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PREFACE

THE PRESENT STUDY is an attempt to place 1n historical per-
spective the relationship between early capitalism as exemplified
by Great Britain, and the Negro slave trade, Negro slavery and
the general colonial trade of the seventeenth and eighteenth cen-
turies. Every age rewrites history, but particularly ours, which
has been forced by events to re-evaluate our conceptions of
history and economic and political development. The progress
of the Industrial Revolution has been treated more or less ade-~
quately in many books both learned and popular, and its lessons
are fairly well established in the consciousness of the educated
class in general and of those people in particular’ who are re-
sponsible for the creation and guidance of informed opinion.
On the other hand, while material has been accumulated and
books have been written about the period which preceded the
Industrial Revolution, the world-wide and interrelated nature
of the commerce of that period, its direct effect upon the de-
velopment of the Industrial Revolution, and the heritage which
it has left even upon the civilization of today have not any-
where been placed in compact and yet comprehensive perspec-
tive. This study Is an attempt to do so, without, however, fail-
ing to give - dications of the economic origin of well-known
social, politicnl, and even intellectual currents. |
The book, however, 1s not an €ssay in ideas or interpreta-
tion. It is strictly an economic study of the role of Negro
slavery and the slave trade in providing the capital which
¢oanced the Industrial Revolution in England and of mature
industrial capitalism in destroying the slave system, It is there-
fore first a study in English economic history and second in
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West Indian and Negro history. It is not a study of the institu-
tion of slavery but of the contribution of slavery to the de-
velopment of British capitalism.

Many debts must be acknowledged. The staffs of the follow-
ing institutions were very kind and helpful to me: British
Museum; Public Record Office; India Office Library; West
India Committee; Rhodes House Library, Oxford; Bank of
England Record Office; the British Anti-Slavery and Aborigines
Protection Society; Friends’ House, ‘London; John Ryvlands
Library, Manchester; Central Library, Manchester; Public
Library, Liverpool; Wilberforce Museum, Hull; Library of
Congress; Biblioteca Nacional, Havana; Sociedad Econdmica de
Amigos del Pais, Havana. I wish to thank the Newberry Li-
brary, Chicago, for its kindness in making it possible for me,
through an inter-library loan with Founders’ Library, Howard
University, to see Sir Charles Whitworth’s valuable statistics
on “State of the Trade of Great Britain in its imports and ex-
ports, progressively from the year 1697-1773.

My research has been facilitated by grants from different
sources: the Trinidad Government, which extended an original
scholarship; Oxford University, which awarded me two Senior
Studentships; the Beit Fund for the study of British Colonial
History, which made two grants; and the Julws Rosenwald
Foundation, which awarded me fellowships in 1940 and 1942.
Professor Lowell J. Ragatz of George Washington University
in this city, Professor Frank W. Pitman of Pomona College,
Claremont, California, and Professor Melville J. Herskovits of
Northwestern University, very kindly read the manuscript and
macile many suggestions. So did my senior colleague at Howard
University, Professor Charles Burch. Dr. Vincent Harlow, now
Rhodes Professor of Imperial History in the University of
London, supervised my doctoral dissertation at Oxford and was
always very helpful. Finally, my wife was of great assistance
to me in taking my notes and typing the manuscript.

o Eric WILLIAMS.
Howard University

Washington, D.C.
~ September 12, 1943
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« I -
THE ORIGIN
OF
NEGRO SLAVERY

WHEN IN 1492 COLUMBUS, representing the Spanish monarchy,
discovered the New World, he set in train the long and bitter
international rivalry over colonial possessions for which, after
four and a half centuries, no solution has yet been found. Portu-
gal, which had initiated the movement of international expan-
sion, claimed the new territories on the ground that they fell
within the scope of a papal bull of 1455 authorizing her to re-
duce to servitude all infidel peoples. The two powers, to avoid
controversy, sought arbitration and, as Catholics, turned to the
Pope—a natural and logical step in an age when the universal
claims of the Papacy were still unchallenged by individuals and
governments. After carefully sifting the rival claims, the Pope |
issued in 1493 a series of papal bulls which established a line of
demarcation between the colonial possessions of the two states:
the East went to Portugal and the West to Spain. The partitiﬁn,
however, failed to satisfy Portuguese aspirations and in the sub-
sequent year the contending parties reached a more satisfactory
compromise in the Treaty of Tordesillas, which rectified the
papal judgment to permit Portuguese ownership of Brazil.
Neither the papal arbitration nor the formal treaty was in-
tended to be binding on other pOWETS, and both were in fact
repudiated. Cabot’s voyage to North America in 1497 was Eng-
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land’s immediate reply to the partition. Francis I of France
voiced his celebrated protest: “The sun shines for me as for
others. I should very much like to see the clause in Adam’s
will that excludes me from a share of the world.” The king of
Denmark refused to accept the Pope’s ruling as far as the Fast
Indies were concerned. Sir William Cecil, the famous Elizabe-
than statesman, denied the Pope’s right “to give and take king-
doms to whomsoever he pleased.” In 1580 the English govern-
ment countered with the principle of effective occupation as
the determinant of sovereignty.! Thereafter, in the parlance of
the day, there was “no peace below the line.” It was a dispute,
in the words of a later governor of Barbados, as to “whether
the King of England or of France shall be monarch of the West
Indies, for the King of Spain cannot hold it long. . . .”2 Eng-
land, France, and even Holland, began to challenge the Iberian
Axis and claim their place in the sun. The Negro, too, was to
have his place, though he did not ask for it it was the broiling

sun of the sugar, tobacco and cotton plantations of the New
World.

According to Adam Smith, the prosperity of a new colony
depends upon one simple economic factor—“plenty of good
land.”? The British colonial possesstons up to 1776, however, can
broadly be divided into two types. The first is the self-sufficient
and diversified economy of small farmers, “mere earth-
scratchers” as Gibbon Wakefield derisively called them,* living
on a soil which, as Canada was described in 1840, was “no lot-
tery, with a few exorbitant prizes and a large number of
blanks, but a secure and certain investment.”® The second type
is the colony which has facilities for the production of staple
articles on a large scale for an export market. In the first cate-
gory fell the Northern colonies of the American mainland; in

~ the second, the mainland tobacco colonies and the sugar islands

of the Caribbean. In colonies of the latter type, as Merivale

- pointed out, land and capital were both useless unless labor
could be commanded.® Labor, that is, must be constant and

- must work, or be made to work, in co-operation. In such
“colonies the rugged individualism of the Massachusetts farmer, .
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practising his intensive agriculture and wringing by the sweat
of his brow niggardly returns from a grudging soil, must yield
to the disciplined gang of the big capitalist practising exten-
sive agriculture and producing on a large scale. Without this
compulsion, the laborer would otherwise exercise his natural
inclination to work his own land and toil on his own account.
The story is frequently told of the great English capitalist, Mr.
Peel, who took £50,000 and three hundred laborers with him
to the Swan River colony in Australia. His plan was that his
laborers would work for him, as in the old country. Arrived
in Australia, however, where land was plentiful-—too plentiful
—the laborers preferred to work for themselves as small
proprietors, rather than under the capitalist for wages. Austra-
lia was not England, and the capitalist was left without a serv-
ant to make his bed or fetch him water.?

For the Caribbean colonies the solution for this dispersion and
“earth-scratching” was slavery. The lesson of the early history
of Georgia is instructive. Prohibited from employing slave
labor by trustees who, in some instances, themselves owned
slaves in other colonies, the Georgian planters found them-
selves in the position, as Whitefield phrased it, of people whose
legs were tied and were told to walk. So the Georgia magistrates
drank toasts “to the one thing needful”—slavery—until the ban
was lifted.? “Odious resource” though it might be, as Merivale
called it,® slavery was an economic institution of the first im-
portance. It had been the basis of Greek economy and had built
up the Roman Empire. In modern times it provided the sugar
for the tea and the coffee cups of the Western world. It pro-
duced the cotton to serve as a base for modern capitalism. It
made the American South and the Caribbean islands. Seen in
historical perspective, it forms a part of that general picture of
the harsh treatment of the underprivileged classes, the unsympa-
thetic poor laws and severe feudal laws, and the indifference
with which the rising capitalist class was “beginning to reckon
prosperity in terms of pounds sterling, and . .. becoming used
to the idea of sacrificing human life to the deity of increased
production.”? |

Adam Smith, the intellectual champion of the industrial mid-
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dle class with its new-found doctrine of freedom, later propa-
gated the argument that it was, in general, pride and love of
power in the master that led to slavery and that, in those
countries where slaves were employed, free labor would be
more profitable. Universal experience demonstrated con-
clusively that “the work done by slaves, though it appears to
cost only their maintenance, is in the end the dearest of any. A
person who can acquire no property can have no other In-
terest than to eat as much, and to labour as little as possible.”

Adam Smith thereby treated as an abstract proposition what
is a specific question of time, place, labor and soil. The eco-
nomic superiority of free hired labor over slave is obvious even
to the slave owner. Slave labor is given reluctantly, it is un-
skilful, it lacks versatility.*? Other things being equal, free men
would be preferred. But in the early stages of colonial devel-
opment, other things are not equal. When slavery 1s adopted,
it is not adopted as the choice over free labor; there is no choice
at all. The reasons for slavery, wrote Gibbon Wakefield, “are
not moral, but economical circumstances; they relate not to
vice and virtue, but to production.” 13 With the limited popu-
lation of Europe in the sixteenth century, the free laborers
necessary to cultivate the staple crops of sugar, tobacco and
cotton in the New World could not have been supplied 1n
quantities adequate to permit large-scale production. Slavery
was necessary for this, and to get slaves the Europeans turned
first to the aborigines and then to Africa.

Under certain circumstances slavery has some obvious ad-
vantages. In the cultivation of crops like sugar, cotton and
tobacco, where the cost of production is appreciably reduced
on larger units, the slaveowner, with his large-scale produc-
tion and his organized slave gang, can make more profitable
use of the land than the small farmer or peasant proprietor.
For such staple crops, the vast profits can well stand the greater
expense of inefficient slave labor.}* Where all the knowledge
required is simple and a matter of routine, constancy and co-
- operation in labor—slavery—is essential, until, by importation
of new recruits and breeding, the population has reached the
point of density and the land available for appropriation has
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been already apportioned. When that stage is reached, and
only then, the expenses of slavery, in the form of the cost and
maintenance of slaves, productive and unproductive, exceed
the cost of hired laborers. As Merivale wrote: ‘“Slave labour
is dearer than free wherever abundance of free labour can be
procured.”’ 1

From the standpoint of the grower, the greatest defect of
slavery lies in the fact that it quickly exhausts the soil. The
labor supply of low social status, docile and cheap, can be
maintained in subjection only by systematic degradation and
by deliberate efforts to suppress its intelligence. Rotation of
crops and scientific farming are therefore alien to slave
societies. As Jefferson wrote of Virginia, “we can buy an acre
of new land cheaper than we can manure an old one.”1® The
slave planter, in the picturesque nomenclature of the South,
is q “land-killer.” This serious defect of slavery can be counter-
balanced and postponed for a time if fertile soil 1s practically
unlimited. Expansion is a necessity of slave societies; the slave
POWET Tequires ever fresh conquests.’” “It 1s more profitable,”
wrote Merivale, “to cultivate a fresh soil by the dear labour of
slaves, than an exhausted one by the cheap labour of free-
men.” 18 From Virginia and Maryland to Carolina, Georgia,
Texas and the Middle West; from Barbados to Jamaica to Saint
Domingue and then to Cuba; the logic was inexorable and the
same. It was a relay race; the first to start passed the baton,
unwillingly we ma}'r be sure, to another and then limped sadly

behind.

‘Slavery in the Caribbean has been too narrowly identified
with the Negro. A racial twist has thereby been given to what
is basically an economic phenomenon. Slavery was not born of
racism: rather, racism was the consequence of slavery. Unfree
labor in the New World was brown, white, black, and vellow;
Catholic, Protestant and pagan. |

The first instance of slave trading and slave lahor developed
:n the New World involved, racially, not the Negro but the
Indian. The Indians rapidly succumbed to the excessive labor
demanded of them, the insufficient diet, the white man’s dis-
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eases, and their inability to adjust themselves to the_ new way
of life. Accustomed to a life of liberty, their constitution and
temperament were ill-adapted to the rigcfrs of plan:catlon
slavery. As Fernando Ortiz writes: “To subject the Indiaq to
the mines, to their monotonous, insane and severe la!)or, th-
out tribal sense, without religious ritual, . . . was like taking
awav from him the meaning of his life. . . . It was to enslave
not ::nnly his muscles but also his collective spirit.”*° .

The visitor to Ciudad Trujillo, capital of the Dominican Re-
public (the present-day name of half of the island foFmerly
called Hispaniola), will see a statue of Columbus, with the
figure of an Indian woman gratefully writing (so reads the
caption) the name of the Discoverer. The story is told, on the
other hand, of the Indian chieftain, Hatuey, who, doomed to
die for resisting the invaders, staunchly refused to accept the
Christian faith as the gateway to salvation when he learned
that his executioners, too, hoped to get to Heaven. It 1s far
more probable that Hatuey;, rather than the anonymous woman,
represented contemporary Indian opinion of their new over-
lords. ~

England and France, in their colonies, followed the Spanish
practice of enslavement of the Indians. There was one con-
spicuous difference—the attempts of the Spanish Crown, how-
ever ineffective, to restrict Indian slavery to those who re-
fused to accept Christianity and to the warlike Caribs on the
specious plea that they were cannibals. From the standpoint of
the British government Indian slavery, unlike later Negro
slavery which involved vital imperial interests, was a purely
colonial matter. As Lauber writes: “The home government was
interested in colonial slave conditions and legislation only when
“the African slave trade was involved. . . . Since it (Indian
slavery) was never sufficiently extensive to interfere with
Negro slavery and the slave trade, it never received any at-
tention from the home government, and so existed as legzil be-
cause never declared illegal.” 2

But Indian slavery never was extensive in the British do-
minions. Ballagh, writing of Virginia, says that popular senti-

ment had never “demanded the subjection of the Indian race
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per se, as was practically the case with the Negro in the first
slave act of 1661, but only of a portion of it, and that admittedly
a very small portion. . . . In the case of the Indian . . . slavery
was viewed as of an occasional nature, a preventive penalty
and not as a normal and permanent condition.”?! In the New
England colonies Indian slavery was unprofitable, for slavery
of any kind was unprofitable because it was unsuited to the di-
versified agriculture of these colonies. In addition the Indian
slave was inefficient. The Spaniards discovered that one Negro
was worth four Indians.?? A prominent official in Hispaniola in-
sisted in 1518 that “permission be given to bring Negroes, a race
robust for labor, instead of natives, so weak that they can only
be employed in tasks requiring little endurance, such as taking
care of maize fields or farms.”2® The future staples of the New
World, sugar and cotton, required strength which the Indian
lacked, and demanded the robust “cotton nigger” as sugar’s
need of strong mules produced in Louisiana the epithet “sugar
mules.” According to Lauber, “When compared with sums
paid for Negroes at the same time and place the prices of
Indian slaves are found to have been considerably lower.”**
The Indian reservoir, too, was limited, the African inex-
haustible. Negroes therefore were stolen in Africa to work the
lands stolen from the Indians in America. The voyages of
Prince Henry the Navigator complemented those of Columbus,
West African history became the complement of West Indian.

The immediate successor of the Indian, however, was not the
Negro but the poor white. These white servants included a
variety of types. Some were indentured servants, so called be-
cause, before departure from the homeland, they had signed a
contract, indented by law, binding them to service for a stipu-
lated time in return for their passage. Still others, known as
“redemptioners,” arranged with the captain of the ship to pay
for their passage on arrival or within a specified time there-
after; if they did not, they were sold by the captain to the
highest bidder. Others were convicts, sent out by the deliberate
policy of the home government, to serve for a specified period.

This emigration was in tune with mercantilist theories of the
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day which strongly advocated putting the poor to industrious
and useful labor and favored emigration, voluntary or involun-
tary, as relieving the poor rates and finding more profitable
occupations abroad for idlers and vagrants at home. “Inden-
tured servitude,” writes C. M. Haar, “was called into existence
by two different though complementary forces: there was both
a positive attraction from the New World and a negative re-
pulsion from the Old.”?® In a state paper delivered to James I
i 1606 Bacon emphasized that by emigration England would
gain “a double commodity, in the avoidance of people here, and
in making use of them there.” 28

This temporary service at the outset denoted no inferiority
or degradation. Many of the servants were manorial tenants
fleeing from the irksome restrictions of feudalism, Irishmen
seeking freedom from the oppression of landlords and bishops,
Germans running away from the devastation of the Thirty
Years’ War. They transplanted in their hearts a burning desire
for land, an ardent passion for independence. They came to the
land of opportunity to be free men, their imaginations power-
fully wrought upon bv glowing and extravagant descriptions
in the home country.*” It was only later when, in the words
of Dr. Williamson, “all ideals of a decent colonial society, of
a better and greater England overseas, were swamped in the
pursuit of an immediate gain,”2® that the introduction of dis-
reputable elements became a general feature of indentured
Service.

