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Black African Slave Traders Resisted
Abolition by Britain

Tunde Obadina - Slave Trade: A Root Of Contemporary African Crisis

From http://www.afbis.com/analysis/slave.htm

"The past is what makes the present coherent,"

said Afro-American writer James Baldwin, and the past "will remain horrible for
exactly as long as we refuse to assess it honestly."

Why go back five centuries to start an explanation of Africa's crisis in the late
1990s? Must every story of Africa's political and economic under-development
begin with the contact with Europe?

The intention is not to produce another nationalist tract on how whites, driven by
lust for material possession and armed with firearms, gin and a bag full of tricks,
subjugated innocent Africans who were living blissfully close to nature.

The reason for looking back is that the root of the crisis facing African societies is
their failure to come to terms with the consequences of that contact.

Portuguese seamen first landed in Africa in the fourth decade of the fifteenth
century. From the outset they seized Africans and shipped them to Europe. In 1441
ten Africans were kidnapped from the Guinea coast and taken to Portugal as gifts
to Prince Henry the Navigator. In subsequent expeditions to the West African
coast, inhabitants were taken and shipped to Portugal to be sold as servants and
objects of curiosity to households. In the Portuguese port of Lagos, where the first
African slaves landed in 1442, the old slave market now serves as an art gallery.

Portuguese adventurers who sailed southeast along the Gulf of Guinea in 1472
landed on the coast of what became Nigeria. Others followed. They found people
of varying cultures. Some lived in towns ruled by kings with nobility and courtiers,
very much like the medieval societies they left behind them. A Dutch visitor to
Benin City wrote in around 1600: "As you enter it, the town appears very great.
You go into a great broad street, not paved, which seems to be seven or eight
times broader than the Warmoes Street in Amsterdam...The houses in this town
stand in good order, one close and even with the other, as the houses in Holland
stand..." More than a century earlier Benin exchanged ambassadors with Portugal.
But not all African societies were as developed. Some enjoyed village existence in
primeval forests remote from outside influences.

Economics was the driving force.

From the outset, relations between Europe and Africa were economic. Portuguese
merchants traded with Africans from trading posts they set up along the coast.
They exchanged items like brass and copper bracelets for such products as pepper,
cloth, beads and slaves - all part of an existing internal African trade. Domestic
slavery was common in Africa and well before European slave buyers arrived, there
was trading in humans. Black slaves were captured or bought by Arabs and
exported across the Saharan desert to the Mediterranean and Near East.

In 1492, the Spaniard Christopher Columbus discovered for Europe a 'New World'.
The find proved disastrous not only for the 'discovered' people but also for
Africans. It marked the beginning of a triangular trade between Africa, Europe and
the New World. European slave ships, mainly British and French, took people from
Africa to the New World. They were initially taken to the West Indies to
supplement local Indians decimated by the Spanish Conquistadors. The slave trade
grew from a trickle to a flood, particularly from the seventeenth century onwards.

Portugal's monopoly in the obnoxious trade was broken in the sixteenth century
when England followed by France and other European nations entered the trade.
The English led in the business of transporting young Africans from their homeland
to work in mines and till lands in the Americas.

Most slaves sold by Africans.

Estimates of the total human loss to Africa over the four centuries of the
transatlantic slave trade range from 30 million to 200 million. At the initial stage of
the trade parties of Europeans captured Africans in raids on communities in the
coastal areas. But this soon gave way to buying slaves from African rulers and
traders. The vast majority of slaves taken out of Africa were sold by African rulers,
traders and a military aristocracy, who all grew wealthy from the business.

Most slaves were acquired through wars or by kidnapping.

The Portuguese Duatre Pacheco Pereire wrote in the early sixteenth century after
a visit to Benin that the kingdom "is usually at war with its neighbours and takes
many captives, whom we buy at twelve or fifteen brass bracelets each, or for
copper bracelets, which they prize more." Olaudah Equiano, an ex-slave, described
in his memoirs published in 1789 how African rulers carried out raids to capture
slaves. "When a trader wants slaves, he applies to a chief for them, and tempts
him with his wares. It is not extraordinary, if on this occasion he yields to the
temptation with as little firmness, and accepts the price of his fellow creature's
liberty with as little reluctance, as the enlightened merchant. Accordingly, he falls
upon his neighbours, and a desperate battle ensues...if he prevails, and takes
prisoners, he gratifies his avarice by selling them." Equiano was born in 1745 in an
area under the kingdom of Benin. At the age of ten he was kidnapped by slave
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hunters who also took his sister. He was more fortunate than most other slaves.
After serving in America, the West Indies and England he was able to save for and
buy his freedom in 1756 at the age of twenty-one.

Ottobah Cugoano, who was about 13 years old when he was kidnapped in 1770 in
Ajumako in today's Ghana, had no doubt the shared responsibility of Africans for
the horrid business. Referring to his own capture Cugoano wrote after he regained
his freedom "I must own, to the shame of my own countrymen, that | was first
kidnapped and betrayed by some of my own complexion, who were the first cause
of my exile and slavery." But he added, "If there were no buyers there would be no
sellers." By the same token, if there were no sellers there would be no buyers.

A profitable trade.

European slave buyers made the greater profit from the despicable trade, but their
African partners also prospered. Many grew strong and fat on profits made from
selling their brethren. Tinubu square, commercial centre of today's Lagos and
home to Nigeria's Central Bank, is named after a major nineteenth century slave
trader. Madam Tinubu was born in Egbaland and rose from rags to riches by
trading in slaves, salt and tobacco in Badagry. She later became one of Nigeria's
pioneering nationalists.

Africa's rulers, traders and military aristocracy protected their interest in the slave
trade. They discouraged Europeans from leaving the coastal areas to venture into
the interior of the continent. European trading companies realised the benefit of
dealing with African suppliers and not unnecessarily antagonising them. The
companies could not have mustered the resources it would have taken to directly
capture the tens of millions of people shipped out of Africa. It was far more
sensible and safer to give Africans guns to fight the many wars that yielded
captives for the trade. The slave trading network stretched deep into the Africa's
interior. Slave trading firms were aware of their dependency on African suppliers.
The Royal African Company, for instance, instructed its agents on the West coast "if
any differences happen, to endeavour an amicable accommodation rather than
use force." They were "to endeavour to live in all friendship with them" and "to
hold frequent palavers with the Kings and the Great Men of the Country, and keep
up a good correspondent with them, ingratiating yourself by such prudent
methods" as may be deemed appropriate.

Africans faced with a new world.

Contact with Europe opened new images of the world for the African elite and
presented them with products of a civilisation which as the centuries passed
became more technologically differentiated from their own. The slave trade
whetted their appetite for the products of a changing world. Sadly it was not only

tinpot rulers who were mesmerised by the glitters of western artefacts. An African
slave in Cuba in the nineteenth century recalled how his people were captivated by
the bright colour of European manufacturers. "It was the scarlet which did for the
Africans: both the kings and the rest surrendered without a struggle. When the
kings saw that the whites were taking out these scarlet handkerchiefs as if they
were waving, they told the blacks, "Go on then, go get a scarlet handkerchief" and
the blacks were so excited by the scarlet they ran down to the ships, like sheep and
there were captured.”

European traders saw the advantages of helping African kings and chiefs realise
their desire to acquire western culture, if not for themselves then for their
children. Hugh Crow, who commanded the last British slave ship to leave a British
port, wrote "It has always been the practice of merchants and commanders of
ships to Africa, to encourage the natives to send their children to England as it not
only conciliates their friendship, and softens their manner, but adds greatly to the
security of the traders." With their children in Europe, African chiefs were likely to
be more accommodating, knowing full well their offspring could be held as
ransom.

European powers also hoped that by entertaining African princes in Europe to win
the friendship of their fathers. By far the most important reason why African rulers
and traders participated in the slave trade was their desire for its material rewards
and the power it brought. They were obsessed with the variety of goods available
through the trade. Locally produced equivalents of some merchandise, like cloth
and jewellery, existed but greater satisfaction and prestige was got from having
imported varieties. The man with a warehouse full with goods from abroad was a
powerful figure in the community, able to buy favours and influence with hisill-
gotten wealth.

African traders resist abolition of obnoxious trade.

When Britain abolished the slave trade in 1807 it not only had to contend with
opposition from white slavers but also from African rulers who had become
accustomed to wealth gained from selling slaves or from taxes collected on slaves
passed through their domain.

African slave-trading classes were greatly distressed by the news that legislators
sitting in parliament in London had decided to end their source of livelihood. But
for as long as there was demand from the Americas for slaves, the lucrative
business continued.

