny battalions to America aboard 1/3 of the French

battle fleet, stripped of its guns.

In June 1755 Britain's Admral Boscawen tried to

i ntercept these six French battalions off Newf oundl and.

It captures only 2 of 18 French shi ps.

Britain and France hal ted negoti ati ons and war erupted,

May 18, 1756.

This was a war of illusions. Four types of m sperceptions

to |l ook for:

1
2.

O one's own conduct. "W are being benign!"
O the other's conduct and intentions. "They are being



aggressive!"

3. O the other's likely response to one's own acts.
Governnents expected their threats to elicit conpliance
but they evoked defiance. Britain's deploynent of
Braddock evoked unexpected French counter-escal ation
(its six-battalion deploynent); and this French counter-
escal ati on evoked further British counter-counter-
escal ati on unexpected by France.

4. O the value of the stakes in dispute. This value was
greatly exaggerated by British and French | eaders.

What changes woul d have prevented war ??

> Enact British business regulations that forbid conflicts
of interest by governnent officials, including the
giving of royal land grants to government officials
(D nwi ddi e) and/or the acceptance of royal |land grants
by these officials; and forbidding the giving of |and
grants in territory disputed with another power?

> Devel op a professional British intelligence agency (like
today's M6), to preclude the role of |ocal business
people with conflicts of interest (like D nw ddie and
Shirley) in British intelligence-collection?

> Devel op of an independent British press with a culture
of integrity, to provide transparency into situations
like the Chio Valley conflict of 1753-56, to danpen
m sperceptions about it?

> Sonehow make British officials in London aware of the
attitudes of the English colonists: "We will only stick
with British rule as long as we face a threat fromthe
French and the Indians!"”

> Teach about the spiral nodel in British and French
school s, as a self-denying prophecy.

> Assassi nate D nw ddi e?

> Wul d war have occurred if Britain and France had
possessed secure nucl ear arsenal s?

I11. CAUSES OF THE SEVEN YEARS WAR
A. Msperceptions. Do these constitute a Jervis spiral?
1. Britain m sperceived:
a. The nature of the status quo -- "Chio belongs to us!"”
> Virginia Governor Dinw ddie described the Chio Vall ey
as "British property” in conmuni ques to London (rmaking
the French "invaders of British property” in one of
his comuni ques). But Chio wasn't British--its
owner shi p was undeci ded.
b. French conduct--Britain exaggerated the aggressiveness
of French behavi or.
> Dinwi ddie told London that "the French have invaded
East of the Alleghanies!" (but they hadn't), and were
preparing a general invasion of North America (but
they weren't).
> Massachusetts' Governor Shirley told London "the



2.
3.

French have i nvaded Massachusetts!” (but they hadn't).

> Dinwi ddie wote London that the French were attacking
"the forces of this Domnion" in the Chio Valley (but
t hese forces were Ohi o Conpany nercenaries, not
British governnent troops). In his dispatches the
Ohi o Conpany fort-buil ders becanme "our people” and the
fort was "our fort,” wongly inplying that they were
British governnment personnel and property.

c. French intentions--Britain exaggerated French

expansi oni sm

> Dinwiddie told London "the French are planning a
general invasion of British North America!" (but they
weren't).

d. British conduct--Britain underestimated the

aggressi veness of its own behavi or.

> Dinmddie failed to report his own fort-building in
the Chio Vall ey.

> Dinmddie failed to report his collaboration with
| ndi ans fighting against the French in the Ghio
Val | ey.

Consi der that m sperceptions |ike these can feed each

other, as follows: msperceptions of the status quo -->

fal se belief that another's defensive actions are
aggressive --> exaggeration of the other's aggressiveness

--> msperception of how the other will react to

puni shrent. Some of this probably happened here.

France suffered simlar m sperceptions, though we know
fewer details.

Addi tional beliefs and m sperceptions (did some grow from
t hose above?):

a. Both sides saw the other as very expansionist.

b. Both sides thought a tough policy would persuade the
ot her side to back down. |In fact the other counter-
escal ated in response.

i Britain thought France woul d not counter
Braddock's 2-battalion deploynent. But France did
counter with 6 battalions.

ii. France thought Britain would not counter its 6-
battali on deploynent. But Britain did with
Boscawen's naval attack on that depl oynment.

c. Both sides were reluctant to negotiate, because:

i They thought the other would take their
willingness to talk as a sign of weakness.

ii. They thought concessions would injure their
credibility.

iii. They thought negotiations were pointless, wouldn't
succeed.

However, wi thout tal ks m sperceptions on both sides
went undi scover ed.

Were both sides applying the deterrence nodel to a
spiral situation?



What changes woul d have prevented war? How about
using Track Il diplomacy--having private citizens who
are close to the governnent unofficially exchange views
on sol utions?

d. Britain exaggerated the value of the stakes at issue.
Britain thought that by beating France it could
consol idate control over North Anerica. |In fact
Britain's victory cost it North Anerica. British
victory renoved the French threat to Britain's North
Anerican colonies. The British colonists felt |ess
reliant on London's protection, hence less wlling to
tolerate rule fromLondon. Hence they rebelled in
1775-1776. Washington & Co. stuck it to the Redcoats.

Non-settl ement of disputes: the 1748 Treaty of Aix-|a-

Chapel | e had gaps.

C. Four wi ndows of opportunity or vulnerability:

a. Britain saw a waning British worldwm de mlitary
advant age over France. British |eaders thought Britain
was better prepared for war than France but al so saw
France building up its fleet.

b. France saw British power growi ng. The French saw
Britain making alliances on the European continent
(e.g., with Spain) and expanding into the GChio Valley.

c. The British deploynent of Braddock's 2 battalions to
North America in winter 1755 caused France to perceive
a tactical w ndow "W nust deploy offsetting forces to
North Anerica before a war starts and Britain closes
the seas; we can't do it later.”

d. The subsequent French 6-battalion deploynment to North
America on disarnmed French warshi ps created dual
British windows of opportunity and vulnerability: "W
have a fleeting opportunity to destroy a third of the
French fleet,” and "If we don't strike the French wll
gain mlitary superiority in North America!"

Note: windows 'c' and 'd" were unwitting results of

gover nment deci si ons.

What changes woul d have prevented war? Better nationa

security analysis in London and Paris? One of these

capitols had to be wong in seeing a wi ndow, as two
opposi ng wi ndows cannot co-exist at the sanme tine. Al so,
preventive wars rarely look wise in retrospect. Good
schol arship m ght have illum nated these realities,

di scour agi ng deci sions for war.

E. Conpetition for control of cunulative resources; also,
conpetition for security.
F. Expectation of a cheap, limted war.

V. OUTCOME: BRITAIN WNS WAR --> BRI TAIN LOSES | TS AVERI CAN
COLONI ES (!)

V. ESCALATI ON OF THE SEVEN YEARS WAR



British leaders tried to limt the war to North America but
fail ed.

VI. AN | NADVERTENT WAR? Historians once explained this war as
t he product of cal cul ated aggression by great enpires. Now many
believe it was an inadvertent war. Wo is right?

VII. CURRENT PARALLELS: The Russi a- NATO conflict over Ukrai ne,

t he China vs nei ghbors conflict over South China Sea, a possible
US vs. dina clash over spheres of influence in North Korea
shoul d the North Korean governnent coll apse, ongoing conflict

bet ween the Turks, Kurds, Iranians, Russians, Syrian government
and US over the carcass of the 1SIS state, and the loom ng Arctic
conflict are conflicts over domains where rights are unsettled.
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