A regular traffic developed in these indentured servants. Be-
tween 1654 and 1685 ten thousand sailed from Bristol alone,
chiefly for the West Indies and Virginia.?® In 1683 white serv-
ants represented one-sixth of Virginia’s population. Two-thirds
of the immigrants to Pennsvlvania during the eighteenth cen-
turv were white servants; in four vears 25,000 came to Phila-
delphia alone. It has heen estimated that more than a quarter
of a million persons were of this class during the colonial
period,® and that they probably constituted one-half of all
- English immigrants, the majority going to the middle colonies.?!
As commercial speculation entered the picture, abuses crept
~in. Kidnaping was encouraged to a great degree and became

ORIGIN OF NEGRO SLAVERY 11

. y—
kil

a regular business in such towns as London and Bristol. Adults
would be plied with liquor, children enticed with sweetmeats.
The kidnapers were called “spirits,” defined as “one that taketh
upp men and women and children and sells them on a shipp
to be conveyed beyond the sea.” The captain of a ship trading
to Jamaica would visit the Clerkenwell House of Correction,
ply with drink the girls who had been imprisoned there as dis-
orderly, and “invite” them to cgo to the West Indies.32 The
temptations held out to the unwary and the credulous were so
attractive that, as the mayor of Bristol complained, husbands
were Induced to forsake their wives, wives their husbands, and
apprentices their masters, while wanted criminals found on the
transport ships a refuge from the arms of the law.3® The wave
of German immigration developed the “newlander,” the labor
agent of those days, who traveled up and down the Rhine Val-
ley persuading the feudal peasants to sell their belongings and
emigrate to America, receiving a commission for each emi-
grant.3*

Much has been written about the trickery these “newlanders”
were not averse to employing.®® But whatever the deceptions
practised, it remains true, as Friedrich Kapp has written, that
“the real ground for the emigration fever lay in the unhealthy
political and economic conditions. . .. The misery and oppres-
sion of the conditions of the little (German) states promoted
emtgration much more dangerously and continuously than the
worst ‘newlander.’ 7”36

Convicts provided another steady source of white labor. The
harsh feudal laws of England recognized three hundred capital
crimes. Typical hanging offences included: picking a pocket
for more than a shilling; shoplifting to the value of five shill-
ings; stealing a horse or a sheep; poaching rabbits on a gentle-
man’s estate.®” Offences for which the punishment prescribed
by law was transportation comprised the stealing of cloth, burn-
ing stacks of corn, the maiming and killing of cattle, hindering
customs officers in the execution of their duty, and corrupt
legal practices.?® Proposals made in 1664 would have banished to
the colonies all vagrants, rogues and idlers, petty thieves, gipsies,
and loose persons frequenting unlicensed brothels.® A piteous
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petition 1n 1667 prayed for transportation instead of the death
sentence for a wife convicted of stealing goods valued at three
shillings and four pence.*® In 1745 transportation was the pen-
alty for the theft of a silver spoon and a gold watch.** One year
after the emancipation of the Negro slaves, transportation was
the penalty for trade union activity. It is difficult to resist the
conclusion that there was some connection between the law
and the labor needs of the plantations, and the marvel is that
so few people ended up m the colonies overseas.

Benjamin Franklin opposed this “dumping upon the New
World of the outcasts of the Old” as the most cruel insult ever
offered by one nation to another, and asked, if England was
justified in sending her convicts to the colonies, whether the
latter were justified in sending to England their rattlesnakes in
exchange?*? It is not clear why Franklin should have been
so sensitive. Even if the convicts were hardened criminals, the
great increase of indentured servants and free emigrants would
have tended to render the convict influence innocuous, as in-
creasing quantities of water poured in a glass containing poison.
Without convicts the early development of the Australian col-
onies in the nineteenth century would have been impossible.
Only a few of the colonists, however, were so particular. The
general attitude was summed up by a contemporary: “Their
labor would be more beneficial in an infant settlement, than
their vices could be pernicious.”*? There was nothing strange
about this attitude. The great problem in a new country is the
problem of labor, and convict labor, as Merivale has i)ointed
out, was equivalent to a free present by the government to the
settlers without burdening the latter with the expense of im-
portation.** ‘The governor of Virginia in 1611 was willing to
welcome convicts reprieved from death as “a readie way to
furnish us with men and not allways with the worst kind of
men.” 4 The West Indies were prepared to accept all and sun-
dry, even the spawn of Newgate and Bridewell, for “no goale-
bird [sic] can be so incorrigible, but there is hope of his con-
formity here, as well as of his preferment, which some have
happily experimented,”*8

The political and civil disturbances in England between 1640
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and 1740 augmented the supply of white servants. Political and
religious nonconformists paid for their unorthodoxy by trans-
portation, mostly to the sugar islands. Such was the fate of
many of Cromwell’s Irish prisoners, who were sent to the West
Indies.*” So thoroughly was this policy pursued that an active
verb was added to the English language—to “barbadoes™ a per-
son.*® Montserrat became largely an Irish colony,* and the
Irish brogue is still frequently heard today in many parts of the
British West Indies. The Irish, however, were poor servants.
They hated the English, were always ready to aid England’s
enemies, and 1n a revolt in the Leeward Islands in 16895° we can
already see signs of that burning indignation which, according
to Lecky, gave Washington some of his best soldiers.®? The
vanquished 1n Cromwell’s Scottish campaigns were treated like
the Irish before them, and Scotsmen came to be regarded as
“the general travaillers and soldiers in most foreign parts.” 5
Religious intolerance sent more workers to the plantations. In
1661 Quakers refusing to take the oath for the third time were
to be transported; in 1664 transportation, to any plantation ex-
cept Virginia or New England, or a fine of one hundred
pounds was decreed for the third offence for persons over six-
teen assembling in groups of five or more under pretence of
religion.’® Many of Monmouth’s adherents were sent to Bar-
bados, with orders to be detained as servants for ten years. The
prisoners were granted in batches to favorite courtiers, who
made handsome profits from the traffic in which, it is alleged,
even the Queen shared.’* A similar policy was resorted to after
the Jacobite risings of the eighteenth century.

The transportation of these white servants shows in its true
light the horrors of the Middle Passage—not as something
unusual or inhuman but as a part of the age. The emigrants
were packed like herrings. According to Mittelberger, each
servant was allowed about two feet in width and six feet in
length in bed.®® The boats were small, the voyage long, the
food, in the absence of refrigeration, bad, disease inevitable. A
petition to Parliament in 1659 describes how seventy-two serv-
ants had been locked up below deck during the whole voyage
of five and a half weeks, “amongst horses, that their souls,
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through heat and steam under the tropic, fainted in them,”?¢
Inevitably abuses crept into the system and Fearon was shocked
by “the horrible picture of human suffering which this living
sepulchre” of an emigrant vessel in Philadelphia afforded.’” But
conditions even for the free passengers were not much better in
those days, and the comment of a Lady of Quality describing
a voyage from Scotland to the West Indies on a ship full of
indentured servants should banish any ideas that the horrors of
the slave ship are to be accounted for by the fact that the vic-
tims were Negroes. “It is hardly possible,” she writes, “to be-
lieve that human nature could be so depraved, as to treat fellow
creatures in such a manner for so little gain.”” ®®

The transportation of servants and convicts produced a
powerful vested interest in England. When the Colonial Board
was created in 1661, not the least important of 1ts duties was
the control of the trade in indentured servants. In 1664 a com-
mission was appointed, headed by the King’s brother, to ex-
amine and report upon the exportation of servants. In 1670 an
act prohibiting the transportation of English prisoners overseas
was rejected; another bill against the stealing of children came
to nothing. In the transportation of felons, a whole hierarchy,
from courtly secretaries and grave judges down to the jailors
and turnkeys, insisted on having a share in the spoils.®® It has
been suggested that it was humanity for his fellow country-
men and men of his own color which dictated the planter’s
preference for the Negro slave.®® Of this humanity there is not
a trace 1n the records of the time, at least as far as the planta-
tion colonies and commercial production were concerned. At-
tempts to register emigrant servants and regularize the proce-
dure of tran5portation—-thereby giving full legal recognition to
the system—were evaded. The leading merchants and public
officials were all involved in the practice. The penalty for man-
stealing was exposure in the pillory, but no missiles from the
spectators were tolerated. Such opposition as there was came
from the masses. It was enough to point a finger at a woman in
~the streets of London and call her a “spifit” to start a riot.
This was the situation in England when Jeffreys came to
_ Bristol on his tour of the West to clean up the remnants of
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Monmouth’s rebellion. Jeffreys has been handed down to pos-
terity as a ‘“‘butcher,” the tyrannical deputy of an arbitrary
king, and his legal visitation is recorded in the textbooks as the
“Bloody Assizes.” They had one redeeming feature. Jeffreys
vowed that he had come to Bristol with a broom to sweep the
city clean, and his wrath fell on the kidnapers who infested
the highest municipal offices. The merchants and justices were
in the habit of straining the law to increase the number of
felons who could be transported to the sugar plantations they
owned in the West Indies. They would terrify petty offenders
with the prospect of hanging and then induce them to plead
for transportation. Jeffreys turned upon the mayor, complete in
scarlet and furs, who was about to sentence a pickpocket to
transportation to Jamaica, forced him, to the great astonish-
ment of Bristol’s worthy citizens, to enter the prisoners’ dock,
like a common felon, to plead guilty or not guilty, and hectored
him in characteristic language: “Sir, Mr. Mayor, you I meane,
Kidnapper, and an old Justice of the Peace on the bench. ... 1
doe not knowe him, an old knave: he goes to the taverne, and
for a pint of sack he will bind people servants to the Indies at
the taverne. A kidnapping knave! I will have his ears off, before
I goe forth of towne. ... Kidnapper, you, I mean, Sir. ... If it
were not in respect of the sword, which is over your head, I
would send you to Newgate, you kidnapping knave. You are
worse than the pick-pockett who stands there. . . . I hear the
trade of kidnapping is of great request. They can discharge a
felon or a traitor, provided they will go to Mr. Alderman’s
plantation at the West Indies.”” The mayor was fined one
thousand pounds, but apart from the loss of dignity and the
fear aroused in their hearts, the merchants lost nothing—thetr
gains were left inviolate.®

According to one explanation, Jeffreys’ insults were the result
of intoxication or insanity. It is not improbable that they were
connected with a complete reversal of mercantilist thought on
the question of emigration, as a result of the internal develop-
ment of Britain herself. By the end of the seventeenth century
the stress had shifted from the accumulation of the precious
metals as the aim of national economic policy to the develop-
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ment of industry within the country, the promotion of em-
ployment and the encouragement of exports. The mercantilists
argued that the best way to reduce costs, and thereby compete
with other countries, was to pay low wages, which a large pop-
ulation tended to ensure. The fear of overpopulation at the be-
ginning of the seventeenth century gave way to a fear of under-
population in the middle of the same century. The essential
condition of colonization—emigration from the home country
—now ran counter to the principle that national interest de-
manded a large population at home. Sir Josiah Child denied that
emigration to America had weakened England, but he was
forced to admit that in this view he was in a minority of pos-
stbly one in a thousand, while he endorsed the general opinion
that “whatever tends to the depopulating of a kingdom tends to
the impoverishment of it.”% Jeffreys’ unusual humanitarianism
appears less strange and may be attributed rather to economic
than to spirituous considerations. His patrons, the Royal Family,
had already given their patronage to the Royal African Com-
pany and the Negro slave trade. For the surplus population
needed to people the colonies in the New World the British had
turned to Africa, and by 1680 they already had posItlve €vi-
dence, in Barbados, that the African was satisfying the neces-
sities of production better than the European.

The status of these servants became progressively worse in
the plantation colonies. Servitude, originally a free personal
relation based on voluntary contract for a definite period of
service, in lieu of transportation and maintenance, tended to
pass into a property relation which asserted a control of vary-
ing extent over the bodies and liberties of the person during
service as if he were a thing.%* Eddis, writing on the eve of the
Revolution, found the servants groaning “beneath a worse than
Egyptian bondage.” % In Maryland servitude developed into an
institution approaching in some respects chattel slavery.8¢ Of
Pennsylvania it has been said that “no matter how kindly they
may have been treated in particular cases, or how voluntarily
they may have entered into the relation, as a class and when
once bound, indentured servants were temporarily chattels.” ¢
On the sugar plantations of Barbados the servants spent their
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time “grinding at the mills and attending the furnaces, or
digging in this scorching island; having nothing to feed on
(notwithstanding their hard labour) but potatoe roots, fior to
drink, but water with such roots washed in it, besides the bread
and tears of their own afflictions; being bought and sold still
from one planter to another, or attached as horses and beasts
for the debts of their masters, being whipt at the whipping
posts (as rogues,) for their masters’ pleasure, and sleeping in
sties worse than hogs in England. . . .”% As Professor Harlow
concludes, the weight of evidence proves incontestably that
the conditions under which white labor was procured and
utilized in Barbados were “persistently severe, occasionally dis-
honourable, and generally a disgrace to the English name.” 6
English officialdom, however, took the view that servitude
was not too bad, and the servant in Jamaica was better off than
the husbandman in England. “It is a place as grateful to you for
trade as any part of the world. It is not so odious as it is
represented.” " But there was some sensitiveness on the ques-
tion. The Lords of Trade and Plantations, in 1676, opposed the
use of the word “servitude” as a mark of bondage and slavery,
and suggested “service” instead.”™ The institution was not af-
fected by the change. The hope has been expressed that the
white servants were spared the lash so liberally bestowed upon
their Negro comrades.” They had no such good fortune. Since
they were bound for a limited period, the planter had less
interest in their welfare than in that of the Negroes who were
perpetual servants and therefore “the most useful appurte-
nances” of a plantation.” Eddis found the Negroes “almost in
every instance, under more comfortable circumstances than the
miserable European, over whom the rigid planter exercises an
inflexible severity.”7™ The servants were regarded by the
planters as “white trash,” and were bracketed with the Negroes
as laborers. “Not one of these colonies ever was or ever can be
brought to any considerable improvement withour a supply of
white servants and Negroes,” declared the Council of Mont-
serrat in 1680.75 In a European society in which subordination
was considered essential, in which Burke could speak of the
working classes as “miserable sheep” and Voltaire as “canaille,”
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and Linguet condemn the worker to the use of his physical
strength alone, for “everything would be lost once he knew
that he had a mind” "*—in such a society 1t 1s unnecessary to
seek for apologies for the condition of the white servant in the
colonies.

Defoe bluntly stated that the white servant was a slave.”” He
was not. The servant’s loss of liberty was of limited duration,
the Negro was slave for life. The servant’s status could not
descend to his offspring, Negro children took the status of the
mother. The master at no time had absolute control over the
person and lLiberty of his servant as he had over his slave. The
servant had rights, limited but recognized by law and inserted
in a contract. He enjoyed, for instance, a limited right to
property. In actual law the conception of the servant as a
picce of property never went beyond that of personal estate
and never reached the stage of a chattel or real estate. The laws
in the colonies maintained this rigid distinction and visited co-
habitation between the races with severe penalties. The servant
could aspire, at the end of his term, to a plot of land, though,
as Wertenbaker points out for Virginia, it was not a legal
right,” and conditions varied from colony to colony. The serf
in Europe could therefore hope for an early freedom in
America which villeinage could not afford. The freed servants
became small yeomen farmers, settled in the back country, 2
democratic force in a society of large aristocratic plantation
owners, and were the pioneers in westward expansion. That
was why Jefferson in America, as Saco in Cuba, favored the in-
troduction of European servants instead of African slaves—as
tending to democracy rather than aristocracy.™

The institution of white servitude, however, had grave dis-
advantages. Postlethwayt, a rigid mercantilist, argued that white
laborers in the colonies would tend to create rivalry with the
mother country in manufacturing. Better black slaves on
plantations than white servants in industry, which would en-
courage aspirations to independence.® The supply moreover
was becoming increasingly difficult, and the need of the planta-
tions outstripped the English convictions. In addition, mer-

~ chants were involved in many vexatious and costly proceedings
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arising from people signifying their willingness to emigrate, ac-
cepting food and clothes in advance, and then sueing for un-
lawful detention.®! Indentured servants were not forthcoming
in sufficient quantities to replace those who had served their
term. On the plantations, escape was easy for the white servant;
less easy for the Negro who, if freed, tended, in self-defence, to
stay in his locality where he was well known and less likely to
be apprehended as a vagrant or runaway slave. The servant ex-
pected land at the end of his contract; the Negro, in a strange
environment, conspicuous by his color and features, and igno-
rant of the white man’s language and ways, could be kept
permanently divorced from the land. Racial differences made it
easier to justify and rationalize Negro slavery, to exact the
mechanical obedience of a plough-ox or a cart-horse, to demand
that resignation and that complete moral and intellectual stb-
jection which alone make slave labor possible. Finally, and this
was the decisive factor, the Negro slave was cheaper. The
money which procured a white man’s services for ten years
could buy a Negro for life.?? As the governor of Barbados
stated, the Barbadian planters found by experience that “three
blacks work better and cheaper than one white man.”