English missionary and abolitionist Thomas Buxton wrote in 1840 that the best
way to suppress the slave trade was to offer Africa's slaving elites legitimate
business that would give them means to satisfy their hunger for Western goods.
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"The African has acquired a taste for the civilised world. They have become
essential to his. To say that the African, under present circumstances, shall not
deal in man, is to say he shall long in vain for his accustomed gratification." This
was the crux of the African condition.

The slave trade business continued in many parts of Africa for many decades after
the British abolished it. For as long as there was demand for slave labour in the
Americas, the supply was available. The British set up a naval blockade to stop
ships carrying slaves from West Africa, but it was not very effective in suppressing
the trade. Thousands of slave ships were detained during the decades the
blockade was in operation. One Lieutenant Patrick Forbes, a British naval officer,
estimated in 1849 that during a period of 26 years 103,000 slaves were
emancipated by the warships of the naval blockade while ships carrying 1,795,000
slaves managed to slip past the blockage and land their cargo in the Americas.

British efforts to suppress the trade made it even more profitable because the
price of slaves rose in the Americas. The numerous wars that plagued Yorubaland
for half a century following the fall of the Oyo empire was largely driven by
demand for slaves. Reverend Samuel Johnson wrote of the subjugation of
neighbouring Yoruba kingdoms by Ibadan war-chiefs in the 1850s: "Slave-raiding
now became a trade to many who would get rich speedily." It took the
intervention of British colonialism to impose peace in Yorubaland in 1893. Slave
trading for export ended in Nigeria and elsewhere in West Africa after slavery
ended in the Spanish colonies of Brazil and Cuba in 1880. A consequence of the
ending of the slave trade was the expansion of domestic slavery as African
businessmen replaced trade in human chattel with increased export of primary
commodities. Labour was needed to cultivate the new source of wealth for the
African elites.

What if the West not abolish slavery?

Had Europe not decided to end the slave trade and the New World ceased
demanding chattel labour, the transatlantic trade might still be rolling today. The
ending of the obnoxious business had nothing to do with events in Africa.

Rulers and traders there would have happily continued to sell humans for as long
as there was demand for them. One can only imagine how more determinedly
African merchants would have clung on to the business as goods offered by
European buyers became more attractive with changes in Western technology.

How many souls would African chiefs have been prepared to trade for a television
oracar?

It is a disturbing thought.

To highlight the role of the African elites in the slave trade is not to argue the
obvious that they were morally depraved like the Europeans who bought slaves
from them. It is to show that the corrupt leadership that undermines democracy
and economic development in African countries today has a long history. The
selfishness and disregard for the welfare of fellow humans manifest in the sacking
of national resources by modern African leaders also motivated the pillaging of the
human resources of the continent in times past.

A long history of corrupt African rulng classes.

Some African writers, seeking to maximise the culpability of Europe in the slave
trade, minimise the part played by African rulers and traders or explain it as the
result of white trickery. Such distortion of history may make the moral case against
European imperialism seem sharper, but it does nothing to aid the understanding
by Africans of a critical period of their history. African slavers acted out of their
own volition and for their self interest. They took advantage of the opportunity
provided by Europe to consume the products of its civilisation. The triangular slave
trade was a major part in the early stages of the emergence of the international
market. The role of slave-trading African ruling classes in this market is not
radically different from the position of the African elite in today's global economy.
They both traded the resources of their people for their own gratification and
prosperity. In the process they helped to weaken their nations and dim their
prospects for economic and social development.

The slave trade had a profound economic, social, cultural and psychological impact
on African societies and peoples. It did more to undermine African development
than the colonialism that followed it. Through the trade the continent lost a large
proportion of its young and able bodied population. Guyanese historian Walter
Rodney cites in his book 'How Europe Underdeveloped Africa' one estimate
showing that while Europe's population more than quadruped between 1650 and
1900, Africa's population rose only by 20 per cent during the same period. The loss
of work-force was not more serious than the damage to the social and economic
fabric of the society and the undermining of the confidence of Africans in their
historical evolution.

The transatlantic slave trade and slavery were major elements in the emergence of
capitalism in the West. As Karl Marx noted, they were as pivotal to western
industrialisation as the new machinery and financial systems. Slavery gave value to
the colonies in the New World which were crucial in the development of
international trade. Trinidadian historian Eric Williams showed in his well-
researched book Capitalism and Slavery, that the slave trade and slavery helped to
make England the workshop of the world. Profit from slave-worked colonies and
the slave trade were major sources of capital accumulation which helped finance
the industrial revolution. The transportation of slave transformed British seaport
areas into booming centres. One Englishman calling himself 'A Genuine "Dicky
Sam", had no doubt about the link between the slave trade and prosperity of
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seaport city of Liverpool. "Like the magical wand, the traffic worked wonders; once
poor, now rich; once ignoble, now great. Churches have been built and grand
legacies bequeathed to all sorts of charities."

Europeans built empires, Africans drunk gin.

While Europe invested profits from the trade in laying the foundation of a
powerful economic empire, African kings and traders were content with wearing
used caps and admiring themselves in worthless mirrors while swigging
adulterated brandy bought with the freedom of their kinsmen. Virtually all the
items imported during the nefarious business were for consumption or weapons
for waging wars. A slave ship's manifest published in 1665 listed items carried for
sale to Africans as old hats, caps, salt, swords, knives, axe-heads, hammers, belts,
sheepskin gloves, bracelets, iron jugs and even "cats to catch their mice." One
African trader calling himself Grandy King George was quite specific in his demand.
He wrote to a slave captain: "send me one lucking-glass, six foot long by six foot
wide." He also asked for an armchair, a gold mounted cane and a stool." The more
common imports were alcohol, guns and gunpowder , salt and textiles. The quality
of the items shipped to Africa was inferior - the spirits were adulterated and the
guns designed for the African market.

Africa's contemporary history may have been different had its rulers and traders
demanded capital goods for use in building the economy rather than trinkets and
booze. As it was, the slave trade arrested economic development in Africa. The
loss in human resources had dire consequences for labour dependent agricultural
economies. Any possibility that the internal dynamics of African society could have
led to the development of capitalism and industrialisation was blocked by the slave
trade. The few existing manufacturing activities were either destroyed or denied
conditions for growth. Cheap European textiles, for instance, undermined local
cloth production. Samuel Johnson wrote in the late nineteenth century about
Yorubaland: "Before the period of intercourse with Europeans, all articles made of
iron and steel, from weapons of war to pins and needles, were of home
manufacture; but the cheaper and more finished articles of European make,
especially cutlery, though less durable are fast displacing home-made wares." The
predominance of the slave trade prevented the emergence of business classes that
could have spearheaded the internal exploitation of the resources of their
societies. The slave trade drew African societies into the international economy
but as fodder for western economic development.

Africa devastated by slave trade wars.

Inter-communal wars waged to procure slaves were intensely destructive of
human lives.

Tens of thousands of people were slaughtered in a single skirmish.

The wars and rampant kidnappings fuelled hostility and suspicion between
communities. Distrust was a basic requirement for individual and communal
survival. The slave trade arrested and distorted the cultural development of
African societies. It affected the meaning people gave to the world and their place
within it. Increased uncertainty of life gave added force to superstitious beliefs and
customs. People sought salvation and protection from the spiritual world. They
paid homage to gods to safeguard themselves and their families from misfortune.
The psychological impact of the dehumanising trade was crippling. There was
constant anxiety caused by perpetual fear of being captured and herded away like
common animals to a place of no return. Some Africans believed that whites took
slaves to eat them.

Whites assert racial superiority.

It was during the slave trade and slavery that white people affirmed their
superiority over blacks. It is not difficult to understand why white traders who
bought black people for price of adulterated brandy and packed them onto slave
ships like cattle could consider themselves to be superior. Though most were
illiterate, crude and drunken, white slave traders were free men herding flocks of
human cattle. As the centuries passed Europeans became more and more scornful
of black people. By the nineteenth century various theories of black inferiority
were developed and used to justify the colonisation of Africa. During the slave
trade Africans came to believe themselves to be inferior. They lost confidence in
themselves, their culture and their ability to development. The late Afro-American
civil rights leader Martin Luther King's comment that few people realise the extent
that slavery had "scarred the soul and wounded the spirit of the black man," holds
true not only with respect to the descendants of the Africans who arrived in the
New World but also the descendants of those left behind. "The backwardness of
black Africa," said the late Senegalese president Leopold Senghor, "...has been
caused less by colonialism than by the Slave Trade."