But the experience with white servitude had been invaluable.
Kidnaping in Africa encountered no such difficulties as were
encountered in England. Captains and ships had the experience
of the one trade to guide them in the other. Bristol, the center
of the servant trade, became one of the centers of the slave
trade. Capital accumulated from the one financed the other.
White servitude was the historic base upon which Negro
slavery was constructed. The felon-drivers in the plantations
became without effort slave-drivers. “In significant numbers,”
writes Professor Phillips, “the Africans were latecomers fitted
into a system already developed.”**

Here, then, is the origin of Negro slavery. The reason was
economic, not racial; it had to do not with the color of the
laborer, but the cheapness of the labor. As compared with
Indian and white labor, Negro slavery was eminently superior.
“In each case,” writes Bassett, discussing North Carolina, “it
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was a survival of the fittest. Both Indian slavery and white
servitude were to go down before the black man’s superior
endurance, docility, and labor capacity.”® The features of the
man, his hair, color and dentifrice, his “subhuman”™ charac-
teristics so widely pleaded, were only the later rationalizations
to justify a simple economic fact: that the colonies needed labor
and resorted to Negro labor because it was cheapest and best.
This was not a theory, it was a practical conclusion deduced
from the personal experience of the planter. He would have
gone to the moon, if necessary, for labor. Africa was nearer
than the moon, nearer too than the more populous countries of
India and China. But their turn was to come.

This white servitude is of cardinal importance for an under-
standing of the development of the New World and the
Negro’s place in that development. It completely explodes the
old mvth that the whites could not stand the strain of manual
labor in the climate of the New World and that, for this
reason and this reason alone, the European powers had re-
course to Africans. The argument is quite untenable. A Missis-
sippt dictum will have it that “only black men and mules can
face the sun in July.” But the whites faced the sun for well
over a hundred vears in Barbados, and the Salzburgers of
Georgia indignantly denied that rice cultivation was harmful
to them.® The Caribbean islands are well within the tropical
zone, but their climate is more equable than tropical, the tem-
perature rarely exceeds 8o degrees though it remains uniform
the whole vear round, and they are exposed to the gentle winds
from the sea. The unbearable humidity of an August day in
some parts of the United States has no equal in the islands.
Moreover only the southern tip of Florida in the United States
is actually tropical, yet Negro labor flourished in Virginia and
Carolina. The southern parts of the United States are not hotter
than South Italy or Spain, and de Tocqueville asked why the
European could not work there as well as in those two coun-
tries? * When Whitney invented his cotton gin, it was confi-
dently expected that cotton would be produced by free labor on

small farms, and it was, in fact, so produced.®® Where the white

farmer was ousted, the enemy was not the climate but the slave
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plantation, and the white farmer moved westward, until the
expanding plantation sent him on his wanderings again. Writ-
ing in 1857, Weston pointed out that labor in the fields of the
extreme South and all the heavy outdoor work in New Orleans
were performed by whites, without any ill consequences. “No
part of the continental borders of the Gulf of Mexico,” he
wrote, “and none of the islands which separate it from the
ocean, need be abandoned to the barbarism of negro slavery.”#
In our own time we who have witnessed the dispossession of
Negroes by white sharecroppers in the South and the mass
migration of Negroes from the South to the colder climates of
Detroit, New York, Pittsburgh and other industrial centers of
the North, can no longer accept the convenient rationalization
that Negro labor was employed on the slave plantations be-
cause the climate was too rigorous for the constitution of the
white man.

A constant and steady emigration of poor whites from Spain
to Cuba, to the very end of Spanish dominion, characterized
Spanish colonial policy. Fernando Ortiz has drawn a striking
contrast between the role of tobacco and sugar in Cuban his-
tory. Tobacco was a free white industry intensively cultivated
on small farms; sugar was a black slave industry extensively
cultivated on large plantations. He further compared the free
Cuban tobacco industry with its slave Virginian counterpart.®
What determined the difference was not chimate but the eco-
nomic structure of the two areas. The whites could hardly
have endured the tropical heat of Cuba and succumbed to the
tropical heat of Barbados. In Puerto Rico, the jibaro, the poor
white peasant, is still the basic type, demonstrating, in the
words of Grenfell Price, how erroneous i1s the belief that after
three generations the white man cannot breed in the tropics.”
Similar white communities have survived in the Caribbean, from
the earliest settlements richt down to our own times, in the
Dutch West Indian islands of Saba and St. Martin. For some
sixty years French settlers have lived in St. Thomas not enly
as fishermen but as agriculturalists, forming today the “largest
single farming class” in the island.?? As Dr. Price concludes:
“It appears that northern whites can retam a fair standard for
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generations in the trade-wind tropics if the location i.s free fr01?1
the worst forms of tropical disease, if the economic return 1s
adequate, and if the community is prepared to undertake hard,
physical work.”®® Over one hundred years ago 2 number.of
German emigrants settled 1n Seaford, Jamaica. They survive
today, with no visible signs of deterioration, flatly contradict-
ing the popular belief as to the possibility of survival of the
northern white in the tropics.®® Wherever, in short, tropical
agriculture remained on a small farming basis, whites not only
survived but prospered. Where the whites disappeared, the
cause was not the climate but the supersession of the small farm
by the large plantation, with its consequent demand for a large
and steady supply of labor.

The climatic theory of the plantation 1s thus nothing but a
rationalization. In an excellent essay on the subject Professor
Edgar Thompson writes: “The plantation 1s not to be ac-
counted for by climate. It 1s a political institution.” It 1s, we
might add, more: it 1s an economic institution. The climatic
theory “is part of an ideology which rationalizes and natural-
1zes an existing social and economic order, and this everywhere
seems to be an order in which there is a race problem.” %

The history of Australia clinches the argument. Nearly half
of this island continent lies within the tropical zone. In part of
this tropical area, the state of Queensland, the chief crop is
sugar. When the industry began to develop, Australia had a
choice of two alternatives: black labor or white labor. The
commonwealth began its sugar cultivation in the usual way-—
with imported black labor from the Pacific islands. Increasing
demands, however, were made for a white Australia policy, and
in the twentieth century non-white immigration was pro-
hibited. It is irrelevant to consider here that as a result the cost
of production of Australian sugar is prohibitive, that the in-
dustry is artificial and survives only behind the Chinese wall
of Australian autarchy. Australia was willing to pay a high

price in order to remain a white man’s country. Our sole con-

cern here with the question is that this price was paid from the
pockets of the Australian consumer and not in the physical de-
generation of the Australian worker.
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Labor in the Queensland sugar industry today is wholly
white. “Queensland,” writes H. L. Wilkinson, “affords the only
example in the world of European colonization in the tropics
on an extensive scale. It does more; it shows a large European
population doing the whole of the work of its civilization from
the meanest service, and most exacting manual labor, to the
highest form of intellectualism.”?® To such an extent has science
exploded superstition that Australian scientists today argue
that the only condition on which white men and women can
remain healthy in the tropics is that they must engage in hard
manual work. Where they have done so, as in Queensland,
“the most rigorous scientific examination,” according to the
Australian Medical Congress in 1920, “failed to show any or-
ganic changes in white residents which enabled them to be dis-
tinguished from residents of temperate climates.”®?

Negro slavery, thus, had nothing to do with climate. Its
origin can be expressed in three words: in the Caribbean, Sugar;
on the mainland, Tobacco and Cotton. A change in the eco-
nomic structure produced a corresponding change in the labor
supply. The fundamental fact was “the creation of an inferior
social and economic organization of exploiters and exploited.” 98
Sugar, tobacco, and cotton required the large plantation and
hordes of cheap labor, and the small farm of the ex-indentured
white servant could not possibly survive. The tobacco of the
small farm in Barbados was displaced by the sugar of the large
plantation. The rise of the sugar industry in the Caribbean was
the signal for a gigantic dispossession of the small farmer. Bar-
bados in 1645 had 11,200 small white farmers and 5,680 Negro
slaves; in 1667 there were 745 large plantation owners and
82,023 slaves. In 1645 the island had 18,300 whites fit to bear
arms, in 1667 only 8,300.%° The white farmers were squeezed
out. The planters continued to offer inducements to new-
comers, but they could no longer offer the main inducement,
land. White servants preferred the other islands where they
could hope for land, to Barbados, where they were sure there
was none.'® In desperation the planters proposed legislation
which would prevent a landowner from purchasing more land,
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compel Negroes and servants to wear dimity manufactured in
Barbados (what would English mercantilists have said?) to
provide employment for the poor whites, and prevent Negroes
from being taught to trade.’! The governor of Barbados in 1695
drew a pitiful picture of these ex-servants. Without fresh meat
or rum, “they are domineered over and used like dogs, and this
in time will undoubtedly drive away all the commonalty of the
white people.” His only suggestion was to give the nght to

elect members of the Assembly to every white man owning

two acres of land. Candidates for election would *“sometimes
give the poor miserable creatures a little rum and fresh pro-
visions and such things as would be of nourishment to them,”
in order to get their votes—and elections were held every
year.!%? It is not surprising that the exodus r.:ontinuec?.

The poor whites began their travels, disputing their way all
over the Caribbean, from Barbados to Nevis, to Antigua, and
thence to Guiana and Trinidad, and ultimately Carolina. Every-
where they were pursued and dispossessed by the same inexo-
rable economic force, sugar; and in Carolina they were safe
from cotton only for a hundred years. Between 1672 and 1708
the white men in Nevis decreased by more than three-fifths, the
black population more than doubled. Between 1672 and 1727
the white males of Montserrat declined by more than two-
thirds, in the same period the black population increased more
than eleven times.!% “The more they buie,” said the Barbadians,
referring to their slaves, “the more they are able to buye, for in
a yeare and a halfe they will earne with God’s blessing as much
as.thcy cost.” 104 King Sugar had begun his depredations, chang-
ing flourishing commonwealths of small farmers into vast sugar
factories owned by a camarilla of absentee capitalist magnates
and worked by a mass of alien proletarians. The plantation
economy had no room for poor whites; the proprietor or over-
seer, 2 physician on the more prosperous plantations, possibly
their families, these were sufficient. “If a state,” wrote Weston,
“could be supposed to be made up of continuous plantations,

the white race would be not merely starved out, but literally
squeezed out.” 1% The resident planters, apprehensive of the
growing disproportion between whites and blacks, passed De- §
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ficiency Laws to compel absentees, under penalty of fines, to
keep white servants. The absentees preferred to pay the fines.
In the West Indies today the poor whites survive in the “Red-
legs” of Barbados, pallid, weak and depraved from in-breeding,
strong rum, insufficient food and abstinence from manual labor.
For, as Merivale wrote, “in a country where Negro slavery
prevails extensively, no white is industrious.” 19¢

It was the triumph, not of geographical conditions, as Har-
low contends,’®” but of economic. The victims were the
Negroes in Africa and the small white farmers. The increase of
wealth for the few whites was as phenomenal as the increase of
misery for the many blacks. The Barbados crops in 1650,
over a twenty-month period, were worth over three million
pounds,'® about fifteen millions in modern money. In 1666
Barbados was computed to be seventeen times as rich as it had
been before the planting of sugar. “The buildings in 1643 were
mean, with things only for necessity, but in 1666, plate, jewels,
and household stuff were estimated at £500,000, their buildings
very fair and beautiful, and their houses like castles, their sugar
houses and negroes huts show themselves from the sea like so
many small towns, each defended by its castle.”1® The price of
land skyrocketed. A plantation of five hundred acres which
sold for £400 In 1640 fetched £7,000 for a half-share in 1648.11¢
The estate of one Captain Waterman, comprising eight hundred
acres, had at one time been split up among no less than forty
proprietors.'*! For sugar was and 1s essentially a capitalist un-
dertaking, involving not only agricultural operations but the
crude stages of refining as well. A report on the French sugar
islands stated that to make ten hogsheads of sugar required as
great an expenditure in beasts of burden, mills and uotensils as
to make a hundred.!?? James Knight of Jamaica estimated that
it required four hundred acres to start a sugar plantation.!13
According to Edward Long, another planter and the historian
of the island, it needed £5,000 to start a small plantation of
three hundred acres, producing from thirty to fifty hogsheads
of sugar a year, £14,000 for a plantation of the same size pro-
ducing one hundred hogsheads.’** There could be only two
classes in such a society, wealthy planters and oppressed slaves.
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The moral is reinforced by a consideration of the history of
Virginia, where the plantation economy Wwas based not on
sugar but on tobacco. The researches of Professor Werten-
baker have exploded the Jegend that Virginia from the outset
was an aristocratic dominion. In the early seventeenth century
about two-thirds of the landholders had neither slaves nor in-
dentured servants. The strength of the colony lay in its numer-
ous white yeomanry. Conditions became worse as the market
for tobacco was glutted by Spanish competition and the Vir-
ginians demanded in wrath that something be done about
“those pertty English plantations in the savage islands in the
West Indies” through which quantities of Spanish tobacco
reached England.'’® None the less, though prices continued to
fall, the exports of Virginia and Maryland increased more than
six times between 1663 and 1699. The explanation lay in two
words—Negro slavery, which cheapened the cost of produc-
tion. Negro slaves, one-twentieth of the population n 1670,
were one-fourth in 1730. “Slavery, from being an insignificant
factor in the economic life of the colony, had become the very
foundation upon which it was established.” There was still
room in Virginia, as there was not In Barbados, for the small
farmer, but land was useless to him if he could not compete
with slave labor. So the Virginian peasant, like the Barbadian,
was squeezed out. “The Virginia which had formerly been so
largely the land of the little farmer, had become the land of
Masters and Slaves. For aught else there was no room.”’ 116

The whole future history of the Caribbean is nothing more
than a dotting of the i's and a crossing of the t’s. It happened
earlier in the British and French than in the Spanish 1slands,
where the process was delayed until the advent of the dollar
diplomacy of our own time. Under American capital we have
witnessed the transformation of Cuba, Puerto Rico and the
Dominican Republic into huge sugar factories (though the large
plantation, especially in Cuba, was not unknown under the
Spanish regime), owned abroad and operated by alien labor, on

the British West Indian pattern. That this process is taking placc |

with free labor and in nominally independent areas (Puerto

Rico excepted) helps us to see in its true light the first im- 3
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portation of Negro slave labor in the British Caribbean—a
phase in the history of the plantation. In the words of Professor
Phillips, the plantation system was “less dependent upon slavery
than slavery was upon it. . . . The plantation system formed, so
to speak, the industrial and social frame of government . . .,
while slavery was a code of written laws enacted for that pur-
pose.” 117

Where the plantation did not develop, as in the Cuban
tobacco industry, Negro labor was rare and white labor pre-
dominated. The liberal section of the Cuban population con-
sistently advocated the cessation of the Negro slave trade and
the introduction of white immigrants. Saco, mouthpiece of the
liberals, called for the immigration of workers “white and free,
from all parts of the world, of all races, provided they have 2
white face and can do honest labor.”1*® Sugar defeated Saco.
It was the sugar plantation, with its servile base, which retarded
white immigration in nineteenth century Cuba as 1t had banned
it in seventeenth century Barbados and eighteenth century
Saint Domingue. No sugar, no Negroes. In Puerto Rico, which
developed relatively late as a genuine plantation, and where,
before the American regime, sugar never dominated the lives
and thoughts of the population as it did elsewhere, the poor
white peasants survived and the Negro slaves never exceeded
fourteen per cent of the population.’? Saco wanted to “whiten”
the Cuban social structure.!?® Negro slavery blackened that
structure all over the Caribbean while the blood of the Negro
slaves reddened the Atlantic and both its shores. Strange that
an article like sugar, so sweet and necessary to human existence,
should have occasioned such crimes and bloodshed!

After emancipation the British planters thought of white im-
migration, even convicts. The governor of British Guiana
wrote in glowing terms in 1845 about Portuguese immigrants
from Madeira.’?! But though the Portuguese came in large
numbers, as is attested by their strength even today in Trinidad
and British Guiana, they preferred retail trade to plantation
labor. The governor of Jamaica was somewhat more cautious
in his opinion of British and Irish immigrants. Sickness had
broken out, wages were too low, the experiment could only
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R
be partially useful in making an imrpediat? additfion to th.e labor-
ing population, and therefore indiscriminate 1mpo‘rtat10n was
inadvisable.222 The European immigrants in St. Christopher be-
wailed their fate piteously, and begged to be permitted to re-
turn home. “There is not the slightest reluctance on our part
to continue in the island for an honest livelihood by pleasing
our employers by our industrious labour if the climate agreed
with us, but unfortunately it do not; and we are much afraid
if we continue longer in this injurious hot climate (the West

Indies) death will be the consequence to the principal part of
us.... 12

It was not the climate which was against the experiment.
Slavery had created the pernicious tradition that manual labor
was the badge of the slave and the sphere of influence of the
Negro. The first thought of the Negro slave after emancipation
was to desert the plantation, where he could, and set up for
himself where land was available. White plantation workers
could hardly have existed in a society side by side with Negro
peasants. The whites would have prospered if small farms had
been encouraged. But the abolition of slavery did not mean the
destruction of the sugar plantation. The emancipation of the
Negro and the inadequacy of the white worker put the sugar
planter back to where he had been in the seventeenth century.
He still needed labor. Then he had moved from Indian to white
to Negro. Now, deprived of his Negro, he turned back to
white and then to Indian, this time the Indian from the East.
India replaced Africa; between 1833 and 1917, Trinidad im-
ported 145,000 East Indians* and British Guiana 238,000. The
pattern was the same for the other Caribbean colonies. Be-
tween 1854 and 1883 39,000 Indians were introduced into
Guadeloupe; between 1853 and 1924, over 22,000 laborers from
the Dutch East Indies and 34,000 from British India were
carried to Dutch Guiana.** Cuba, faced with a shortage of
Negro slaves, adopted the interesting experiment of using
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This is the correct West Indian description. It is quite incorrect to

~call them, as is done in this country, “Hindus.” Not all East Indians are

Hindus. There are many Moslems in the West Indies.
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Negro slaves side by side with indentured Chinese coolies,!?®
and after emancipation turned to the teeming thousands of
Haiti and the British West Indies. Between 1913 and 1924 Cuba
imported 217,000 laborers from Haiti, Jamaica and Puerto
Rico.!26 What Saco wrote a hundred years ago was still true,
sixty years after Cuba’s abolition of slavery.

Negro slavery therefore was only a solution, in certain his-
torical circumstances, of the Caribbean labor problem. Sugar
meant labor-—at times that labor has been slave, at other times
nominally free; at times black, at other times white or brown
or yellow. Slavery in no way implied, in any scientific sense,
the inferiority of the Negro. Without it the great development
of the Caribbean sugar plantations, between 1650 and 1850,
would have been impossible.



. 2 .
THE DEVELOPMENT
OF THE |
NEGRO SLAVE TRADE

TrE NEGRO sLAVES were “the strength and sinews of this west-
tern world.”! Negro slavery demanded the Negro slave trade.
Therefore the preservation and improvement of the trade to
Africa was “a matter of very high importance to this kingdom
and the plantations thereunto belonging.”? And thus it re-
mained, up to 1783, a cardinal object of British foreign policy.

The first English slave-trading expedition was that of Sir
John Hawkins in 1562. Like so many Elizabethan ventures, it
was a buccaneering expedition, encroaching on the papal ar-
bitration of 1493 which made Africa a Portuguese monopoly.
The slaves obtained were sold to the Spaniards in the West
Indies. The English slave trade remained desultory and per-
functory in character until the establishment of British colonies
in the Caribbean and the introduction of the sugar industry.
When by 1660 the political and social upheavals of the Civil
War period came to an end, England was ready to embark
wholeheartedly on a branch of commerce whose importance
to her sugar and her tobacco colonies in the New World was
beginning to be fully appreciated.

In accordance with the economic policies of the Stuart
monarchy, the slave trade was entrusted to a monopolistic com-
pany, the Company of Royal Adventurers trading to Africa,
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incorporated in 1663 for a period of one thousand years. The
Farl of Clarendon voiced the enthusiasm current at the time,
that the company would “be found a model equally to ad-
vance the trade of England with that of any other company,
even that of the East Indies.”® The optimistic prediction was
not realized, largely as a result of losses and dislocations caused
by war with the Dutch, and in 1672 a new company, the
Roval African Company, was created.

The policy of monopoly however remained unchanged and
provoked determined resistance in two quarters—the merchants
in the outports, struggling to break down the monopoly of the
capital; and the planters in the colonies, demanding free trade
in blacks as vociferously and with as much gusto as one hun-
dred and fifty years later they opposed free trade in sugar. The
mercantilist intelligentsia were divided on the question. Postle-
thwayt, most prolific of the mercantilist writers, wanted the
company, the whole company and nothing but the company.*
Joshua Gee emphasized the frugality and good management of
the private trader.® Davenant, one of the ablest economists and
financial experts of his day, at first opposed the monopoly,? and
then later changed his mind, arguing that other nations found
organized companies necessary, and that the company would
“stand in place of an academy, for training an indefinite number
of people in the regular knowledge of all matters relating to
the several branches of the African trade.”?

The case against monopoly was succinctly stated by the free
traders—or interlopers as they were then called—to the Board
of Trade in r711. The monopoly meant that the purchase of
British manufactures for sale on the coast of Africa, control
of ships employed in the slave trade, sale of Negroes to the
plantations, importation of plantation produce-—-‘“this great
circle of trade and navigation,” on which the livelihood, direct
and indirect, of many thousands depended, would be under
the control of a single company.® The planters in their turn
complained of the quality, prices, and irregular deliveries, and
refused to pay their debts to the company.?

There was nothing unique in this opposition to the monopoly
of the slave trade. Monopoly was an ugly word, which con-
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jured up memories of the political tyranny of Charl?s I,
though no “free trader” of the time could have had the: slight-
est idea of the still uglier visions the word would conjure up
one hundred and fifty years later when it was assoclated with
the economic tyranny of the West Indian sugar planter. But in
the last decade of the seventeenth century the economic cur-
rent was flowing definitely against monopoly. In 1672 the
Baltic trade was thrown open and the monopoly of the East-
land Company overthrown. One of the most important con-
sequences of the Glorious Revolution of 1688 and the expulsion
of the Stuarts was the impetus it gave to the principle of free
trade. In 1698 the Royal African Company lost its monopoly
and the right of a free trade in slaves was recognized as a funda-
mental and natural right of Englishmen. In the same year the
Merchant Adventurers of London were deprived of their
monopoly of the export trade in cloth, and a year later the
monopoly of the Muscovy Company was abrogated and trade
to Russia made free. Only in one particular did the freedom
accorded in the slave trade differ from the freedom accorded in
other trades—the commodity involved was man.

The Royal African Company was powerless against the
competition of the free traders. It soon went bankrupt and had
to depend on parliamentary subsidy. In 1731 it abandoned the
slave trade and confined itself to the trade in ivory and gold
dust. In 1750 a new organization was established, called the
Company of Merchants trading to Africa, with a board of nine
directors, three each from London, Bristol and Liverpool. Of

the slave traders listed in 1755, 237 belonged to Bristol, 147 to
London, and 89 to Liverpool.1®

With free trade and the increasing demands of the sugar
plantations, the volume of the British slave trade rose enor-
mously. The Royal African Company, between 1680 and 1686,
transported an annual average of 5,000 slaves.!! In the first nine
years of free trade Bristol alone shipped 160,950 Negroes to the
sugar plantations.’? In 1760, 146 ships sailed from British ports
for Africa, with a capacity for 36,000 slaves;1® in 1771, the
number of ships had increased to 190 and the number of slaves
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to 47,000.* The importation into Jamaica from 1700 to 1786 was
610,000, and it has been estimated that the total import of slaves
into all the British colonies between 1680 and 1786 was over two
million.1®

But the slave trade was more than a means to an end, it was
also an end in itself. The British slave traders provided the
necessary laborers not only for their own plantations but for
those of their rivals. The encouragement thereby given to
foreigners was contrary not only to common sense but to strict
mercantilism, but, in so far as this foreign slave trade meant the
Spanish colonies, there was some defence for it. Spain was al-
ways, up to the nineteenth century, dependent on foreigners
for her slaves, either because she adhered to the papal arbitra-
tion which excluded her from Africa, or because of a lack of
capital and the nccessary goods for the slave trade. The
privilege of supplying these slaves to the Spanish colonies,
called the Asiento, became one of the most highly coveted and
bitterly contested plums of international diplomacy. British
mercantilists defended the trade, legal or illegal, with the
Spanish colonies, in Negroes and manufactured goods, as of
distinct value in that the Spaniards paid in coin, and thus the
supply of bullion in England was increased. The supply of
slaves to the French colonies could plead no such justification.
Here it was clearly a clash of interest between the British slave
trader and the British sugar planter, as the trade in the export
of British machinery after 1825 led to a clash of interests be-
tween British shippers and British producers.

The sugar planter was right and the slave trader wrong. But
in the first half of the eighteenth century this was noticed only
by the very discerning. Postlethwayt condemned the Asiento
of 1713 as scandalous and ruinous, an exchange of the sub-
stance for the shadow: “a treaty could scarce have been con-
trived of so little benefit to the nation.”'® During the nine
months of British occupation of Cuba in the Seven Years' War,
10,700 slaves were introduced, over one-sixth of the importa-
tions from 1512 to 1763, over one-third of the importations
from 1763 to 1789.17 Forty thousand Negroes were introduced
tinto Guadeloupe by the British in three years during the same
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war.!® The Privy Council Committee of .1‘788 paid special at-
tention to the fact that of the annual British eXport ofﬁsla‘ves
from Africa two-thirds were disposed of to forelgners. Dur-
ing the whole of the eighteenth century, according to Bryan
Edwards, British slave traders furnished the sugar p}an_ters t:tf
France and Spain with half a million Negroes, justifying his
doubts of “the wisdom and policy of this branch of the Afn?an
commerce.” 2® Britain was not only the foremost slave trading
country in the world; she had become, in Ramsay’s phrase, the
“honourable slave carriers” of her rivals.® | |

The story of this increase in the slave trade is mainly the
story of the rise of Liverpool. Liverpool’s ﬁr-st slave traf:ler, a
modest vessel of thirty tons, sailed for Africa in 1709. This was
the first step on a road which, by the end of the century,
gained Liverpool the distinction of being the greatest slave
trading port in the Old World. Progress at first was slow. T_he
town was more interested in the smuggling trade to the Spanish
colonies and the tobacco trade. But, according to a historian
of the town, it soon forged ahead by its policy of cutting down
expenses to a minimum, which enabled it to undersell its Eng-
lish and continental rivals. In 1730 it had fifteen ships in the
slave trade; in 1771 seven times as many. The proportion of
slave ships to the total shipping owned by the port was slightly
over one in a hundred in 1709; in 1730 it was one-eleventh; in
1763, one-fourth; in 1771, one-third.22 In 1795 Liverpool had
five-eighths of the British slave trade and three-sevenths of the
whole European slave trade.®

The “horrors” of the Middle Passage have been exaggerated.
For this the British abolitionists are in large part responsible.
There is something that smacks of ignorance or hypocrisy or
both in the invectives heaped by these men upon a traffic which
had in their day become less profitable and less vital to Eng-
land. A West Indian planter once reminded Parliament that
it ill became the elected representative of a country which had

pockcted the gains from the slave trade to stigmatize it as a -

crime.?* The age which had seen the mertality among inden-
tured servants saw no reason for squeamishness about the mor-

~ tality among slaves, nor did the exploitation of the slaves on the 3
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plantations differ fundamentally from the exploitation of the
feudal peasant or the treatment of the poor in European cities.
Mutinies and suicides were obviously far more common on
slave ships than on other vessels, and the brutal treatment and
greater restrictions on the movements of the slaves would doubt-
less have tended to increase their mortality. But the fundamen-
tal causes of this high mortality on the slave ships, as on ships
carrying indentured servants and even free passengers, must be
found firstly in epidemics, the inevitable result of the long
voyages and the difficulty of preserving food and water, and
secondly in the practice of overcrowding the vessels. The sole
aim of the slave merchants was to have their decks “well coverd
with black ones.”’2% It is not uncommon to read of a vessel of
9o tons carrying 39o slaves or one of 100 tons carrying 414.%
Clarkson’s investigations in Bristol revealed a sloop of twenty-
five tons destined for seventy human beings, and another of a
mere eleven tons for thirty slaves.?” The space allotted to each
slave on the Atlantic crossing measured five and a half feet in
length by sixteen inches in breadth. Packed like “rows of books
on shelves,” as Clarkson said, chained two by two, right leg and
left leg, right hand and left hand, each slave had less room than
a man in a coffin. It was like the transportation of black cattle,
and where sufficient Negroes were not available cattle were
taken on.*® The slave trader’s aim was profit and not the com-
fort of his victims, and a modest measure in 1788 to regulate
the transportation of the slaves in accordance with the capacity
of the vessel evoked a loud howl from the slave traders. “If the
alteration takes place,” wrote one to his agent, “it will hurt the
trade, so hope you will make hay while the sun shines.” #?

The journal of one slave dealer during his residence in
Africa admits that he had “found no place in all these several .
countrys of England, Ireland, America, Portugall, the Caribes,
the Cape de Verd, the Azores or all the places I have beenin...
where I can inlarge my fortune so soon as where I now live.”
Money made the man. The prodigal who returned home empty-
handed would have to be content with the common name of -
“the Mallato just come from Guinea,” If, however, he returned
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with his pockets well stuffed with gold, “that very perticular
hides all other infirmities, then you have hapes of frinds of all
kinds thronging and wateing for your commands. 'Then your
known by the name of ‘the African pentleman’ at every great
man’s house, and your discource is set down as perticular as
Cristopher Culumbus’s expedition in America.” 30

About 1730 in Bristol it was estimated that on a fortunate
vovage the profit on a cargo of about 270 slaves reached £7,000
or £8,000, exclusive of the returns from ivory. In the same year
the net return from an “indifferent” cargo which arrived in
poor condition was over £ 5,700.3! Profits of 100 per cent were
not uncommon in Liverpool, and one voyage netted a clear
profit of at least 300 per cent. The Lively, fitted out in 1737
with a cargo worth £1,307, returned to Liverpool with colonial
produce and bills of exchange totalling £3,080, in addition to
cotton and sugar remitted later. The Ann, another Liverpool
ship, sailed in 1751 with an outfit and a cargo costing £1,604;
altogether the voyage produced £3,287 net. A second voyage
n 1753 produced £8,000 on a cargo and outfit amounting to
£3,153.%%

An eighteenth century writer has estimated the sterling value
of the 303,737 slaves carried in 878 Liverpool ships between
1783 and 1793 at over fifteen million pounds. Deducting com-
missions and other charges and the cost of the outfit of the
ships and maintenance of the slaves, he concluded that the
average annual profit was over thirty per cent.®®* Modern
scholarship has tended to reproach contemporary observers
with undue exaggeration. But even taking the reduced estimates
of Professor Dumbell, the net profit of the Enterprise in 1803,
estimated on cost of outfit and cost of cargo, was 38 per cent,
while that of the Fortune in 1803, for a cargo of poor slaves,
was over 16 per cent. Again with these reduced estimates the
profit of the Lottery in 1802 was thirty-six pounds per slave,
the Emterprise sixteen pounds, and the Fortune five.3* The
slave Fradc on the whole was estimated to bring Liverpool
alone in the eighties a clear profit of £300,000 a year; and it was
a common saying in the town of the far less profitable West
Indian trade that if one ship in three came in 2 man was no
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loser, while if two came in he was a good gainer. On an aver-
age only one ship in five miscarried.?

Such profits seem small and insignificant compared with the
fabulous five thousand per cent the Dutch East India Company
cleared at times in 1ts history. It is even probable that the proﬁts
from the slave trade were smaller than those made by the
British East India Company. Yet these trades were far less 1m-
portant than the slave trade. The explanation lies in the fact
that from the mercantilist standpoint the India trade was a bad
trade. It drained Britain of bullion to buy unnecessary wares,
which led many at the time to think that “it were a happie
thing for Christendome that the navigation to the East Indies,
by way of the Cape of Good Hope, had never bene found
out.”?® The slave trade, on the contrary, was ideal in that it was
carried on by means of British manufactured goods and was,
as far as the British colonies were concerned, inseparably con-
nected with the plantation trade which rendered Britain in-
dependent of foreigners for her supply of tropical products.
The enormous profits of the Dutch spice trade, moreover, were
based on a severe restriction of production to ensure high
prices, whereas the slave trade created British industry at home
and tropical agriculture in the colonies.