Would the history of Africa have been turned out differently had it's leaders taken
the advice of eighteenth century French thinker Jean Jacques Rousseau. He said:
"If | were chief of one of the African peoples, | declare that | would have a gallows
set up at the frontier, on which | would hang, without mercy, the first European
who dared enter the country, and the first citizen who tried to leave it." Perhaps if
more African rulers had militarily resisted the design of the better armed
Europeans their peoples might have paid a bloody price, as did the Indians in the
Americas who fought to keep their lands and expel the white intruders. Before
Columbus arrived in Hispanoila in 1492, the native population of North America
was perhaps 40 million. By 1900, in the U.S. less than quarter of a million
remained, scattered among 1,500 remote reservations.

Africa's underdevelopment was not inevitable

Would Africans have suffered the same genocide had they tried to end the slave
trade? Unlikely. It is doubtful that the human cost of resistance would have been
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greater than the many millions of Africans killed in slave producing wars as well as
those eaten by sharks after being jettisoned during the Atlantic crossings. We
cannot know for certain. It seems more likely that Europe would have had to look
elsewhere for cheap labour. It was one thing for European nations to use military
might to protect their coastal trading posts and subdue disgruntled local chiefs, it
would have been an entirely different matter for them to penetrate the interior of
the continent and fight the hundreds of war that fed the slave trade.

The cost of such ventures would have made the price of slaves unattractive to the
plantation owners in the Americas. As the historian Philip Curtin noted " If the
prices of African-born slaves had not been competitive with those of labour from
other sources - native born or European - the slave trade could never have come
into existence, no matter what the epidemiological consequences of movement
across the Atlantic."

Had cheap Africans not been available to work the land and mines of the 'New
World', white planters and landowners would have sought other sources of cheap
labour. They would have made more use of the native population and also turned
more to Europe for labour. In the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries large
numbers of poor whites were shipped to the 'New World', most involuntarily, to
work on plantations, mines and as servants. Some poor whites kidnapped on
European streets were sold in the West Indies much in the same way as Africans
were. Indentured servants, convicts and deportees from Europe were often
treated not much better than black slaves. But as the transatlantic slave trade
boomed, the number of whites in forced labour decreased. It was because of the
relative cheapness of African slave labour, and therefore the plantation owners'
preference for them, that the trade in white labour ended. This gave rise to what
Afro-American writer William DuBois described as the replacement of "a caste of
condition by a caste of race." Had the costs of black slaves been much dearer,
Europe might have become a major source of unfree labour.

Tunde Obadina is director of Africa Business Information Services
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African Chiefs Urged To Apologise For
Slave Trade

"We cannot continue to blame the white men, as Africans, particularly the
traditional rulers, are not blameless."

From https://www.theguardian.com

African chiefs urged to apologise for slave trade

Nigerian civil rights group says tribal leaders' ancestors sold people to slavers and
should say sorry like US and Britain.

Traditional African rulers whose ancestors collaborated with European and Arab
slave traders should follow Britain and the United States by publicly saying sorry,
according to human rights organisations.

The Civil Rights Congress of Nigeria has written to tribal chiefs saying: "We cannot
continue to blame the white men, as Africans, particularly the traditional rulers,
are not blameless."

The appeal has reopened a sensitive debate over the part some chiefs played in
helping to capture their fellow Africans and sell them into bondage as part of the
transatlantic slave trade. The congress argued that the ancestors of the chiefs had
helped to raid and kidnap defenceless communities and traded them to
Europeans.

They should now apologise to "put a final seal to the history of slave trade", it
said. "In view of the fact that the Americans and Europe have accepted the cruelty
of their roles and have forcefully apologised, it would be logical, reasonable and
humbling if African traditional rulers ... [can] accept blame and formally apologise
to the descendants of the victims of their collaborative and exploitative slave
trade."

Estimates vary that between 10 million and 28 million Africans were sent to the
Americas and sold into slavery between 1450 and the early 19th century. More
than a million are believed to have died in transit across the so-called "middle
passage" of the Atlantic due to inhumane conditions aboard slave ships and the
brutal crushing of any resistance. Three years ago Tony Blair described Britain's
participation as a "crime against humanity" and expressed his "deep sorrow". The
US Senate voted for an apology this year.

Shehu Sani, head of the congress, said it was calling for traditional rulers to
apologise now because they were seeking inclusion in a forthcoming constitutional
amendment in Nigeria. "We felt that for them to have the moral standing to be
part of our constitutional arrangement there are some historical issues for them to
address," he told the BBC World Service. "One part of which is the involvement of
their institutions in the slave trade." He said that on behalf of the buyers of slaves,
the ancestors of the traditional rulers "raided communities and kidnapped people,

shipping them away across the Sahara or across the Atlantic".
Many slaves captured inland in Africa died on the long journey to the coast.

The position was endorsed by Henry Bonsu, a British-born broadcaster of
Ghanaian descent who examined the issue in Ghana for a radio documentary. He
said some chiefs had accepted responsibility and sought atonement by visiting
Liverpool and the United States. "l interviewed a chief who acknowledged there
was collaboration and that without that involvement we wouldn't have seen
human trafficking on an industrial scale," said Bonsu, the co-founder of digital
station Colourful Radio. "An apology in Nigeria might be helpful because the chiefs
did some terrible things and abetted a major crime."

The non-government organisation Africa Human Right Heritage, based in Accra,
Ghana, supports the campaign for an apology. Baffour Anning, its chief executive,
said: "l certainly agree with the Nigeria Civil Rights Congress that the traditional
leaders should render an apology for their role in the inhuman slavery
administration." He said it would accord with the UN's position on human rights.
But the issue was not a high priority for most African citizens, according to Bonsu.
"In my experience it's mainly the African diaspora who want an apology. People
aren't milling around Lagos or Accra moaning about why chiefs don't apologise.
They are more concerned about the everyday and why they still have bad
governance."

Fred Swaniker, the founder of the African Leadership Academy, said: "I'm not sure
whether an apology is needed, but it would be worth looking at and
acknowledging the role Africa did play in the slave trade. Someone had to find the
slaves and bring them before the Europeans.”

The shameful history of some traditional leaders remains an awkward subject on
which many politicians prefer to maintain silence. One exception was in 1998
when Yoweri Museveni, the president of Uganda, told an audience including Bill
Clinton: "African chiefs were the ones waging war on each other and capturing
their own people and selling them. If anyone should apologise it should be the
African chiefs. We still have those traitors here even today."
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European Imperialism Ended Slavery
Worldwide

The resistance put up by Africans, Asians and Arabs was monumental in defense
of slavery, and lasted for more than a century.

From http://homepage.eircom.net/~odyssey

"The widespread revulsion which the hideous institution of slavery inspires today
was largely confined to Western civilisation a century ago, and a century before
that was largely confined to a portion of British society.

No one seems interested in the epic story of how this curse that covered the globe
and endured for thousands of years was finally gotten rid of by the West - not only
in Western societies but in other societies conquered, controlled, or pressured by
the West.

The resistance put up by Africans, Asians and Arabs was monumental in defense of
slavery, and lasted for more than a century. Only the overwhelming military power
of the West enabled it to prevail on this issue, and only the moral outrage of
Western peoples kept their government's feet to the fire politically to maintain the
pressure against slavery around the world.

Of course, this is not the kind of story that appeals to the multiculturalists. If it had
been the other way around - if Asian or African imperialists had stamped out
slavery in Europe - it would still be celebrated, in story and song, on campuses
across America."

- Thomas Sowell, "Multicultural instruction”

"Whenever | hear anyone arguing for slavery, | feel a strong impulse to see it tried
on him personally."

- Abraham Lincoln

"In Africa down to the 1930's, the various tribes continued to raid one another to
capture slaves both for domestic use and to sell to outsiders. Moreover, in spite of
the picture presented in Alex Haley's Roots, white slave traders almost never
entered the interior in pursuit of prey but rather purchased their cargo from
Africans at the ocean front; coastal Africans would not allow Europeans either into
or through their own countries... .... some scholars claimed that slavery in Africa
was a response to the international slave trade, but it is now obvious that (Black)
slavery was an old domestic institution that was adapted for supplying the

international market when it developed."
- Richard Hellie, "Slavery in Russia 1450-1725"

"Among the Tuareg of the southern Sahara, during the 19th century 70-90% of the
population were probably slaves. In the Sahel and the savannah, half the
population might be slaves, while in the forests the figure could be as low as 10 to
20 percent. Professor Oliver in "The African Experience" argues that the European
and American demand for slaves may not have increased the supply. White slave
traders almost never ventured into the interior and were dependent on a varying
supply over which they had no control. They followed the flow of captives rather
than create it, shifting their bases up and down the coast according to where tribal
wars were producing the most slaves. Africa clung to slavery long after it was
abolished elsewhere. Between the world wars, Liberia, founded by freed American
slaves, was censured by the League of Nations for practising slavery."

- Thomas Jackson, 1992, American Renaissance 3, x.

Thomas Sowell in "Race and Culture" notes that, historically speaking, it was not
only blacks who bore the burden of slavery. Millions of people - Europeans,
Africans and Asians - have suffered the indignity of involuntary servitude. The very
word "slave", he notes, is a close etymological relative of the word "Slav", and
came to be used because the Slavic peoples were once a favorite prey of slave
traders. To contend, therefore, that some of the uglier social difficulties
commonplace within the black community are a "legacy of slavery" is unequivocal
rubbish, in Sowell's view.

As he points out, before 1950, and going back over 100 years to the era of slavery,
most black children were reared in two-parent homes. Black social problems are a
legacy of the welfare state, Sowell asserts, not of events in past centuries and
certainly not of "racism".

- James Thornton, 1995, New American 11, i.

Was slavery a racist institution? No. Slavery was practised for thousands of years in
virtually all societies: in China, India, Europe, the Arab world, sub-Saharan Africa,
and the Americas. In the United States, slave-holding was not confined to whites:
American Indians and free blacks owned thousands of slaves. Thus slavery is
neither distinctively Western nor racist. What is uniquely Western is the abolition
of slavery.

- Dinesh D'Souza, "The End of Racism"

Slavery was an ugly, dirty business but people of virtually every race, color, and
creed engaged in it on every inhabited continent. And the people they enslaved
were also of virtually every race, color, and creed... a million Europeans were
enslaved by North Africans between 1500 and 1800. Europeans enslaved other
Europeans for centuries before the drying up of that supply led them to turn to
Africa as a source of slaves for the Western Hemisphere.

- Thomas Sowell

On the issue of slavery, it was essentially Western civilization against the world.
What was peculiar about the West was not that it participated in the worldwide
evil of slavery, but that it later abolished that evil... it was essentially European
imperialism which ended slavery.
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- Thomas Sowell, "Black Rednecks and White Liberals"

African kings were glad to provide a steady flow of men, women and children, who
they said were criminals or prisoners of war doomed for execution. Many were
not, but this did not prevent partisans of the trade from posing as philanthropists
who were rescuing the Africans from death and offering them a better and, of
course, more productive life. An African chief, dismayed by the news that the slave
trade was on the verge of abolition, insisted that his "oracle and priests" had told
him that their god wholeheartedly approved of it. The Christian and Muslim gods
agreed, or so their clerics proclaimed.

- Lawrence James, reviewing Hugh Thomas' "The Slave Trade"

The vogue of repudiating black family names that supposedly were given by
slaveowners in times past is another reflection of the widespread ignorance of
history among Americans in general, as a result of our dumbed-down education.
Slaves were not only not given family names, they were forbidden to have family
names.

Slaveowners in the American antebellum South were especially opposed to slaves
having family names because such names emphasized family ties - and the only
legally recognized tie of a slave was to his owner, who could sell him miles away
from his kin. The slaves themselves, however, used family names to create a sense
of family, though they were careful not to use these names around whites.

- Thomas Sowell, "Naming Names"

It was Al Gore who, in an election campaign attack on Bush's alleged judicial
preferences, repeated the libel claiming that the framers of the Constitution
regarded a black person as 'three-fifths of a human being'. This is one of the most
widely believed myths in black America today. In fact, it was not 'blacks' as such,
who were so designated but slaves, there were thousands of free blacks, and it
was the anti-slavery Framers who insisted on the three-fifths figure in order to
diminish the electoral power of the slave South.

- David Horowitz, "Bush's Political Lynching", Salon.Com

"If great improvements are seldom to be expected from great proprietors, they are
least of all to be expected when they employ slaves for their workmen. The
experience of all ages and nations, | believe, demonstrates 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 interest but to
eat as much, and to labour as little as possible. Whatever work he does beyond
what is sufficient to purchase his own maintenance can be squeezed out of him by
violence only... the pride of man makes him love to domineer, and nothing
mortifies him so much as to be obliged to condescend to persuade his inferiors.
Wherever the law allows it, and the nature of the work can afford it, therefore, he
will generally prefer the service of slaves to that of freemen."

- Adam Smith, "The Wealth of Nations" (1776)

The anti-slavery movement was spearheaded by people who would today be
called "the religious right" and its organization was created by conservative
businessmen. Moreover, what destroyed slavery in the non-Western world was
Western imperialism. Nothing could be more jolting and discordant with the vision
of today's intellectuals than the fact that it was businessmen, devout religious
leaders and Western imperialists who together destroyed slavery around the
world. And if it doesn't fit their vision, it is the same to them as if it never
happened.

- Thomas Sowell

Since the 1960s, it has been fashionable in some quarters to take cheap shots at
Lincoln, asking such questions as "Why didn't he free all the slaves?" "Why did he
wait so long?" "How come the Emancipation Proclamation didn't just come right
out and say that slavery was wrong?"

People who indulge themselves in this kind of self-righteous carping act as if
Lincoln was someone who could do whatever he damn well pleased, without
regard to the law, the Congress, or the Supreme Court. Just one fact should give
pause to Lincoln's critics today: When Lincoln sat down to write the Emancipation
Proclamation, the Supreme Court was still headed by Chief Justice Roger Taney,
who had issued the infamous Dred Scott decision, saying a black man had no rights
which a white man needed to respect. This was a Supreme Court that would not
have hesitated to declare the freeing of slaves unconstitutional — and Lincoln
knew it. There would have been no point in issuing an Emancipation Proclamation
that didn't actually emancipate anybody. Ringing rhetoric about the wrongness of
slavery would not have gotten the Emancipation Proclamation past Taney and his
Supreme Court. Since Lincoln's purpose was to free millions of human beings, not
leave some rhetoric to be preserved in the anthologies, he wrote the
Emancipation Proclamation in dry legalistic terms that disappointed thoughtless
critics in his time and ours, but got it past the Supreme Court. Nothing in the
Constitution gave a President the authority to free slaves. The only thing Lincoln
could use to make his actions legal was his authority as commander-in-chief in
wartime. But that meant that he could only free the slaves in territory controlled
by enemy forces. Lincoln was out on a limb, both politically and legally. He could
have been impeached. At a minimum, he expected to lose the next election and
was surprised when he didn't. But today we see the spectacle of pygmies sniping
at this giant. As for the other slaves not covered by the Emancipation
Proclamation, Lincoln worked behind the scenes to try to get slave-holding border
states to emancipate them by state actions that would be beyond the jurisdiction
of the U.S. Supreme Court.

- Thomas Sowell, "Trashing Our History: Lincoln"

# WHITE SLAVERY

Julius Caesar enslaved as many as one million Whites from Gaul. From the eighth
to the eleventh century France was a major transfer point for White slaves to the
Muslim world, with Rouen being the center for the selling of Irish and Flemish
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slaves. At the same time Venetians were selling slaves and timber across the
Mediterranean. The slaves were usually Slavs brought across the Alps. From 1609
until the early 1800's, between one half and two thirds of all the White colonists
who came to the New World came as slaves. Of the passengers on the Mayflower,
twelve were White slaves. White slaves cleared the forests, drained the swamps,
built the roads. They worked and died in greater numbers than anyone else.

In Barbados by the 1640's there were an estimated 25,000 slaves, of whom 21,700
were White. Cromwell's conquest of Ireland in the middle of the seventeenth
century made slaves as well as subjects of the Irish people. Over a hundred
thousand men, women and children were seized by the English troops and shipped
to the West Indies, where they were sold into slavery. In the British West Indies the
torture visited upon White slaves by their masters was routine. Masters hung
White slaves by their hands and set their hands afire as a means of punishment.

To end this barbarity, Colonel William Brayne wrote to English authorities in 1656
urging the importation of negro slaves on the grounds that, "as the planters would
have to pay much for them, they would have an interest in preserving their lives,
which was wanting in the case of whites.", many of whom, he charged, were killed
by overwork and cruel treatment. Ten thousand Whites were kidnapped from
England in the year 1670 alone.

- M.A. Hoffman, "They Were White and They Were Slaves"

"Hope, the best comfort of our imperfect condition, was not denied to the Roman
slave; and if he had any opportunity of rendering himself either useful or
agreeable, he might very naturally expect that the diligence and fidelity of a few
years would be rewarded with the inestimable gift of freedom."

- Edward Gibbon, "The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire", 1776.

# APOLOGIES

An apology for slavery on behalf of the American nation presumes that whites
today, who predominantly oppose racism, and never owned slaves, and who bear
no personal responsibility for slavery, still bear a collective responsibility-a guilt
they bear simply by belonging to the same race as the slave-holders of the Old
South. Such an apology promotes the very idea at the root of slavery: racial
collectivism.