The “attractive African meteor,”?" as a contemporary Liver-
pool historian called it, therefore became immensely popular.
Though a large part of the Liverpool slave traffic was monop-
olized by abourt ten large firms, many of the small vessels in the
trade were fitted out by attorneys, drapers, grocers, barbers
and tatlors. The shares in the ventures were subdivided, one
having one-eighth, another one-fifteenth, a third one-thirty-
second part of a share and so on. “Almost every man in Liver-
pool is a merchant, and he who cannot send a bale will send a
band-box . . . almost every order of people is interested in a
Guinea cargo, it is to this influenza that (there are) so many
small ships,” 38

The purchase of slaves called for a business sense and shrewd
discrimination. An Angolan Negro was 2 proverb for worth-
lessness; Coromantines (Ashantis), from the Gold Coast, were
good workers but too rebellious; Mandingoes (Senegal) were
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too prone to theft; the Eboes (Nigeria) were timid Faud d;-
spondent; the Pawpaws or Whydahs (Dahomey) were the
most docile and best-disposed.®® The slaves were required for
arduous field work, hence women and children were lf:,ss val-
uable than robust males, the former becaus? they were liable to
interruptions from work through pregnancics, the latter because
they required some attention gntll ablf’: to care for 'themsehfes.
One Liverpool merchant cautioned h{s agents against b};lz;mg
ruptured slaves, idiots or any “old spider leged quality. z}
West Indian poet advised the slave tragler to see that the‘ slave4s
tongue was red, his chest broad and his belly not pl*oml?‘ent. 1
Buy them young, counselled one overseer from News; them
full grown fellers think it hard to work never being brought
up to it they take it to heart and dye or is never good for any
thing. ...” |
But the slave trade was always a risky business. “The African
Commerce,” it was written in 1795, “holds forward one con-
stant train of uncertainty, the time of slaving 1s precarious, the
length of the middle passage uncertain, a vessel may be in part,
or wholly cut off, mortalities may be great, and various ther
incidents may arise impossible to be foreseen.”** Sugar cultiva-
tion, moreover, was a lottery. The debts of the planters, their
bankruptcies and demand for long credits gave the merchants
many worries. “As you know,” wrote one of them, “quic}x _
dispatch is the life of trade, I have had many anxious hours this
year, I wou’d not wish the same again for double the profits |
may get if any.”* From 1763 to 1778 the London merchants
avoided all connection with the Liverpool slave traders, on the
conviction that the slave trade was being conducted at a loss;
between 1772 and 1778 the Liverpool merchants were alleged
to have lost £700,000.%5 Of thirty leading houses which domi-
nated the slave trade from 1773, twelve had by 1788 gone bank- |
rupt, while many others had sustained considerable losses.*
The American Revolution seriously interrupted the trade. “Our -
once extensive trade to Africa is at a stand,” lamented a Liver-
pool paper in 1775. Her “gallant ships laid up and useless,” :ﬂ
Liverpool’s slave traders turned to privateering,*” anxiously -
awaiting the return of peace, with never a thought that they
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were witniessing the death rattles of an old epoch and the birth
pangs of a new.

Prior to 1783, however, all classes in English society pre-
sented a united front with regard to the slave trade. The mon-
archy, the government, the church, public opinion in general,
supported the slave trade. There were few protests, and those
were ineffective.

The Spanish monarchy set the fashion which European
rovalty followed to the very last. The palace-fortresses of
Madrid and Toledo were built out of the payment to the
Spanish Crown for licences to transport Negroes. One meeting
of the two sovereigns of Spain and Portugal was held in 170t
to discuss the arithmetical problem posed by a contract for ten
thousand “tons” of Negroes granted the Portuguese.®® The
Spanish queen, Christina, in the middle of the nineteenth cen-
tury, openly participated in the slave trade to Cuba. The royal
court of Portugal, when it moved to Brazil to avoid capture by
Napoleon, did not find the slave atmosphere of its colonial
territory uncongenial. Louis XIV fully appreciated the im-
portance of the slave trade to metropolitan France and France
overseas. The plans of the Great Elector for Prussian aggran-
dizement included the African slave trade.4®

Hawkins’ slave trading expedition was launched under the
patronage of Queen Elizabeth. She expressed the hope that the
Negroes would not be carried off without their free consent,
which “would be detestable and call down the vengeance of
Heaven upon the undertakers.” But there was as much pos-
sibility that the transportation of the Negroes would be effected
in democratic fashion as there was of collective bargaining. The
Company of Royal Adventurers and the Royal African Com-
pany had, as their names imply, royal patronage and, not in-
frequently, investments by members of the royal family.%¢ Ac-
cording to Wilberforce, George III later opposed aholition,
and great was the joy of the Liverpool slave traders and
Jamaican sugar planters when the royal Duke of Clarence, the
future William IV, “took up the cudgills” against abolition 52
and attacked Wilberforce as either a fanatic or a hyprocrite,5
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The British government, prior to 1783, Was uniformly con-
sistent in its encouragement of the slave trade. The first great
rivals were the Dutch, who monopolized the carrying trade of
the British colonies. The bitter commercial warfare of the
second half of the seventeenth century between England and
Holland represented an effort on the part of England to break
the commercial net the Dutch had woven about England and
her colonies. “What we want,” said Monk with military blunt-
ness, “is more of the trade the Dutch now have.” % Whether
it was nominal peace or actual war, a sort of private war was
maintained, for thirty years, between the Dutch West India
Company and the Royal African Company. |

England’s victory over Holland left her face to f_ace'WIth
France. Anglo-French warfare, colonial and commercial, s the
dominant theme in the history of the eighteenth century. It
was a conflict of rival mercantilisms. The struggle was fought
out in the Caribbean, Africa, India, Canada and on the banks
of the Mississippi, for the privilege of looting India and for the
control of certain vital and strategic commodities—Negroes;
sugar and tobacco; fish; furs and naval stores.”® O-f these areas
the most 1important were the Caribbean and Africa; of these
commodities the most important were Negroes and sugar. Thle
outstanding single issue was the control of the Asiento. This
privilege was conceded to England by the Treaty of Utre-:fht
in 1713 as one result of her victory in the VV_ar of the Spanish
Succession, and produced popular rejoicings in tihe country. It
was the proud boast of Chatham that his war with F}'ance had
given England almost the entire control of the African coast
and of the slave trade.

Colonial assemblies frequently impeded the slave. traders by
imposing high duties on imported slaves, partly to raise revenue,
partly out of their fear of the growing slave population. All

such laws were frustrated by the home government, on the in-

sistence of British merchants, who opposed taxes on British :
trade. The Board of Trade ruled in 1708 that 1t was “absolutely -
necessary that a trade so beneficial to the kingdom should be
carried on to the greatest advantage. The well supplying of the
plantations and colonies with 2 sufficient number of negroes at
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reasonable prices is in our opinion the chief point to be con-
sidered.”® In 1773 the Jamaica Assembly, for the purpose of
raising revenue and to reduce the fear of slave rebellions, im-
posed a duty on every Negro imported. The merchants of
London, Liverpool and Bristol protested, and the Board of
Trade condemned the law as unjustifiable, improper and preju-
dicial to British commerce. The governor was sharply repri-
manded for his failure to stop efforts made to “check and dis-
courage a traffic so beneficial to the nation.”%” As counsel for
the sugar planters later argued: “in every variation of our ad-
ministration of public affairs, in every variation of parties, the
policy, in respect to that trade, has been the same. ... In every
period of our history, in almost every variation of our politics,
each side and description of party men have, in terms, approved
this very trade, voted its encouragement, and considered it as
beneficial to the nation.” 58
Parliament appreciated the importance of slavery and the slave

trade to Britain and her plantations. In 1750 Horace Walpole
wrote scornfully of “the British Senate, that temple of liberty,
and bulwark of Protestant Christianity, . . . pondering methods
to make more effectual that horrid traffic of selling negroes.” 5
Parliament heard many debates in its stately halls over abolition
and emancipation, and its records show the doughty defenders
the slave traders and slave owners possessed. Among them was
Fdmund Burke. The champion of conciliation of America was
an accessory to the crucifixion of Africa. In 1772 a bill came
before the House of Commons to prohibit the control of the

African Committee by outsiders who were not engaged in the

slave trade. Burke protested, not against the slave trade, how-

ever, but against depriving of the right to vote those who had

legally purchased that right. Only a few, he argued, were so

accused. “Ought we not rather to imitate the pattern set us in

sacred writ, and if we find ten just persons among them, to

spare the whole ? . .. Let us not then counteract the wisdom
of our ancestors, who considered and reconsidered this subject,

nor place upon the footing of a2 monopoly what was intended

for a free trade.”®® Bristol could well afford to share in the
general admiration of the great Liberal.
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The Church also supported the slave trade. The Spaniards
saw in it an opportunity of converting the hef.lthffn, and the
Jesuits, Dominicans and Franciscans were heavily mvolw_.red In
sugar cultivation which meant slave-holding. The story 1s told
of an old elder of the Church in Newport who would 1n-
variably, the Sunday following the arrival of a slaver f-rom the
coast, thank God that “another cargo of benighted beings had
been brought to a land where they could h:.wf: .the benefit of a
gospel dispensation.” ®* But in general the British planters op-
posed Christianity for their slaves. It made them more perverse
and intractable and therefore less valuable. It meant also instruc-
tion in the English language, which allowed diverse tribes to
get together and plot sedition.® There were more r‘{laterlal
reasons for this opposition. The governor of Barbados in 1693
attributed it to the planters’ refusal to give the slaves Sur}dgys
and feast days off,8® and as late as 1823 British public opinion
was shocked by the planters’ rejection of a proposal to give 1.:he
Negroes one day in the week in order to permit th'e abolition
of the Negro Sunday market.® The Church obediently toed
the line. The Society for the Propagation of the Gospel pro-
hibited Christian instruction to its slaves in Barbados,®® and
branded “Society” on its new slaves to distinguish them from
those of the laity;% the original slaves were the legacy of
Christopher Codrington.®” Sherlock, later Bishop of London,
assured the planters that “Christianity and the embracing of the
Gospel does not make the least difference in civil property.” %
Neither did it impose any barriers to clerical activity; for his
labors with regard to the Asiento, which he helped to draw up
as a British plenipotentiary at Utrecht, Bishop Robinson of
Bristol was promoted to the see of London.®® The bells of the
Bristol churches pealed merrily on the news of the rejection by
Parliament of Wilberforce’s bill for the abolition of the slave
trade.” The slave trader, John Newton, gave thanks in the
Liverpool churches for the success of his last venture before
his conversion and implored God’s blessing on his next. He es-

tablished public worship twice every day on his slaver, of- ;
ficiating himself, and kept a day of fasting and prayer, not for
the slaves but for the crew. “I never knew,” he confessed, -
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“sweeter or more frequent hours of divine communion than in
the last two voyages to Guinea.” ™ The famous Cardinal Mann-
ing of the nineteenth century was the son of a rich West
Indian merchant dealing in slave-grown produce.”” Many mis-
sionaries found it profitable to drive out Beelzebub by Beelze-
bub. According to the most recent English writer on the slave
trade, they “considered that the best way In which to remedy
abuse of negro slaves was to set the plantation owners a good
example by keeping slaves and estates themselves, accomplish-
ing in this practical manner the salvation of the planters and the
advancement of their foundations.””® The Moravian mission-
artes 1n the islands held slaves without hesitation; the Baptists,
one historian writes with charming delicacy, would not allow
their earlier missionaries to deprecate ownership of slaves,™ To
the very end the Bishop of Exeter retained his 655 slaves, for

whom he received over £12,700 compensation in 1833.7

Church historians make awkward apologies, that conscience
awoke very slowly to the appreciation of the wrongs inflicted
by slavery and that the defence of slavery by churchmen “sim-
ply arose from want of delicacy of moral perception.” " There
1s no need to make such apologies. The attitude of the church-
man was the attitude of the layman. The eighteenth century,
like any other century, could not rise above its economic
limitations. As Whitefield argued in advocating the repeal of
that article of the Georgia charter which forbade slavery, “it
1s plain to demonstration that hot countries cannot be cultivated
without negroes.” 77

Quaker nonconformity did not extend to the slave trade. In
1756 there were eighty-four Quakers listed as members of the
Company trading to Africa, among them the Barclay and Baring
families.” Slave dealing was one of the most lucrative invest-
ments of English as of American Quakers, and the name of a
slaver, The Willing Quaker, reported from Boston at Sierra
Leone in 1793,” symbolizes the approval with which the slave
trade was regarded in Quaker circles. The Quaker opposition
to the slave trade came first and largely not from England but
from America, and there from the small rural communities of
the North, independent of slave labor. “It is difficult,” writes
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Dr. Gary, “to avoid the assumption that 0pposition' to the
slave system was at furst confined to a group who g::uned. no
direct advantage from it, and consequently possessed an objec-
tive attitude.” |

The Navy was impressed with the value of the West Indian
colonies and refused to hazard or jeopardize their security. The
West Indian station was the “station for honour,” and many an
admiral had been feted by the slave owners. Rodney opposed
abolition.8* Earl St. Vincent pleaded that lite on the plantations
was for the Negro a veritable paradise as compared with his
existence in Africa.82 Abolition was a “damned and cursed doc-
trine, held only by hypocrites.”* The gallant admiral’s senti-
ments were not entirely divorced from more material con-
siderations. He received over £6,000 compensation in 1837 for
the ownership of 418 slaves in Jamaica.* Nelson’s wife was a
West Indian, and his views on the slave trade were unequivocal.
“I was bred in the good old school, and taught to appreciate
the value of our West Indian possessions, and neither in the field
nor the Senate shall their just rights be infringed, while I have an
arm to fight in their defence, or a tongue to launch my voice
against the damnable doctrine of Wilberforce and his hypo-
critical allies.” ®

Slavery existed under the very eyes of eighteenth century
Englishmen. An English coin, the guinea, rare though it was and
is, had its origin in the trade to Africa.®® A Westminster gold-
smith made silver padlocks for blacks and dogs.®” Busts of
blackamoors and elephants, emblematical of the slave trade,
adorned the Liverpool Town Hall. The insignia and equip-
ment of the slave traders were boldly exhibited for sale in the
shops and advertised in the press. Slaves were sold openly at
auction.® Slaves being valuable property, with ttle recognized
by law, the postmaster was the agent employed on occasions
to recapture runaway slaves and advertisements were pub-
lished in the official organ of the government.® Negro servants
were common. Little black boys were the appendages of slave
captains, fashionable ladies or women of easy virtue. Hogarth’s

heroine, in The Harlot's Progress, is attended by a Negro boy,
and Marguerite Steen’s Orabella Burmester typifies eighteenth -
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century English opinion in her desire for a little black boy
whom she could love as her long-haired kitten.?® Freed Negroes
were conspicuous among London beggars and were known as
St. Giles blackbirds. So numerous were they that a parliamen-
tary committee was set up in 1786 for relieving the black
poor.®?

“Slaves cannot breathe in England,” wrote the poet Cowper.
This was license of the poet. It was held in 1677 that “Negroes
being usually bought and sold among merchants, so merchan-
dise, and also being infidels, there might be a property in them.”
In 1729 the Attorney General ruled that baptism did not be-
stow freedom or make any alteration in the temporal condition
of the slave; in addition the slave did not become free by being
brought to England, and once in England the owner could
legally compel his return to the plantations.’” So emient an
authority as Sir William Blackstone held that “with respect to
any right the master may have lawfully acquired to the per-
petual service of John or Thomas, this will remain exactly in
the same state of subjection for life,” in England or elsewhere.”

When, therefore, the assiduous zeal of Granville Sharp
brought before Chief Justice Mansfield in 1772 the case of the
Negro James Somersett who was about to be returned by his
owner to Jamaica, there were abundant precedents to prove
the impurity of the English air. Mansfield tried hard to evade
the issue by suggesting manumission of the slave, and contented
himself with the modest statement that the case was not “al-
lowed or approved by the law of England” and the Negro
must be discharged. Much has been made of this case, by people
constantly seeking for triumphs of humanitarianism. Professor
Coupland contends that behind the legal judgment lay the
moral judgment and that the Somersett case marked the be-
ginning of the end of slavery throughout the British Empire.?
This is merely poetic sentimentality translated into modern
history. Benjamin Franklin pointed scornfully to “the hypoc-
crisy of this country, which encourages such a detestable com-
merce, while it piqued itself on its virtue, love of liberty, and
the equity of its courts in setting free a single negro,”% Two
years after the Somersett case the British government disallowed
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the Jamaican Acts restricting the slave trade. In 1783 a Quaker
petition for abolition was solemnly rejected by Parliament.