Those who owned slaves were certainly guilty of a grave injustice. But by what
standards can other whites (many of whom are not even descendants of the slave-
holders) be held responsible for their ideas and actions? The only justification for
such an approach is the idea that each member of the race can be blamed for the
actions of every other member, that we are all just interchangeable cells of the
racial collective.

The ultimate result of this approach is not racial harmony or a color-blind society,
but racial warfare. Under the premise of racial collectivism, an injustice committed
against any member of your racial group entitles you to retaliate against any

member of the perpetrator's racial group.

The only alternative to this kind of racial balkanization is to reject the notion of
racial collectivism altogether and embrace the opposite principle: individualism.
People should be judged based on their choices, ideas, and actions as individuals,
not as "representatives" of a racial group. They should be rewarded based on their
own merits-and they must not be forced to pay, or to apologize, for crimes
committed by others, merely because those others have the same skin color.
Americans, both black and white, should reject the notion of a collective guilt for
slavery. They should uphold the ideal of a color-blind society, based on
individualism, as the real answer to racism.

- Robert W. Tracinski, "Apology for Slavery Will Perpetuate Racism"

What no one in their delegations (to the Durban Racism Conference" will say is this
- that the West has nothing to apologize or pay for, least of all Britain. London
abolished slavery in the British Isles in 1772 and within the Empire in 1833, in the
teeth of fierce opposition from Arab and West African traders. If one had to single
out one institution that did more to end the trade in human beings than any other,
it would be the Royal Navy, whose ships enforced the ban at great risk to
themselves. Yet the reflexive shame in their inheritance is such that no British, or
Canadian, delegate in Durban would dream of standing up for the historical record.

- Mark Steyn, "The World Conference Against Whitey"

"Think about it: we went into slavery pagans; we came out Christians. We went
into slavery pieces of property; we came out American citizens. We went into
slavery with chains clanking about our wrists; we came out with the American
ballot in our hands. Notwithstanding the cruelty and moral wrong of slavery, we
are in a stronger and more hopeful condition, materially, intellectually, morally and
religiously, than is true of an equal number of black people in any other portion of
the globe."

- Booker T. Washington, "Selected Speeches" (1932)

"My ancestors who lived and died in slavery are dead. The white men who profited
by their labor and lives are dead also. | have no personal memory of those times
and no responsibility for them. Neither has the grandson of the man who held my
folks... I have no intention of wasting my time beating on old graves. | do not
belong to the sobbing school of Negroes who hold that nature somehow has given
them a low down dirty deal and whose feelings are all hurt about it... Slavery is the
price | paid for civilization, and that is worth all that | have paid through my
ancestors for it.

- Zora Neale Hurston

In the nineteenth century, when France and Britain outlawed slavery in their
territories, African chiefs who had grown fat on the slave trade sent protest
delegations to Paris and London. As Dinesh D'Souza in "The End of Racism"
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explains, Africans never developed a principled opposition to slavery; they
denounced it when they were slaves but practised it happily when they could.
Slavery can still be found in Africa. In America too, by 1830, some 3,500 free blacks
in the South owned approximately 10,000 slaves.

D'Souza finds that in North America "slaves were, in material terms of diet, health
and shelter, slightly better off than northern industrial workers, and far better off
than workers in much of Europe." As he points out, "no free workers enjoyed a
comparable social security system from birth until death." Moreover, life
expectancy for slaves was only slightly lower than that of their owners. When slave
owners had really dangerous work to do, they hired Irish navvies rather than risk
their valuable property." On balance, says Mr D'Souza, whites owe blacks nothing
on account of slavery.

- Thomas Jackson, 1995, American Renaissance, Xi.

"In Brazil slavery was never as widespread as in the United States, and race
relations are consistently described as better than they are in the US, yet the
disparity between black and white incomes is greater in Brazil than in the US. Cuba
also has a mixed population and is famous for its aggressive, socialist
egalitarianism. Though Cuban officials are embarrassed by this and try to keep it a
secret, blacks are invariably at the bottom of society.

The Caribbean nation of Haiti presents an interesting parallel to the failures of
black Africans. Its six million inhabitants are all black, the descendants of slaves.
Haiti has essentially been governed by blacks ever since the slave insurrection of
1791, in which nearly all whites were killed. Thus it has a history of independence
and black rule that is much longer than that of African nations. Despite such
different histories, Haiti is practically indistinguishable from Africa in terms of GNP
per caput, infant mortality rates, average educational level, and all the other
indices of modernization. Its governments have been the corrupt shambles that is
typical of Africa. If Haiti were dragged across the Atlantic Ocean and attached to
the coast of Africa, it would seem perfectly at home."
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Dixies Censored Subject: Black Slave
Owners

Dixie's censored subject: Black Slave Owners By Robert M. Grooms

From http://americancivilwar.com/authors/black slaveowners.htm

In an 1856 letter to his wife Mary Custis Lee, Robert E. Lee called slavery "a moral
and political evil." Yet he concluded that black slaves were immeasurably better off
here than in Africa, morally, socially and physically.

The fact is large numbers of free Negroes owned black slaves; in fact, in numbers
disproportionate to their representation in society at large. In 1860 only a small
minority of whites owned slaves. According to the U.S. census report for that last
year before the Civil War, there were nearly 27 million whites in the country. Some
eight million of them lived in the slaveholding states.

The census also determined that there were fewer than 385,000 individuals who
owned slaves (1). Even if all slaveholders had been white, that would amount to
only 1.4 percent of whites in the country (or 4.8 percent of southern whites
owning one or more slaves).

In the rare instances when the ownership of slaves by free Negroes is
acknowledged in the history books, justification centers on the claim that black
slave masters were simply individuals who purchased the freedom of a spouse or
child from a white slaveholder and had been unable to legally manumit them.
Although this did indeed happen at times, it is a misrepresentation of the majority
of instances, one which is debunked by records of the period on blacks who owned
slaves. These include individuals such as Justus Angel and Mistress L. Horry, of
Colleton District, South Carolina, who each owned 84 slaves in 1830. In fact, in
1830 a fourth of the free Negro slave masters in South Carolina owned 10 or more
slaves; eight owning 30 or more (2). According to federal census reports, on June
1, 1860 there were nearly 4.5 million Negroes in the United States, with fewer
than four million of them living in the southern slaveholding states. Of the blacks
residing in the South, 261,988 were not slaves. Of this number, 10,689 lived in
New Orleans. The country's leading African American historian, Duke University
professor John Hope Franklin, records that in New Orleans over 3,000 free Negroes
owned slaves, or 28 percent of the free Negroes in that city.

To return to the census figures quoted above, this 28 percent is certainly
impressive when compared to less than 1.4 percent of all American whites and
less than 4.8 percent of southern whites. The statistics show that, when free,
blacks disproportionately became slave masters. The majority of slaveholders,
white and black, owned only one to five slaves. More often than not, and contrary
to a century and a half of bullwhips-on-tortured-backs propaganda, black and
white masters worked and ate alongside their charges; be it in house, field or
workshop. The few individuals who owned 50 or more slaves were confined to the
top one percent, and have been defined as slave magnates.

In 1860 there were at least six Negroes in Louisiana who owned 65 or more slaves
The largest number, 152 slaves, were owned by the widow C. Richards and her son
P.C. Richards, who owned a large sugar cane plantation. Another Negro slave
magnate in Louisiana, with over 100 slaves, was Antoine Dubuclet, a sugar planter
whose estate was valued at (in 1860 dollars) $264,000 (3). That year, the mean
wealth of southern white men was $3,978 (4).

In Charleston, South Carolina in 1860 125 free Negroes owned slaves; six of them
owning 10 or more. Of the $1.5 million in taxable property owned by free Negroes
in Charleston, more than $300,000 represented slave holdings (5). In North
Carolina 69 free Negroes were slave owners (6).

In 1860 William Ellison was South Carolina's largest Negro slaveowner. In Black
Masters. A Free Family of Color in the Old South, authors Michael P. Johnson and
James L. Roak write a sympathetic account of Ellison's life. From Ellison's birth as a
slave to his death at 71, the authors attempt to provide justification, based on
their own speculation, as to why a former slave would become a magnate slave
master.

At birth he was given the name April. Acommon practice among slaves of the
period was to name a child after the day or month of his or her birth. Between
1800 and 1802 April was purchased by a white slave-owner named William Ellison.
Apprenticed at 12, he was taught the trades of carpentry, blacksmithing and
machining, as well as how to read, write, cipher and do basic bookkeeping.

On June 8, 1816, William Ellison appeared before a magistrate (with five local
freeholders as supporting witnesses) to gain permission to free April, now 26 years
of age. In 1800 the South Carolina legislature had set out in detail the procedures
for manumission. To end the practice of freeing unruly slaves of "bad or depraved"
character and those who "from age or infirmity" were incapacitated, the state
required that an owner testify under oath to the good character of the slave he
sought to free. Also required was evidence of the slave's "ability to gain a
livelihood in an honest way."

Although lawmakers of the time could not envision the incredibly vast public
welfare structures of a later age, these stipulations became law in order to prevent
slaveholders from freeing individuals who would become a burden on the general
public.

Interestingly, considering today's accounts of life under slavery, authors Johnson
and Roak report instances where free Negroes petitioned to be allowed to become
slaves; this because they were unable to support themselves.

Black Confederates and Afro-Yankees in Civil War Virginia (University Press of
Virginia-1995) was written by Ervin L. Jordan Jr., an African-American and assistant
professor and associate curator of the Special Collections Department, University
of Virginia library. He wrote: "One of the more curious aspects of the free black
existence in Virginia was their ownership of slaves. Black slave masters owned
members of their family and freed them in their wills. Free blacks were
encouraged to sell themselves into slavery and had the right to choose their owner
through a lengthy court procedure.”

In 1816, shortly after his manumission, April moved to Stateburg. Initially he hired
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slave workers from local owners. When in 1817 he built a gin for Judge Thomas
Watries, he credited the judge nine dollars "for hire of carpenter George for 12
days." By 1820 he had purchased two adult males to work in his shop (7). In fewer
than four years after being freed, April demonstrated that he had no problem
perpetuating an institution he had been released from. He also achieved greater
monetary success than most white people of the period.

On June 20, 1820, April appeared in the Sumter District courthouse in Sumterville.
Described in court papers submitted by his attorney as a "freed yellow man of
about 29 years of age," he requested a name change because it "would yet greatly
advance his interest as a tradesman." A new name would also "save him and his
children from degradation and contempt which the minds of some do and will
attach to the name April." Because "of the kindness" of his former master and as a
"Mark of gratitude and respect for him" April asked that his name be changed to
William Ellison. His request was granted.

In time the black Ellison family joined the predominantly white Episcopalian
church. On August 6, 1824 he was allowed to put a family bench on the first floor,
among those of the wealthy white families. Other blacks, free and slave, and poor
whites sat in the balcony. Another wealthy Negro family would later join the first
floor worshippers.

Between 1822 and the mid-1840s, Ellison gradually built a small empire, acquiring
slaves in increasing numbers. He became one of South Carolina's major cotton gin
manufacturers, selling his machines as far away as Mississippi. From February 1817
until the War Between the States commenced, his business advertisements
appeared regularly in newspapers across the state. These included the Camden
Gazette, the Sumter Southern Whig and the Black River Watchman.

Ellison was so successful, due to his utilization of cheap slave labor, that many
white competitors went out of business. Such situations discredit impressions that
whites dealt only with other whites. Where money was involved, it was apparent
that neither Ellison's race or former status were considerations.

In his book, Ervin L. Jordan Jr. writes that, as the great conflagration of 1861-1865
approached: "Free Afro-Virginians were a nascent black middle class under siege,
but several acquired property before and during the war. Approximately 169 free
blacks owned 145,976 acres in the counties of Amelia, Amherst, Isle of Wight,
Nansemond, Prince William and Surry, averaging 870 acres each. Twenty-rune
Petersburg blacks each owned property worth $1,000 and continued to purchase
more despite the war."

Jordan offers an example: "Gilbert Hunt, a Richmond ex-slave blacksmith, owned
two slaves, a house valued at $1,376, and $500 in other properties at his death in
1863." Jordan wrote that "some free black residents of Hampton and Norfolk
owned property of considerable value; 17 black Hamptonians possessed property
worth a total of $15,000. Thirty-six black men paid taxes as heads of families in

Elizabeth City County and were employed as blacksmiths, bricklayers, fishermen,
oystermen and day laborers. In three Norfolk County parishes 160 blacks owned a
total of $41,158 in real estate and personal property.

The general practice of the period was that plantation owners would buy seed and
equip™~ ment on credit and settle their outstanding accounts when the annual
cotton crop was sold. Ellison, like all free Negroes, could resort to the courts for
enforcement of the terms of contract agreements. Several times Ellison
successfully sued white men for money owed him.

In 1838 Ellison purchased on time 54.5 acres adjoining his original acreage from
one Stephen D. Miller. He moved into a large home on the property. What made
the acquisition notable was that Miller had served in the South Carolina
legislature, both in the U.S. House of Representatives and the Senate, and while a
resident of Stateburg had been governor of the state. Ellison's next door neighbor
was Dr. WW. Anderson, master of "Borough House, a magnificent 18th Century
mansion. Anderson's son would win fame in the War Between the States as
General "Fighting Dick" Anderson.

By 1847 Ellison owned over 350 acres, and more than 900 by 1860. He raised
mostly cotton, with a small acreage set aside for cultivating foodstuffs to feed his
family and slaves. In 1840 he owned 30 slaves, and by 1860 he owned 63. His sons,
who lived in homes on the property, owned an additional nine slaves. They were
trained as gin makers by their father (8). They had spent time in Canada, where
many wealthy American Negroes of the period sent their children for advanced
formal education. Ellison's sons and daughters married mulattos from Charleston,
bringing them to the Ellison plantation to live.

In 1860 Ellison greatly underestimated his worth to tax assessors at $65,000. Even
using this falsely stated figure, this man who had been a slave 44 years earlier had
achieved great financial success. His wealth outdistanced 90 percent of his white
neighbors in Sumter District. In the entire state, only five percent owned as much
real estate as Ellison. His wealth was 15 times greater than that of the state's
average for whites. And Ellison owned more slaves than 99 percent of the South's
slaveholders.

Although a successful businessman and cotton farmer, Ellison's major source of
income derived from being a "slave breeder." Slave breeding was looked upon with
disgust throughout the South, and the laws of most southern states forbade the
sale of slaves under the age of 12. In several states it was illegal to sell inherited
slaves (9). Nevertheless, in 1840 Ellison secretly began slave breeding.

While there was subsequent investment return in raising and keeping young
males, females were not productive workers in his factory or his cotton fields. As a
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result, except for a few females he raised to become "breeders," Ellison sold the
female and many of the male children born to his female slaves at an average price
of S400. Ellison had a reputation as a harsh master. His slaves were said to be the
district's worst fed and clothed. On his property was located a small, windowless
building where he would chain his problem slaves.

As with the slaves of his white counterparts, occasionally Ellison's slaves ran away.
The historians of Sumter District reported that from time to time Ellison advertised
for the return of his runaways. On at least one occasion Ellison hired the services
of a slave catcher. According to an account by Robert N. Andrews, a white man
who had purchased a small hotel in Stateburg in the 1820s, Ellison hired him to
run down "a valuable slave. Andrews caught the slave in Belleville, Virginia. He
stated: "l was paid on returning home $77.50 and $74 for expenses.

William Ellison died December 5, 1861. His will stated that his estate should pass
into the joint hands of his free daughter and his two surviving sons. He
bequeathed S500 to the slave daughter he had sold.

Following in their father's footsteps, the Ellison family actively supported the
Confederacy throughout the war. They converted nearly their entire plantation to
the production of corn, fodder, bacon, corn shucks and cotton for the Confederate
armies. They paid $5,000 in taxes during the war. They also invested more than
$9,000 in Confederate bonds, treasury notes and certificates in addition to the
Confederate currency they held. At the end, all this valuable paper became
worthless.

The younger Ellisons contributed more than farm produce, labor and money to the
Confederate cause. On March 27, 1863 John Wilson Buckner, William Ellison's
oldest grandson, enlisted in the 1st South Carolina Artillery. Buckner served in the
company of Captains P.P. Galliard and A.H. Boykin, local white men who knew that
Buckner was a Negro. Although it was illegal at the time for a Negro to formally
join the Confederate forces, the Ellison family's prestige nullified the law in the
minds of Buckner's comrades. Buckner was wounded in action on July 12, 1863. At
his funeral in Stateburg in August, 1895 he was praised by his former Confederate
officers as being a "faithful soldier."

Following the war the Ellison family fortune quickly dwindled. But many former
Negro slave magnates quickly took advantage of circumstances and benefited by
virtue of their race. For example Antoine Dubuclet, the previously mentioned New
Orleans plantation owner who held more than 100 slaves, became Louisiana state
treasurer during Reconstruction, a post he held from 1868 to 1877 (10).