In 1783, moreover, the same Mansfield handed down a df""
cision in the case of the ship Zong. Short of water, the captain

had thrown 132 slaves overboard, and now the owners brought

an action for insurance alleging that the loss of the slaves fell

within the clause of the policy which insured against “perils

of the sea.” In Mansfield’s view “the case of slaves was the
same as if horses had been thrown overboard.” Damages of
thirty pounds were wwarded for each slave, and the id_e?, that the
captain and crew should be prosecuted for mass homicide never
entered into the head of any humanitarian. In 1785 another 1n-
surance case, involving a British ship and mutiny among the
slaves, came before Mansfield. His Daniel judgment was that
all the slaves who were killed in the mutiny or had died of their
wounds and bruises were to be paid for by the underwriters;
those who had died from jumping overboard or from swallow-
ing water or from “chagrin” were not to be paid for on the
ground that they had not died from injuries received in the
mutiny; and the underwriters were not responsible for any
depreciation in price which resulted to the survivors from the
mutiny.>

The prosecution of the slave trade was not the work of the
dregs of English society. The daughter of a slave trader has as-
sured us that her father, though a slave captain and privateer,
was a kind and just man, a good father, husband, and friend.”’
This was probably true. The men most active in this traffic
were worthy men, fathers of families and excellent citizens.
The abolitionist Ramsay acknowledged this with real sorrow,
but pleaded that “they had never examined the nature of this
commerce and went into it, and acted as others had done before
them in it, as a thing of course, for which no account was to be
given in this world or the next.” % The apology Is unnecessary-
The slave trade was a branch of trade and a very important
hranch. An officer in the trade once said that “one real view,
one minute absolutely spent in the slave rooms on the middle
passage woyld do more for the cause of humanity than the pen
of a Robertson, or the whole collective eloquence of the British
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senate.”’? This is dubious. As it was argued later about the
Cuban and Brazilian slave trade, it was no use saying it was an
unholy or unchristian occupation. It was a lucrative trade, and
that was enough.1® The slave trade has even been justified as a
great education. “Think of the effect, the result of a slave
voyage on a youngster starting in his teens. . . . What an edu-
cation was such a voyage for the farmer lad. What an enlarge-
ment of experience for a country boy. If he returned to the
farm his whole outlook on life would be changed. He went
out a boy; he returned a man.”1%

The slave traders were among the leading humanitarians of
their age. John Cary, advocate of the slave trade, was conspicu-
ous for his integrity and humanity and was the founder of a
society known as the “Incorporation of the Poor.”1%% The
Bristol] slaver “Southwell” was named after a Bristol parliamen-
tarian, whose monument depicts him as true to king and country
and steady to what he thought right!® Bryan Blundell of
Liverpool, one of Liverpool’s most prosperous merchants, en-
gaged 1n both the slave and West Indian trades, was for many
years trustee, treasurer, chief patron and most active supporter
of a charity school, the Blue Coat Hospital, founded in 1709.1%4
To this charity another Liverpool slave trader, Foster Cunliffe,
contributed largely. He was a pioneer 1n the slave trade. He and
his two sons are listed as members of the Liverpool Committee
of Merchants trading to Africa in 1752. Together they had
four ships capable of holding 1,120 slaves, the profits from
which were sufficient to stock twelve vessels on the homeward
journey with sugar and rum. An inscription to Foster Cunliffe
v St. Peter’s Church describes him thus: “a Christian devout
and exemplary in the exercise of every private and publick
duty, friend to mercy, patron to distress, an enemy only to vice
and sloth, he lived esteemed by all who knew him . .. and died
lamented by the wise and good. . . "% Thomas Leyland, one
of the largest slave traders of the same port, had, as mayor, no
mercy for the engrosser, the forestaller, the regrater, and was 2
terror to evil doers.2%® The Heywoods were slave traders and
the first to import the slave-grown cotton of the United States.
Arthur Heywood was treasurer of the Manchester Academy
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where his sons were educated. One son, Benjamin, was clected
member of the Literary and Philosophical Society of Man-

chester, and was admitted to the Billiard Club, the most

recherché club Manchester has ever possessed, which admitted
only the very best men as regards manncrs, position and attain-
ments. Lo be admitted to the charmed circle of the Forty
meant unimpeachable recognition as a gentleman. Later Ben-
jamin He}rwood organized the first of the Manchester exhi-
bitions of works of art and industry.t®*

These slave traders held high office in England. The Royal
Adventurers trading to Africa in 1667, 2 list headed by royalty,
included two aldermen, three dukes, eight earls, seven lords,
one countess, and twenty-seven knights.}%® The signatures of
the mayors of Liverpool and Bristol appear on a petition of the
slave traders in 1739.2® The Bristol Committee set up 10 1789
to oppose ~bolition of the slave trade included five aldermen,
one an ex-captain of a slaver.!’® Many a slave trader held Liver-
pool’s highest municipal dignity.*" The slave traders were
firmly established in both houses of Parliament. Ellis Cunliffe
represented Liverpool in Parliament from 1755 to 1_767.7“‘2 ‘The
Tarleton family, prominent ‘1 the slave trade, voiced Liver-
pool’s opposition to Jbolition in Parliament.!*? T!’lﬁ 'I—Io.use .of
Lords, traditionally conservative, was confirmed In 1ts InstiNCuive
0pposition to abolition by the presence of many ennobled slave
traders. It gave sympathetio hearing to the Earl of Westmor-
land’s statement that many of them owed their seats 1l the
Upper House to the slave trade,t’* and that abolition was
Jacobinism.**® No wonder Wilberforce feared the Upper
Chamber.}*® Not without confidence did the Assembly of
Jamaica state categorically in 1792 chat “the safety of the West
Indies not only depends on the slave trade not being abolished,
but on a speedy declaration of the House of Lords that they
will not suffer the trade to be abolished.” 1*?

Some protests Were voiced by a few eighteenth century
ntellectuals and prelates. Defoe in his “Reformation of Mao-
ners,” condemned the clave trade. The poet Thomson, in his
«Qummer,” drew a lurid picture of the shark following in the
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wale of the slave ship. Cowper, after some hcsitation, wrote
his memorable lines in “The Task.” Blake wrote his beautiful
poem on the “Little Black Boy.” Southey composed SOMeE
poignant verses on the “Sailor who had served in the Slave
Trade.” But much of this eighteenth century literature, as
Professor Sypher has shown in an exhaustive analysis,'*® con-
centrated on the “noble Negro,” the prince unjustly made
captive, superior even in bondage to his captors. This senti-
mentality, tvpical of the eighteenth century in general, more
often than not carried the vicious implication that the slavery
of the ignoble Negro was justified. Boswell on the other hand
stated emphatieally that to abolish the slave trade was to shut
the gates of mercy on mankind, and dubbed Wilberforce a
“dwarf with big resounding name.” 119

Two eighteenth century merchants, Bentley and Roscoe, op-
posed the slave trade before 1783; they were more than mer-
chants, they were Liverpool merchants. Two eighteenth cen-
tury economists condemned the EXPENsIVeness and inefficiency
of slave labor—Dean Tucker and Adam Smith, the warning
tocsin, the trumpeter of the new age. The discordant notes went
unheeded. The eighteenth century endorsed the plea of Temple
Luttrell: “Some gentiemen may, indeed, object to the slave
rrade as inhuman and impious; let us consider that if our
colonies are to be maintained and cultivated, which can only
be done by African negroes, it is surcly better to supply our-
selves with those labourers In British bottoms, than purchase
them through the medum of French, Dutch, or Danish
factors.” 220

On one occasion a Mauritius gentleman, eager to convince
the abolitionist Buxton that “the blacks were the happiest
people in the world,” appealed to his wife to confirm his state-
ment from her own impressions of the slaves she had seen.
“Well, ves,” replied the good spouse, “they were very happy,
I'm sure, only I used to think it so odd to see the black cooks
chained to the ﬁre[;ﬂaee.”'1"-'31 Only a few Englishmen before
1783, like the good spouse, had any doubts about the morality
of the slave trade. Those who had realized that objections, as
Postlethwayt put it, would be of lictle weight with statesmen
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who saw the great Aational emoluments which accrued from
the slave trade. “We shall take things as they are, and reason
from them in their present state, and not from that.w:herein we
could hope them to be. . . . We cannot think of giving up the
slave-trade, notwithstanding my good wishes that 1t cou%d 'be
done.” Later, perhaps, some noble and beneeelent C_hrlstlan
spirit might think of changing the system, “which, as things are
now circumstanced, may not be so easily brought about.” 122
Before the American Revolution English public OpINioNn }n
general accepted the view of the slave trader: “Tho’ to traffic
in human creatures, may at first sight appear barbarous, 1n-

human, and unnatural; yet the traders herein have as much to

plead m their own excuse, as can be said for some other
branches of trade, namely, the advantage of it. . . . In a word,
from this trade proceed benefits, far outweighing all, either real
Or pretended mischiefs and inconveniencies.” '*

. 3 .
BRITISH COMMERCE
AND THE

TRIANGULAR TRADE

A. THE TRIANGULAR TRADE

A ccORDING To Apam SmrtH, the discovery of America and the
Cape route to India are “‘the two greatest and most important
events recorded in the history of mankind.” The importance
of the discovery of America lay not in the precious metals 1t
provided but in the new and inexhaustible market 1t afforded
for European commodities. One of its principal effects was to
“raise the mercantile system to a degree of splendour and glory
which it could never otherwise have attained to.”* It gave rise
to an enormous increase in world trade. The seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries were the centuries of trade, as the nine-
teenth century was the century of production. For Britain that
trade was primarily the triangular trade., In 1718 William Wood
said that the slave trade was “the spring and parent whence
the others flow.”* A few years later Postlethwayt described
the slave trade as “the first principle and foundation of all the
rest, the mainspring of the machine which sets every wheel 1n
motion.”’3

In this triangular trade England—France and Colonial
America equally—supplied the exports and the ships; Africa
the human merchandise; the plantations the colonial raw ma-
terials. The slave ship sailed from the home country with 3
cargo of manufactured goods. These were exchanged at a profit

§1
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on the coast of Africa for Negroes, who were traded on the
plantations, at another profit, in exchange for a cargo of colonial
produce to be taken back to the home country. As the volume
of trade increased, the triangular trade was supplemented, but
never supplanted, by a direct trade between home country and
the West Indies, exchanging home manufactures directly for
colonial produce.

The triangular trade thereby gave 2 triple stimulus to British
industry. The Negroes were purchased with British manufac-
tures; tran5ported to the plantations, they produced sugar, cot-
ton, indigo, molasses and other tr0pical products, the process-
Ing of which created new industries 1n England; while the
maintenance of the Negrocs and their owners on the planta-
tions provided another market for British industry, New Eng-
land agriculture and the Newfoundland fisheries. By 1750 there
was hardly a trading or a manufacturing town in England which
was not in some way connected with the triangular or direct
olonial trade.* The profits obtained provided one of the main
<treams of that accumulation of capital In England which finan-
ced the Industrial Revolution.

The West Indian islands became the hub of the British Em-
pire, of immense IMpOTtance to the grandeur and prosperity of
England. It was the Negro slaves who made these sugar colonies
the most precious colonies ever recorded in the whole annals
of imperialism. To Postlethwayt they were “the fundamental
prop and support” of the colonics, “valuable people” whose
labor supplied Britain with all plantation produce. The Brit-
ish Empire was "a magnificent superstructure of American
commerce and naval power on an African foundation.”®

Sir Josiah Child estimated that every Englishman in the West
Indies, “with the ten blacks that work with him, accounting
what they eat, use and wear, would make employment for four
men in England.”® By Davenant’s computation one person in
the islands, white or Negro, was as profitable as seven in Eng-
1and.” Another writer considered that every family in the West
Indies gave employment to five scamen and many more arti-
ficers, manufacturers and tradesmen, and that every white per-
son in the islands brought in ten pounds annually clear proﬁt
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to England, twenty vimes as much as a similar person in the
home country.’ William Wood reckoned that a proﬁt of seven
shillings per head per annum was sufficient to enrich a countrys
each white man In the colonies brought a profit of over seven
pounds." Sir Dalby Thomas went further—every person eim-
ployed on the sugar plantations was 130 times more valuable
to England than one at home.1® Professor Pitman has estimated
that in 1775 British West Indian plantations represented a
valuation of fifty millions sterling,'* and the sugar planters
themselves put the figure at seventy millions in 1788.12 In 1798
Pitt assessed the annual income from West Indian plantations
at four million pounds as comparod with one million from the
vest of the world.® As Adam Smith wrote: “The profits of a
sugar plantation in any of our West Indian colonies are gener-
ally much greater than those of any other cultivation that iS
known either in Furope or America.”’ 14

According to Davenant, Britain’s total trade at the end of the
seventeenth century brought 1n a profit of £2,000,000. The
plantation trade accounted for £600,000; re-export of plantation
goods £120,000; European, African and Levant trade £600,000;
Fast India trade £500,000; re-export of East India goods
£180,000.1

Sir Charles Whitworth, in 1776, made a complete compila-
tion, from official records, of the import and export trade of
Great Britain for the years 1697-1773 Llis book is invaluable
for an appreciation of the relative importance of the Caribbean
and mainland colonies in the British Empire of the eighteenth
century. For the year 1697 the West Indian colonies supplied
nine per cent of British imports, the mainland colonies eight
per cent; four per cent of British exports went 10 the West
Indies, slightly under four per cent to rhe mainland; the West
Indies accounted for seven per cent of Britain’s total trade, the
mainland for six per cent. In 1773 the West Indies still main-
rained their lead, though as an export market they had become
inferior to the mainland colonies with their larger white popula—
tion. In that year nearly one-quarter of British imports came
from all Caribbean areas, one-eighth from the entire mainland;

the Caribbean consumed somewhat over eight per cent of Brit-
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ish exports, the mainland sixteen per cent; fifteen per cent of
Britain’s total trade was with the West Indies, fourteen per cent
with the mainland. Taking the totals for the years 1714-1773,
and including in those totals trade with new acquisitions, foreign
colonies temporarily occupied by British forces dur_mg th‘e war,
or foreign colonies n general, we get the foHoxemg picture:
One-fifth of British imports Came from the Caribbean, one-
ninth from the mainland; six per cent of British exports went
to the Caribbean, nine per cent to rhe mainland; twelve per cent
of Brirain’s total foreign commerce Was accounted for by the
Caribbean, ten per cent by the mainland. During these same
years one-half per cent of British imports came from Africa,
two per cent of British exports went to Africa, while African
trade represented nearly one and a half per cent of total Brit-
ish trade. Leaving out of account, therefore, the plantation
colonies on the mainland, Virginia, Maryland, Carolina,
Georgia, the triangular and West Indian trades represented
nearly one-seventh of total British trade during the years
1714-1773.

The amazing value of these West Indian colonies can more
graphically be presented by comparing individual West indian
‘Jands with individual mainland colonies. In 1697 British im-
ports from Barbados were five times the combined 1mports
from the bread colonies; the exports to Barbados were slightly
larger. Little Barbados, with its 166 square miles, was worth
more to British capitalism than New England, New York and
Pennsylvania combined. In 1773 British imports from Jamaica
were more than five times the combined imports from the
bread colonies; British exports to Jamaica were nearly one-
third larger than those to New England and only slightly less
than those to New York and Pennsylvania combined. For the
years 1714-1773 British imports from Montserrat were three
times the imports from Pennsylvania, imports from Nevis were
almost double those from New York, imports from Antigua
were over three times those from New England. Imports from
Barbados were more than twice as large as those from the
bread colonies, imports from Jamaica nearly six times as large.

For the same years Jamaica as an export market was as valuable
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as New England; Barbados and Antigua combined meant as
much to British exporters as New York; Montserrat and Nevis
~ombined were a better market than Pennsylvania. British ex-
ports to Africa during these years were only one-tenth less
than those to New England, British 1mports from Africa one-
quarter Mmore than those from New York and more than double
those from Pennsylvania.'®

Mercantilists were enthusiastic, The triangular trade, and the
sssociated trade with the sugar islands, because of the navigation
they encouraged, were more valuable to England than her
mines of tin or coal.l” These were ideal colonies. But for them
Britain would have no gold or silver, except what she received
from illicit commerce with the Spanish colonies, and an unfav-
orable balance of trade.!® Their tropical products, unlike those
of the northern part of the mainland, did not compete with
those of the home country. They showed little sign of that in-
dustrial development which was the constant fear where the
mainland was concerned. Their large black population was an
effective guarantee against aspirations to independenee.m It all
combined to spell one word, sugar. “The pleasure, glory and
grandeur of England,” wrote Sir Dalby Thomas, “has been
advanced more by sugar than by any other commaodity, wool
not excepted.”f"“

There was one qualiﬁcation—monopoly. The economic
philosophy of the age had no room for the open door, and
colonial trade was a rigid monopoly of the home country. The
mercantilists were adamant on this point. “Colonies,” wrote
Davenant, “are a strength to their mother kingdom, while they
are under good discipline, while they are strictly made to ob-
serve the fundamental laws of their original country, and while
they are kept dependent on it. But otherwise, they are worse
than members lopped from the body politic, being indeed like
offensive arms wrested from a nation to be turned against it as
occasion shall serve.”2! The colonies, 1n return for their pros-
perity, owed the mother country, in Postlethwayt’s view, gratj-
tude and an indispensable duty—*to be immediately dependent

on their original parent and to make their interest subservient
thereunto.”’ %2
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1t was on these 1deas that the mercantile system was erected.
The colonies were obliged to send their valuable pruducts__ to
England only and use English ships. T_hcy could buy nothing
but British unless the foreign commodities were first taken to
England. And since, as dutiful children, they were Lo work for
the greater glory of thelr parent, they were reduced to 2 state
of permanent vassalage and confined solely to the cxplmtaticn
of their agricultural resources. Not a nail, not 2 horseshoe, said
Chatham, could be manufactured, nor hats, nor iron, nor re-
fined sugar. In return for this, England made one COncession—
the colonial products were given a monopoly of the home
market.