A truer picture of the Old South, one never presented by the nation's mind
molders, emerges from this account. The American South had been undergoing

structural evolutionary changes far, far greater than generations of Americans have
been led to believe. In time, within a relatively short time, the obsolete and
economically nonviable institution of slavery would have disappeared. The nation
would have been spared awesome traumas from which it would never fully
recover.
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Slavery: The African Connection. Coast
of Africa 1788

But the extreme care taken by the black traders to prevent the Europeans from
gaining any intelligence of their modes of proceeding.

From http://www.eyewitnesstohistory.com

The labor-intensive agriculture of the New World demanded a large workforce.
Crops such as sugar cane, tobacco and cotton required an unlimited and
inexpensive supply of strong backs to assure timely production for the European
market. Slaves from Africa offered the solution.

The slave trade between Western Africa and the America's reached its peak in the
mid-18th century when it is estimated that over 80,000 Africans annually crossed
the Atlantic to spend the rest of their lives in chains. Of those who survived the
voyage, the final destination of approximately 40% was the Caribbean Islands.
Thirty-eight percent ended up in Brazil, 17% in Spanish America and 6% in the
United States.

It was a lucrative business. A slave purchased on the African coast for the
equivalent of 14 English pounds in bartered goods in 1760 could sell for 45 pounds
in the American market.

A slave's journey to a life of servitude often began in the interior of Africa with his
or her capture as a prize of war, as tribute given by a weak tribal state to a more
powerful one, or by outright kidnapping by local traders. European slave traders
rarely ventured beyond Africa's coastal regions. The African interior was riddled
with disease, the natives were often hostile and the land uncharted. The
Europeans preferred to stay in the coastal region and have the natives bring the
slaves to them.

"Most of the Negroes shipped off from the coast of Africa are kidnapped."

Dr. Alexander Falconbridge served as the surgeon aboard a number of slave ships
that plied their trade between the West African coast and the Caribbean in the late
1700s. He described his experiences in a popular book published in 1788. He
became active in the Anti-Slavery Society and was appointed Governor of a colony
established for freed slaves on the coast of modern-day Sierra Leone. His service
was brief as he died in 1788 shortly after his appointment. We join his story as he
describes the process through which the native African looses his freedom:

"There is great reason to believe, that most of the Negroes shipped off from the
coast of Africa, are kidnapped. But the extreme care taken by the black traders to
prevent the Europeans from gaining any intelligence of their modes of proceeding;
the great distance inland from whence the Negroes are brought; and our
ignorance of their language (with which, very frequently, the black traders
themselves are equally unacquainted), prevent our obtaining such information on
this head as we could wish. | have, however, by means of occasional inquiries,
made through interpreters, procured some intelligence relative to the point. . ..
From these | shall select the following striking instances: While | was in employ on
board one of the slave ships, a Negro informed me that being one evening invited
to drink with some of the black traders, upon his going away, they attempted to
seize him. As he was very active, he evaded their design, and got out of their
hands. He was, however, prevented from effecting his escape by a large dog, which
laid hold of him, and compelled him to submit. These creatures are kept by many
of the traders for that purpose; and being trained to the inhuman sport, they
appear to be much pleased with it.

| was likewise told by a Negro woman that as she was on her return home, one
evening, from some neighbors, to whom she had been making a visit by invitation,
she was kidnapped; and, notwithstanding she was big with child, sold for a slave.
This transaction happened a considerable way up the country, and she had passed
through the hands of several purchasers before she reached the ship.

A man and his son, according to their own information, were seized by professed
kidnappers, while they were planting yams, and sold for slaves. This likewise
happened in the interior parts of the country, and after passing through several
hands, they were purchased for the ship to which | belonged. It frequently
happens that those who kidnap others are themselves, in their turns, seized and
sold.

... During my stay on the coast of Africa, | was an eye-witness of the following
transaction: a black trader invited a Negro, who resided a little way up the country,
to come and see him. After the entertainment was over, the trader proposed to his
guest, to treat him with a sight of one of the ships lying in the river. The
unsuspicious countryman readily consented, and accompanied the trader in a
canoe to the side of the ship, which he viewed with pleasure and astonishment.
While he was thus employed, some black traders on board, who appeared to be in
the secret, leaped into the canoe, seized the unfortunate man, and dragging him
into the ship, immediately sold him.

The preparations made at Bonny by the black traders, upon setting out for the fairs
which are held up the country, are very considerable. From twenty to thirty
canoes, capable of containing thirty or forty Negroes each, are assembled for this
purpose; and such goods put on board them as they expect will be wanted for the
purchase of the number of slaves they intend to buy.

William Wilberforce

On Friday July 26th 1833 as he lay
on his deathbed Wilberforce
exclaimed: "Thank God that |
have lived to witness the day in
which England is willing to give
£20 million for the abolishment
of slavery." (What would that be
worth today ?)

He died three days later.

The Slavery Abolition Bill 1833
passed through the House of
Lords, it received the Royal
Assent (which means it became
law) on 29 August 1833 and came
into force on 1 August 1834.

On that date slavery was
abolished throughout the vast
British Empire.

The Act automatically applied as
new possessions (principally in
Africa) subsequently became part
of the British Empire.

To know who rules over you.

Simply find out who it is that you

are not allowed to criticise.
Voltaire

We, as White people, have been
GAGGED!! Then bullied, insulted,
demonised, and provoked, until
we object and complain. We then
get called dirty names like Nazi,
Racist, White Extremist, etc, etc.

Our weak & corrupt Lib/Lab/Con
Politicians are the problem. As of
Jan 2021, the UK elections are

years away. Check out Populism,

and Nationalism ASAP. Become
"WHITE WOKE" & Push Back.

Do it today, NOW!



http://www.eyewitnesstohistory.com

When their loading is completed, they commence their voyage, with colors flying,
and music playing; and in about ten or eleven days, they generally return to Bonny
with full cargoes. As soon as the canoes arrive at the trader's landing place, the
purchased Negroes are cleaned, and oiled with palm-oil; and on the following day
they are exposed for sale to the captains.

When the Negroes, whom the black traders have to dispose of, are shown to the
European purchasers, they first examine them relative to their age. They then
minutely inspect their persons, and inquire into the state of their health, if they
are afflicted with any infirmity, or are deformed, or have bad eyes or teeth; if they
are lame, or weak in their joints, or distorted in the back, or of a slender make, or
are narrow in the chest; in short, if they have been, or are afflicted in any manner,
so as to render them incapable of much labor; if any of the foregoing defects are
discovered in them, they are rejected. But if approved of, they are generally taken
on board the ship the same evening. The purchaser has liberty to return on the
following morning, but not afterwards, such as upon re-examination are found
exceptionable.

The traders frequently beat those Negroes which are objected to by the captains,
and use them with great severity. It matters not whether they are refused on
account of age, illness, deformity, or for any other reason. At New Calabar, in
particular . .. the traders, when any of their Negroes have been objected to, have
dropped their canoes under the stern of the vessel, and instantly be headed them,
in sight of the captain.

As soon as the wretched Africans, purchased at the fairs, fall into the hands of the
black traders, they experience an earnest of those dreadful sufferings which they
are doomed in future to undergo. . .. They are brought from the places where they
are purchased to Bonny, etc. in canoes; at the bottom of which they lie, having
their hands tied with a kind of willow twigs, and a strict watch is kept over them.
Their usage in other respects, during the time of the passage, which generally lasts
several days, is equally cruel. Their allowance of food is so scanty, that it is barely
sufficient to support nature. They are, besides, much exposed to the violent rains
which frequently fall here, being covered only with mats that afford but a slight
defense; and as there is usually water at the bottom of the canoes, from their
leaking, they are scarcely ever dry."
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Slavery And Race. Gerald A Foster

Two of the most unnecessarily divisive issues today have their genesis in slavery-
-reparations and the confederate flag.

From https://academic.udayton.edu/race/02rights/slavery06a.htm

Abraham Lincoln is hailed as the "great emancipator" because he supposedly
risked his political future as well as the fragile foundation of the relatively new
republic, to end slavery. This is indeed a noble version of American history and one
that has inflamed and incited partisans for nearly 140 years. However, the truth,
which is always relative and not absolute, is that Lincoln's one and only priority
was to preserve a fragile Union that was in the throes of the Industrial Revolution
and intense sectional antagonism, not to free the slaves. The political agenda was
integrally intertwined with an economic agenda, both of which had far reaching
international implications well beyond the purview of slavery. Unfortunately, the
issue of slavery still remains the supreme bogey of American black-white race
relations.