The keystone of this mercantilist arch was the Navigation
Laws, “English measures designed for English ends.”2® The
Navigation Laws were aimed at the Dutch, “the foster fathers,
as Andrews calls them, of the early British colonies,?* who sup-
plied credit, delivered goods, purchased colonial produce and
transported it to Europe, 21l at more attractive rates than the
British could offer in open market. But the laws were aimed
2lso at the Scotch and Irish? and Scotland’s attempt to S€t Up
an independent African Company 2® aroused great fears in Eng-
land and was largely responsible for the Act of Union in 1707
The sugar islands protested against this monopoly of their
trade. Those who, in 1840, Were loudest in their opposition to
free trade, were, in 1660, the most fervent advocates of free
trade. In 1666 the governor of Barbados begged “leave to be
plain with His Majesty, for he is come to where it pinches. . ..
Free trade is the life of all colonies . . . whoever he be that
advised His Majesty to restrain and tie up his colonies is more
2 merchant than a good subject.”#" His successor repeated the
warning: “Ye must make their port a free port for all people t0
rrade with them that will come., The ordinary way thats taken

for new plantations I humbly conceive is a little erroneous. |
My Lords the Act for Trade and Navigation in England will |

certainly in tyme bee the ruine of all his Maties forreigne
plantations.”*® The Lords of Trade decided to “give him 2
cheque for upholding this maxim of free trade,” and censured
“him severely for “these dangerous principles which he enter-
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tains contrary to the settled laws of the kingdom and the ap-
parent advantage of it.” 2

Such subversive ideas could not possibly be tolerated in an
age which heard demands that the Navigation Laws be stretched
to confine the provision for “English built” ships to ships built
of English timber and using British made canvas, and which
passed legislation that the dead be buried in English wool and
a1l servants and slaves on the plantaticns be made to wear Eng-
lish wool, to encourage England’s toremost industry. Negroes,
the most important export of Africa, and sugar, the most im-
portant eXport of the West Indies, were the principal com-
modities enumerated by the Navigation Laws. But the West
Indian sugar planters never accepted this limitation on their
trade. Ultimately in 1739 they were granted a2 modification of
the Navigation Laws, but in so limited a form and only to such
poor foreign markets in Europe—south of Cape Finisterre—
that its advantages were nugatory. But even this concession,
badly shorn though it was, aroused the wrath of English mer-
chants. It would, said a Liverpool petition before the measure
became a law, “be highly prejudicial in many instances to the
interest and manufactures, to the trade and navigation of Great
Britain in general and of this port in particular.” 30 One hundred
years later the same conflict was to be fought out, more bitterly,
between monopoly and free trade, mercantilism and laissez
faire. The antagonists were the same, British traders and in-
dustrialists on the one hand and West Indian sugar planters on
the other. But British capitalism, now all for monopoly, was
then all for free trade; the West Indian planters, on the other
hand, forgot all their noble free trade sentiments and clung
tenaciously to the principle of monopoly which they had form-
erly condemned, as making them “the merchants’ slaves.”®

B. SHIPPING AND SHIPBUILDING

This external trade naturally drew in its wake a tremendous
development of shipping and shipbuilding. Not the least of the
advantages of the triangular trade was its contribution to the
wooden walls of England. There was less distinction between 3
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merchant ship and a an-of-war in those days than there 1s
today. The “long vo}rage”_ was an admirable nurscry for the

seamen, the merchantmen :ivaluable aides to the navy in time
of war; and advocates of the slave trade argued that 1ts abolition

would annihilate the marine by cutting off a great source of

v

seamen.3? As one Liverpool slave trader wrote: “It 1s a matter
of two much importance to this I{ingdom——‘ﬂ:vhen ever it Is
abolisk’d the naval 1mportance of this kingdom 18 abol}sh d ‘:vn:h
it, that moment our flagg will gradually cease to ride trium-
phant on the seas.” %

In 1678 the Commissioners of Customs ‘r6ported thfn: 1-:he
plantation crade was one of the great NuIrseries of the Shlpplr}g
and seamen of England and one of the greatest branches of 1ts
trade.3* Here again the sugar colonies outdistanced th.e bread
colonies. More English ships sailed to the sugar colonies than
to all the mainland colonies combined. In 16go the sugar
colonies employed 114 ships, of 13,600 tons and 1,203 seamen;
the mainland colonies 111 ships, of 14,320 tODS and 1,271 Sse€a-
men.?® Between 1710 and 1714, 122,000 TONS of British shipping
sailed to the West Indies, 112,000 tons to the mainland.®® The
West Indian trade in 1709 employed one-tenth of British shi'p-
ping engaged In foreign trade.” Between 1709 and 1787 Brlt_lsh
shipping engaged in foreign trade quadrupled;®® ships clearing
for Africa multiplied twelve times and the tonnage eleven
times.%?

Shipbuilding in England received a direct stimulus from the

triangular trade. Vessels of a particular type were constructed

for the slave trade, combining capacity with speed 1n an effort
to reduce mortality. Many shipwrights 1n Liverpool were them-
selves slave traders. The outstanding firm was Baker and Daw-
son, one of the largest exporters of slaves to the West Indies,
and engaged, after 1783, in the supplying of slaves to the
Spanish colonies. John Gorell was one of the Liverpool mem-
bers of the Company of Merchants trading to Africa. So was
John Okill, one of Liverpool’s most successful shipbuildch-..
but apparently he eschewed the slave trade. In a port whosé

prosperity was intimately connected with the slave trade, Wik-
liam Rathbone was a curiosity in his refusal to supply timber
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for the construction of vessels to be employed in the slave
crade,*® in which half of Liverpool’s sailors were engaged.**

The shipping industry was divided, as industry in general,
on the question of the organization of the slave trade. Some
sections favored the Royal African Company, others the free
craders.*2 But on the question of abolition the industry presented
2 united front, arguing that abolition would strike at the very
roots of Britain’s naval and impertal supremacy. The first re-
action of Liverpool to the act of 1788 regulating the capacity
of slavers was that it left 22 masters of slave ships, 47 mates and
350 seamen unemployed, with their families and the tradesmen
dependent more indirectly on the trade with Africa.3

In addition to the scamen, there were the ancillary trades.
Carpenters, painters 2nd boat-builders:; tradesmen and artisans
connected with repairs, equipment and lading; COMMISSIONS,
wages, dock duties, insurances—-all dcpended partly on the
ships trading to Africa. To supply the ships, there were in 1774
fiftecn ropertes in Liverpool.** There were few people In the

town, it was claimed, who would not be affected, directly or
indirectly, by abolition.*®

The sugar islands made yet another contribution to the
growth of shipping. The peculiar economy developed In the
West Indies concentrated on export Crops while food was 1m-
ported. Most important of all the food supplics was fish, an
article dear to the heart of every mercantilist, because it pro-
vided employment for ships and training for seamen. Laws
were passed in England to encourage the consumption of fish.
Friday and Saturday were set apart as fish days. Fish was an e
portant item of the diet of the slaves on the plantations, and the
English herring trade found its chief market in the sugar planta-
tions.*® The Newfoundland fishery depended to a considerable
extent on the annual export of dried fish to the West Indies, the
refuse or “poor John” fish, “fit for no other consumption,”*7
A West Indian tradition was thereby fostered. Imported salted
cod is still today a normal and favorite dish in all but the
well-to-do West Indian families; whether it is still “fit for no
other consumption” is not known. |
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The increase in shipping subjected the eighteenth century
docks of England to intolerable strain. The number of ships
entering the port of London trebled between 1705 and 1793,
the tonnage quadrupled, exclusive of the smaller vessels engaged
in the coasting trade. The warehouses on the quays were in-
adequate for the imports. The colliers could not be discharged
and the price of coals rose enormously. Sugar was piled six or
eight hogsheads high on the quay, increasing the danger of fire
and encouraging thefts. A great machine of organized crime
was developed, involving some ten thousand people. The total
annual depredations at the docks were estimated at half a
million pounds, half this sum from vessels from the Caribbean.

The West Indian merchants set themselves to grapple with
the problem. They organized a special force of constables to
cope with the thefts, and set up a general register of laborers
discharging West Indian ships. They lobbied in Parliament and
eventually secured an act authorizing the constructton of the
West India Docks. For twenty-one years they were given a
monopoly of loading and unloading vessels engaged in the
West Indian trade. The first stone was laid in 1800, and the
ceremony was followed by an elegant entertainment for the
notables present, at which one toast was appropriately drunk
to the prosperity of the West Indian colonies. The docks were
publicly opened in 1802, the first ship being named after the

Prime Minister, and the second laden with six hundred tons of
sugar. s

C. GROWTH OF THE GREAT BRITISH SEAPORT TOWNS

The development of the triangular trade and of shipping and
shipbuilding led to the growth of the great seaport towns.
?ristol, Liverposl and Glasgow occupied, as seaports and trad-
ing centers, the position in the age of trade that Manchester,
Birmingham and Sheffield occupied later in the age of industry.

!t was said in 1685 that there was scarcely a shopkeeper in
BI:lSt?l-WhO had not a venture on board some ship bound for
Virginia or the Antilles. Even the parsons talked of nothing
but trade, and it was satirically alleged that Bristol freights
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were owned not by merchants but by mechanics.*® Customs
duties rose from £10,000 in 1634 to £334,000 in 1785. Wharfage
dues, payable on every vessel above sixty tons, doubled between
1745 and 1775.%

It was the slave and sugar trades which made Bristol the
second city of England for the first three-quarters of the eight-
eenth century. “There is not,” wrote a local annalist, “a brick
in the city but what 1s cemented with the blood of a slave.
Sumptuous mansions, luxurious living, liveried menials, were
the produce of the wealth made from the sufferings and groans
of the slaves bought and sold by the Bristol merchants. . . . In
their childlike simplicity thev could not feel the iniquity of the
merchandise, but they could feel it lucrative.” %' An analysis of
a committee set up in 1789 to oppose the movement for aboli-
tion of the slave trade shows that among the members elected
were nine merchants at some time mayors of Bristol, five who
were sheriffs. seven had been or were to be Masters of the
Society of Merchant Venturers.®?

When Bristol was outstripped in the slave trade by Liver-
pool, it turned its attention from the triangular trade to the
direct sugar trade. Fewer Bristol ships sailed to Africa, more
went direct to the Caribbean. In 1700 the port had forty-six
ships in the West Indian trade.”® In 1787 there were thirty
Bristol vessels engaged in the slave trade, seventy-two in the
West Indian trade; the former averaged 140 tons each, the
latter 240.5¢ In 1788 Bristol had as many ships in the trade to the
Leeward Islands, and almost as many in the trade to Jamaica, as
in the trade to Africa.’ Nearly one-third of the tonnage which
entered, more than one-third of that which sailed from, the port
was engaged in the trade with the sugar colonies; % and 1t was
the amiable custom in Bristol to celebrate the arrival of the first
sugar ship each year by a gift of wine at the expense of the
fortunate owner.5” The West Indian trade was worth to Bris-
tol twice as much as all her other overseas commerce combined.
As late as 1830 five-eighths of its trade was with the West Indies,
and it was said in 1833 that withour the West Indian trade Bris-
tol would be a fishing port.®®

Bristol had a West Indian Society of its own. The Town
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Council distributed municipal funds for the relief of distress

caused by fire in the sugar islands. It was customary for
younger sons and junior members of West Irrdrrm ﬁrms to
spend some years on the plantations before entering business at
home. Bristol members of Parliament in the eighteenth century
were frequentl}lr associated, in one way Or another, with the
sugar plantations, and so important did the islands become to
Bristol that for the first half of the nineteenth century Bristol
was always represented in Parliament by a West Indian—a
Baillie, a Protheroe, or a Miles. James Evan Baillie exhorted his
fellow citizens not to lay the axe at the root of their own pros-
perity by supporting he abolition of slavery in the islands.®
His own prosperity was also at stake. The compensation paid
to the family for their ownership of numerous slaves in Trinidad
and British Guiana exceeded £62,000.%° Bristol presented a de-
termined Oppesitien to the equalizatien of the sugar duties
which gave the coup de grace to the West Indian monopoly.
Thereafter Bristol’s trade with the West Indies declined rapidly.
In 1847 forty per cent of the port’s tonnage was bound for the
West Indies, and ships returning from the islands represented
a mere eleven per cent. In 1871 1o ship left Bristol for Jamaica,
and the inward tonnage from the islands constituted less than
two per cent of the arrivals. Bristol’s trade with the islands did
not revive until the end of the nineteenth century with the ad-
vent of the banana in the world market.%!

What the West Indian trade did for Bristol the slave trade
did for Liverpool. In 1565 Liverpool had 138 householders,
seven streets only were inhabited, the port’s merchant marine
amounted to twelve ships of 223 tons. Until the end of the
seventeenth century the only local event of importance Wwas
the siege of the town during the English Civil War.® In col-
lecting ship money Strafford assessed Liverpool at fifteen
pounds; Bristol paid two thousand.® The shipping entering
Liverpool increased four and a half times between 1709 and
1771; the outward tonnage six and 2 half times. The number
of ships owned by the port multiplied four times during the
same period, the tonnage and sailors over six times.%* Customs
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receipts <oared from an average of £51,000 for the years 1750
to 1757 to £648,000 In 178 5.9 Dock duties increased two and a
half times between 1752 and 1770.% The population rose from
5,000 in 1700 tO 34,000 in 1773. By 1770 Liverpool had become
too famous a town 1In the trading world for Arthur Young to
pass it by on his travels over England.®’

The abolitionist Clarkson argued that the rise of Liverpool
was due to a variety of causes, among which were the salt trade,
the prodigious increase of the population of Lancashire, and the
rapid and great extension of the manufactures of Manchester.®
This 1s a partieulﬂr]}r flagrant case of putting the cart before the
horse. It was only the capital accymulation of Liverpool which
called the pOpulation of Lancashire into existence and stimu-
lated the manufactures of Manchester. That capital accumula-
fion came from the slave trade, whose importance was appre-
ciated more by contemporaries than bv later historians.

It was a common saying that several of the principal streets
of Liverpool had been marked out by the chains, and the walls
of the houses cemented by the blood, of the African slaves,5?
.nd one street was nicknamed “Negro Row.” 7 The red brick
Customs House was blazoned with Negro heads.™ The story
'« rold of an actor in the town, who, hissed by the audience for
appearing before them. not for the first time, in a drunken con-
dition, steadied himself and declared with offended majesty:
“T have not come here to be insulted by a set of wretches, every
brick in whose infernal town 1s cemented with an African’s
blood.” 72

It was estimated in 1790 that the 138 ships which sailed from
Liverpool for Africa represented a capital of over a million
pounds. Liverpool’s own probable loss from the abolition of the
slave trade was then computed at over seven and a half million
pounds.”™ Abolition, 1t was said, would ruin the town. It would
destroy the foundation of its commerce and the first cause of
the national industry and wealth. “What vain pretence of
!iberty," it was asked in Liverpool, “can infatuate people to run
into so much licentiousness as to assert a trade 1s unlawful which

custom immemorial, and various Acts of Parliament, have rati-
fied and given a sanction to?” ™
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This depﬁndence on the slave trade has proved very awkward
to sensitive and patriotic historians. A generation, .argued a
Bristol historian mn 1939, which has seen the spoilation of
Ethiopia, the brutal dismemberment of China and the rape of
Czechoslovakia, cannot afford to condemn 1Ehe slave trade.™ In
the opinion of a Liverpool town clerk,- leerpool has borne
more than its share of the stigma attaching to the slave trade.
The indomitable perseverance and energy of its People would
have ensured an equal prosperity In other directions, as effec-
tively if not as quickly, had the slave trade not existed, and the
ultimate success of the port would perhaps have been re-
tarded, though not prejudiced or impaired, without the slave
trade.’™ According to vet .nother Liverpool writer, there was
nothing derogam;}r in the fact that their ancestors had dealt n
“niggers,” and the horrors of the slave trade were e:{ceed?d by
the horrors of the Liverpool drink traffic. But, after all, “It 'was
the capital made in the African slave rrade that built some of
our docks. Tt was the orice of human Aech and blood that oave
us a start.” Some of those who made their fortunes out of the
dlave trade had soft hearts under their waistcoats for the poor of
Liverpool, while the profits from slave trading represented “an
influx of wealth which, perhaps. no consideration would induce
a commercial community to relinquish.” **

il

Not until the Act of Union of 1707 was Scotland allowed to
participate in colonial ¢rade. That permission put Glasgow Of
the map. Sugar and tobacco underlav the prosperity of the
town in the eighteenth centurv. Colonial commerce stimulated
the growth of new industries. As Bishop Pococke wrote in 1760,
after a visit to Glasgcow: “the citv has above all others felt the
advantages of the Union, by the West India trade which they
enjov, which is verv great, especially in tobacco, indigoes ar}d
sucar.” 78 Sugar refining continued as an important industry 1n

the Clvde Valley until the eclipse of the West Indian islands in
the middle of the nincteenth century.
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n. THE GOODS IN THE TRIANGULAR TRADE

[t is necessary now to trace the industrial development in
England which was stimulated directly or indirectly by the
goods for the triangular trade and the processing of colonial
produce.

The widespread ramifications of the slave trade in English in-
dustry are illustrated by this cargo to Africa for the year 1787:
cotton and linen goods, silk handkerchiefs, coarse blue and red
woolen cloths, scarlet cloth in grain, coarse and fine hats,
worsted caps, guns, powder, shot, sabers, lead bars, iron bars,
pewter basons, copper kettles and pans, iron pots, hardware of
various kinds, earthen and glass ware, hair and gilt leather
trunks. beads of various kinds, silver and gold rings and orna-
ments, paper, Coarse and fine checks, linen ruffled shirts and
caps, British and foreign spirits and tobacco.™

This sundry assortment was typical of the slave trader’s
cargo. Finery for Africans, household utensils, cloths of all
kinds, iron and other metals, together with guns, handcuffs
and fetters: the production of these stimulated capitalism, pro-

vided employment for British labor, and brought great profits
to England.

1. Wool

Until the tremendous development of the cotton industry in
the Industrial Revolution, wool was the spoiled child of Eng-
lish manufactures. It figured largely in all considerations af-
fecting the slave trade in the century after 1680. The cargo of
a slave ship was incomplete without some woolen manufactures
—serges, says, perpetuanos, arrangoes and bays. Sometimes the
cloth was called after the locality where it was first manufac-
tured. Bridwaters represented Bridgewater’s interest in the
colonial market: Welsh Plaines, a woolen cloth of the simplest
weave, was manufactured in western England and Wales.

A parliamentary committee of 1695 voiced the public senti-
ment that the trade to Africa was an encouragement to the
woolen manufacture.3 Among the arguments put forward to
prove the importance of the slave trade, the exports of wool
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which that trade encouraged were always ‘g'iven first place. A
pamphlet of 1680, illustrating the public uulity and advantages
of the African trade, begins with “the exportation of our native
woollen and other manufactures in great sbundance, most of
which were imported formerly out of Holland . .. whereby the
wooll of this nation is much more consumed and spent then

formerly; and many thousand of the poor people imployed." '31
Similarlif, the Roval African Company stated in a petition m
1696 that the dave trade should be supported by England, i?e-
cause of the exports 1t encouraged of woolen and other English

manufactures.® |

The woolen manufacturers of the kingdom took 2 prominent
part in the long and bitter CONLroOveIsy waged between the
Royal African Company and the separate traders. Those 'from
whom the company made 1ts purehases argued that the Inter-
lopers cqused disturbances and dislocation of the trade, and th:a:t
the trade declined when the eompany’s monopoly was de-I-
Ged. In 1694 the clothiers of Witney petitioned Parliament 1n
favor of the company's monopoly. The cloth workers of
Shrewsbury followed suit in 1606, and the weavers of Kidder-
inster twice in the same year. In 1709 the Weavers of Exeter
.nd the woolen tradesmen of London, and 1n 1713 several
cradesmen interested in the woolen manufacture, 1lso took the
company’s side.®®

Bti)t ti'ie weight of the woolen interests Was on t}ie whole
thrown on the side of the free traders. The company s monop-
oly enabled it to “screw up the tradesmen to a limited quantity
and price, length, breadth and Weight.""'84 Monopoly meant one

buyer and one seller only. A searcher in the custom houst

restified that when the crade was open there was 2 greater €x-
portation of wool. According to the testimony of two I.ondon
merchants in 1693, the monopoly had reduced the exports ©
wool by nearly one-third. Suffolk exported 25,000 woolen

cloths a vear; two years after the incorporation of the com-.

pany, the number declined to 500.8% In 1690 the ~lothiers of Suf-

folk and Essex and the manufacturers of Exeter petltlenﬁ'd |
ain M

The .

against the company's monopoly. Exeter petitioned ag
1604, 1696, 1709, 1710 and 1711 in favor of free trade.
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woolen merchants of the kingdom complained 1n 1694 that re-
otrictions had greatly lessened their sales. Similar petitions
were ptesented against the monopoly by the woolen traders of
I.ondon and the woolen merchants of Plymouth in 1710, the
woolen dealers of Totnes and Ashburton, the woolen manufac-
curers of Kidderminster, the Merchant Adventurers of Mine-
head engaged in the woolen manufacture in 1711.%

Other petitions to Parliament emphasized the importance of
the colonial market for the woolen industry. In 1690 the
planters of Jamaica protested against the company’s monopoly
as a discouragement to trade, espeeially the woolen trade. A
petition from Manchester in 1704 revealed that English wool
was traded to Holland, Hamburg and the East for linen yarn
and flax, which, when manufactured, were sent to the planta-
tions. The merchants and traders of Liverpool 1n 1709, the mer-
chants and inhabitants of Liverpool in 1713, contended that the
company's monopoly was detrimental to the woolen industry.
Petitions from the industrial North in 1735 disclosed that Wake-
feld, Halifax, Burnley, Colne and Kendal were all interested
in the manufacture of woolen goods for Africa and the West
Indies.®?

That woolen goods should figure so prominently n tropical
markets is to be attributed to the deliberate policy of mercan-
tilist England. It was argued in 1732, on behalf of the mainland
colonies, that Pennsylvania alone consumed more woolen €x-
ports from England than all the sugar islands combined, and
New York more than any sugar island except Jamaica.®®
Woolen goods were more cuited for these colder climates, and
the Barbadian planters preferred light calicoes which could be
easily washed.® But wool was England’s staple, and climatic
considerations were too great a refinement for the mercantilist
mind. Any one familiar with British West Indian society
today will appreciate the strength of the tradition thereby
fostered. Woolen undergarments are still common in the islands
today, though more among the older generation, and suits of
blue serge are still a sign of the well-dressed man. Like the
Englishman and unlike the North American in the colonies, the
Caribbean colored middle class today still apes the fashions of
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o the home country in its preference for the ‘heavier materiﬂs <oon established a monopoly of the African market. Brawls,
o which are so ridiculous and uncomfortable n a tropical en- tapsells, niccanees, cuttanees, buckshaws, nillias, salempores—
3 vironment. | | chese Indian cloths were highly prized, and yet another power-
But cotton later superseded wool In COIU“‘_QI_ markets as it tul vested interest was drawn into the orbit of the slave trade.
did in domestic. Of a total export of four million pounds of Manchester tried to compete with the East India Company;
woolen manufactures 1n 1772, less than three per cent went to bafts, for example, were cheap cotton fabrics from the East
the West Indies and less than four per cent to Africa®® The later copied In England for the African market. But the back-
best customers were FLurope and America. I.'fl 1733 the woolen wardness of the English dyeing process made it impossible for
industry was slowly beginning 1tS belat.ed imitation of Fhe tech- Manchester to get the fast red, green and yellow colors popular
nological changes which had revolutionized the cotton mdust'ry. on the co?st. Manchester proved Emablie to imitate the colors of
In its progress after 1783 the triangular rrade and West Indian these Indian cottons, and there is evidence to show that the
market played no appreciable part. French cotton mz}nufacturers of Normandy were equally un-
' successful in learning the secrets of the East.
». Cotton Manufacture Manchester was more fortunate in its trade in cotton and
What the building of ships for the transport of slaves did for linen checks, though figures for the first half of the eighteenth
eighteenth century Liverpool, the manufacture of cotton goods century are unreliable. The _European and colonial wars of
for the purchase of slaves did for eighteenth century Man- 1739-1748 and the reorganization which the African Company
chester. The first stimulus to the growth of Cottonopolis came was undergoing up to 1750 caused a slump in the cotton trade
£rom the African and West Tndian markets. . to Africa, and when it revived after 1750 Indian exports were
The growth of Manchester was intimately associated with inadequate to_satisf}r the demand. English manufacturers made
the growth of Liverpool, its outlet to the sea and the world full use of this opportunity to push their own goods. In 1752
market. The capital accumulated by Liverpool from thc' slave the eXport of cotton-linen checks alone from England was
trade poured Into he hinterland to fertilize the energies of £57,000; in 1763, at the end of the Seven Years’ War, it stood at
| | Manchester; Manchester goods for Africa were taken to the the. exceptionally high figure of £302,000, but after 1767 re-
.; coast in the Liverpool slave vessels. Lancashire’s foreign market n.lamed between £100,000 and £200,000, when Indian competi-
o meant chiefly the West Indian plantations and Africa. The ex- tion again proved formidable.
! port trade was £14,000 in 1739; 1N 1759 it had increased nearl?f Atzailable statistics make comparison between the value of
eight times; in 1779 1t Was £303,000. Up to 1770 one-third of this Eng.hsh.cotton checks and Indian cotton pieces exported to
b export went to ‘he slave coast, one-half to the American and Africa impossible, as the former are given by value and the
IR West Indian colonies.?! It was this tremendous dependence on latter by quantity. But the growth of Indian and English cotton
the triangular trade that made Manchester. CXports to Africa will giVE SOIMCE indication of the importance
Light woolen goods were popular on the slave coast: SO ?f the African market. Total cotton exports stood at £214,600
were silks, provided they were gaudy and had large flowers. in 1751; in 1763 they were more than double; in 1772 they were
But the most popular of all materials was cotton goods, as the more than four times as great, but as a result of the American
African was already accustomed to coarse blue and white cot- Revolution they declined to £195,900 in 1780. The effect of the
ron cloths of his own manufacture, and from the beginning the war on the slave and plantation markets is at once apparent. By
striped loincloths called “annabasses” were a regular feature of 1780 checks had ceased to be an important part of the cotton

every slave trader’s cargo. Indian textiles, banned in England, industry. But it was not the war alone that was to be blamed.
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Manchester could satisfy the African market only when Indian
cottons were scarce or dear. For the plantation market eheap-
ness was essential, and by 1780 raw cotton was becoming in-
creasingly expensive as the supply lagged behind the demand
of the new inventions.” | o
But according to estimates given to the Privy Council in
1788, Manchester exported annually to Africa coods worth
£200,000, £180,000 of this for Negroes only; the manufacture
of these goods represented an investment of £ 300,000 at;;l gave
employment to 180,000 Mmen, WoOmen and children.®® The

French manufacturers, 1mpressed with the quality and cheaP-
ness of those special goods called Guinea cloths p_roduced in
Manchester, were sending agents over to oet partlculars, and
extending open offers to Manchester manufacturers, should
Britain abolish the slave trade, to set up in Rouen where they
would be given every encouragement.g‘* In addition, Manches-
ter in 1788 furnished for the West Indian trade more than
£300,000 annually 1n manufactures, which gave employment to
many thousands.®

Retween the cotton manufacturers of Manchester and the
Jave traders there were not the close ~onnections that have al-
ready been noticed in the case of the shipbuilders of L%verpool.
But two exceptional instances of such connections exist. Tiwo
well-known cotton manufacturers of Lancashire, Sir William
Fazackerly and Samuel Touchet, were both members of the
Company of Merchants trading to Africa. Fazackerly, a Lon-
don dealer in fustians, presented the case of the separat¢ tradefs
of Bristol and Liverpool against the African Company I
1726.98 Touchet, member of a great Manchester check-making
house, represented Liverpool on the governing body of tl}e
company during the period 1753-1756. He was concerned In
the equipping of the expedition which captured Senegal in 175 8
and tried hard to get the contract for victualling the troops
A patron of Paul’s unsuccessful spinning machine intended to
revolutionize the cotton industry, accused openly of attempt-
ing to monopolize the import of raw cotton, Touchet added tO
his many interests 2 partnership, with his brothers, in about
twenty ships in the West Indian trade. Touchet died, leaving
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large fortune, and was described in his obituary notice as “the
most considerable merchant and manufacturer in Manches-
ter. remarkable for great abilities and strict integrity, and for
universal benevolence and usefulness to mankind.” Two modern
writers have left us this description of the man: “Icarus-like

* soaring too high,” he emerges as “the first considerable financier

that the Manchester trade produced, and certainly as one of the
earliest cases of a Manchester man who was concerned at once
in manufacturing and in large scale financial and commercial
ventures in the City and abroad.”"

Other cases emphasize the significance of Touchet’s career.
Robert Diggles, African slave trader of Liverpool, was the son
of a Manchester linen draper and brother of another. In 1747
2 Manchester man was in partnership with two Liverpool men
in a voyage to Jamaica. A leading Manchester firm, the Hib-
berts, owned sugar plantations In Jamaica, and at one time

supplied checks and imitations of Indian goods to the African
Company for the slave trade.?®

Manchester reccived a double stimulus from the colonial
trade. If it supplied the goods needed on the slave coast and on
the plantations, its manufacturers depended in turn on the
supply of the raw material. Manchester’s interest in the islands
was twofold.

The raw material came to England in the seventeenth and
eighteenth centurics chiefly from two sources, the Levant and
the West Indies. In the eighteenth century that Indian competi-
tion which proved too formidable for Manchester on the slave
coast and which was threatening to swamp even the home mar-
ket with Indian goods was effectively smashed, as far as Eng-
land was concerned, by the prohibitive duties on Indian im-
ports into England. The first step was thereby taken by which
the motherland of cotton became in the nineteenth and twen-
tieth centuries the chief market of Lancashire. In the eight-
eenth century the measure gave Manchester a monopoly of
the home market, and private Indian traders began to import
the raw cotton for the Lancashire factories. A competitor to the
West Indian islands had arisen, to be followed later by Brazil,
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whose product by 1783 Was recognized as clearly superior to all

the other varicties.
But in the early eighteenth century England depended on the

West Indian islands for between rwo-thirds and three-quarters
of its raw cotton. Cotton, nevertheless, was essentially a second-
ary consideration in the West Indian planter’sf o?tlool{, and
however much the planters as 2 body looked with jealousy on
its cultivation in India or Africa or Brazil, it remained a second-
ary consideration. In opposing the retention of Guadeloupe m
1763, the West India interest measured their arguments Inl
terms of sugar, while, significantly, 2 contemporary pam-
phleteer pointed to its cotton exports to England as a reason
for keeping the : 1and.?® But British consumption was small and
+he West Indian contribution welcome. In 1764 British 1m-
ports of raw cotton ~mounted to nearly four million pounds;
the West Indies supplied one-half. In 1780 Britain imported
more than six and a half million pounds; the West Indies sup-
plied two-thirds.1%

In 1783, the West Indies, therefore, still dominated the cotion
rrade. But 2 new day was dawning. In the phenomenal expan-
sion of an industry which was to clothe the world, 2 few tiny
:Jands in the Caribbean could hardly hope to supply the neces-
sary raw material. Their cotton was the long-staple, sea-island
variety, easily cleaned by hand, limited to certain areas, and
therefore expensive. When the cotton gin permitted the cultl-
vation of the short-staple cotton by facilitating the task of
cleaning, the center of gravity shifted from the islands to the
mainland to meet the enormous demands of the new machinery
in England. In 1784 a shipment of American cotton was seized
by the Liverpool customs authorities on the ground that cotton
not being a bona fide product of the United States, could not
legally be transported to England in an American vessel. |

Tt was an evil omen for the West Indians, coinciding, as Xt
did, with another significant development. During the Ameri-
can Revolution Manchester’s cotton exports to Furope almost

crebled. 1%t The Revolution itself created another important

market for Manchester, the independent United States, at 2
- time when the cotton gin was just around the corner. For both .
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its import and export markets, therefore, cotton was beginning
«o reach out to the world market. The sunny Caribbean sky
was marred by a barely perceptible but portentous cloud, and
the gentle West Indian breeze was rising ominously. It
heralded the approaching political hurricane which, to alter
Edmund Burke’s description of those visitations of nature com-

mon in the West Indies, humbled the sugar planter’s pride if 1t
did not correct his vices.

3. Sugar Refining.

The processing of colonial raw materials gave rise to new in-
dustries in England, provided further employment for shipping,
and contributed to a greater extension of the world market and
international trade. Of these raw materials sugar was pre-
eminent, and its manufacture gave birth to the sugar refining
industry. The refining process transformed the crude brown
sugar manufactured on the plantations into white sugar, which
was durable and capable of presewation, and could be easily
handled and distributed all over the world.

The earliest reference to sugar refining in England is an
order of the Privy Council n 1615 prohibiting aliens from
erecting sugar houses or practising the art of refining sugar.*®?
The importance of the industry increased in proportion to its
production on the plantations, and as sugar became, with the
spread of tea and coffee, one of the necessities of life instead of
the luxury of kings.

About the middle of the eighteenth century there were 120
refineries in England. Fach refinery was estimated to provide
employment for about nine men. In addition the distribution
of the refined product called into existence a number of sub-
sidiary trades and required ships and wagons for the coastal
and inland trade.1%®
~ The sugar refining industry of Bristol was one of the most
important of the kingdom. It was in Bristol in 1654 that the
diarist, Evelyn, saw for the first time the method of manufac-
turing loaf sugar,!®* and in the annals of Bristol’s history sug<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>