Two of the most unnecessarily divisive issues today have their genesis in slavery--
reparations and the confederate flag. In an August 2, 1862 letter to Horace
Greeley, Abraham Lincoln made his position on slavery crystal clear, "My
paramount object in this struggle is to save the Union, and not either to save or to
destroy slavery. If | could save the Union without freeing any slave, | would do it;
and if | could save it by freeing all the slaves, | would do it; and if | could do it by
freeing some and leave others alone, | would also do it." He was true to his words
when, in September 1862, Lincoln signed the Emancipation Proclamation freeing
only those slaves who were in states which were "in rebellion against the United
States." Journalist Brent Staples states, "Historians working on business records
are showing that the good, rich citizens of the Northeast were vigorously seeking
business with Southern slavers and trafficking in slaves even after abolitionists had
seized the day and Northeastern states had outlawed the slave trade." We now are
beginning to see a much clearer picture of slavery and its most vital role in the
emergence of 19th century America as a world economic colonial power. In the
139 years since slavery officially ended, it has continued to excite, incite and
polarize America primarily because the term is inextricably attached to the issue of
race. However, the ultimate irony is that in most if not all arenas of socio-political
discourse, race is rapidly becoming a non-entity. In the 2000 United States Census
there were sixty-eight different and distinct self-reported racial categories,
showing that race has already become demographically extinct. Yet, we must
hasten to add that racism is just as virulent and divisive as it has ever been. The
institution of racism is the omnipresent progeny of the nineteenth and twentieth
century manifestations of slavery and its bedfellow, race.

How did slavery and race become so patently intertwined as distinctly American
phenomena? Slavery in America was different from any other corner of the world
primarily because in America it was viewed early on as the primary foundation
upon which an emerging republic could solidify its economic primacy in the global

commerce of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Two hundred and twenty-
eight years of free labor will assure business success anywhere in the cosmos.
However, the social and political dilemma for a new republic was how to justify
public professions of equality, individual rights and democracy while at the same
time holding fast to African captives who had been systematically and mentally
dehumanized and designated as personal property. Therein lay the challenge for
the founding fathers and the signers of the Declaration of Independence (1776) as
well as the United States Constitution (1787). This marked the beginning of
contentious race relations in America that persist to this day. False sciences and
religious zealotry were the primary fervent justifications for how black slaves were
treated and for the terror and brutality that flourished well into the twentieth
century, decades after slavery was legally ended.

Social and political illusionists who purveyed racial inferiority, genetic deficiencies,
primal instinct and infantile proclivities successfully convinced a nation that it was
in fact acceptable to treat blacks as property because it was scientifically and
religiously sanctioned and preordained. In reality, it was a perverted extension of
manifest destiny.

On this issue, we as a nation have miles to go before we sleep

President Clinton upon leaving office in 1999 empanelled a blue ribbon committee
on race; similarly in 1999, the New York Times undertook what was considered the
most controversial and ambitious journalistic project in its history, How Race is
Lived in America. One of the most widely anticipated Supreme Court decisions in
25 years was handed down in June 2003 concerning the propriety of race as a key
consideration in college admissions policies and procedures.

If we are to progress in the global and diverse political economy of the twenty-first
century, we must expand our discussions on slavery to heal our wounds of race
and the malignancy of racism. In spite of its longstanding racial foibles, America is
still a land of unlimited opportunity for those who are willing to be intellectually
courageous enough to discount the rhetoric of the race mongers and purveyors of
hate who persist in advancing agendas that alienate and polarize rather than heal
and conciliate.

A more balanced discussion of slavery is a critical first step in this heretofore
road not taken.

l1l. What Was Slavery and Why Has It Been Such a Divisive Issue Since 18657

The greatest threat to racism in the twenty-first century is accurate and
comprehensive revisionist history. History, that should begin with a documented
accuracy of past events, personalities, decisions and consequences for too long has
been intentionally packaged and presented so that young people will be bored and
old people relieved. Two of the most important books that address this issue are
Lies my Teachers Told Me: Everything Your American History Textbook Got Wrong,
by James W. Loewen and Don't Know Much About History: Everything You Need to
Know About History but Never Learned, by Kenneth C. Davis. Though written
almost 10 years apart both begin with the same premise. Brief excerpts from each
book provide the theme that surely should under-gird our revisionist History.

Davis writes:

[T]he overwhelming response of far too many Americans to history is a single
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word--'Boring!' For years, we have sent students to school and burdened them
with the most tedious textbook imaginable--deadly dull books written by one set
of professors to be read by another set of professors-- which completely sucks the
life out of this most human of subjects.

In school books of an earlier era, the warts on our Founding Fathers' noses were
neatly retouched. Slavery also got the glossy makeover--it was merely the
misguided practice of the rebellious folks down south until the "progressives" of
the north showed them the light.

Davis continues:

There has always been a tendency to hide the less savory moments from our
past... . The history of this country is not necessarily a smooth continuum moving
toward a perfectly realizable republic... . America remains shockingly divided along
racial and economic lines.

Loewen writes:

High school students hate history. Students consider history the most irrelevant of
twenty-one subjects commonly taught in high school.

Textbooks stifle meaning by suppressing causation. Students exit history textbooks
without having developed the ability to think coherently about social life.

Our teachers and our textbooks still leave out most of what we need to know
about the American past. Some of the factoids they present are flatly wrong or
unverifiable.

In sum, startling errors of omission and distortion mar American histories.

Perhaps the most pervasive theme in our history is the domination of black
America by white America. Race is the sharpest and deepest division in American
life. Textbooks have trouble acknowledging that anything might be wrong with
white Americans, or with the United States as a whole.

Slavery's twin relatives to the present are the social and economic inferiority it
conferred upon blacks and the cultural racism it instilled in whites.

Racism in the western world stems primarily from two related historical processes:
taking land from and destroying indigenous people and enslaving Africans to work
the land.

Slavery in its simplest form is involuntary servitude. Yet most Americans do not
fully understand the importance of slavery as the pivotal variable in early
economic and political survival of the new republic following the American
Revolution.

Elected officials and particularly presidents are the ultimate illusionists. For what
other reason would they clamor to kiss babies, eat poorly cooked chicken with
their fingers, take smiling pictures with total strangers, trot out the wife and kids
conveniently to fake family values and attend black churches the Sunday before
the November elections but to create an illusion of familiarity, compassion, trust,
incredible slogans aimed at minorities? They strongly imply "just vote for me and
I'll set you free." Lincoln, Roosevelt, Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson and
even Nixon all cajoled black Americans into believing that their votes would indeed
make for a better America. Some achieved more than others and we do not

demean Truman's executive order 9981 to desegregate the armed forces or
Eisenhower sending in troops to quell racial tension surrounding school
desegregation or Kennedy's affirmative action order or Johnson's support of the
1964 and 1965 Civil Rights and Voting Rights Acts. However, we should not be
naive enough to believe that, just as Lincoln carefully contemplated the correct
political decision in 1862, so did Kennedy in 1960 when he placed the now much
celebrated telephone call to the wife of Martin Luther King offering his assistance
in getting him released from the Reidsville, Georgia jail. Kennedy knew all too well
that he desperately needed the black southern vote. He also knew that King's
father was one of the most influential black preachers in the south; ergo the call
and Daddy King's endorsement from the pulpit and the presidential victory just
weeks later by a slim margin.

Arthur Kenneth O'Reillly has written a definitive work on the racial attitudes of
America's first forty-two presidents and in each instance he reveals that political
expediency always superceded moral and ethical governance. He states,

To write of the forty-two chief executives and their deeds and dreams on matters
of late yields few profiles in courage and a great many profiles of men who
acquired and analyzed only in search of more perfect ways to protect slavery or
Jim Crow . ... The story of the presidency and the politics of race is thus largely a
story of choices made to acquiesce in, preserve, and adapt the original intent of
1789 to modern times.

American slavery was an economic and political necessity without which the new
republic would have certainly failed. Interestingly enough one of the most
vociferous opponents of American slavery, David Walker, was one of the few
abolitionists to articulate the economic necessity of free slave labor in seventeenth
and eighteenth century America. Walker says, "The fact is, the labour of slaves
comes so cheap to the avaricious usurpers, and is (as they think) of such great
utility to the country where it exists, that those who are actuated by sordid avarice
only, overlook the evils, which will as sure as the Lord lives, follow after the good."

The modern theorist who perhaps captures best the complex essence of slavery is
Maulana Karanga. He postulates that American slavery was predicated on three
major factors: its profitability, its practicality and its justifiability; without slavery,
America could not have evolved and sustained itself as a free independent player
in the growing global capitalist system of trade and politics. The profitability of 220
years of free labor is self-evident. African enslavement was clearly more practical
than that originally attempted with white indentured servants and indigenous
natives. Thus, the massive importation of Africans became the next best option.
The first two factors could only be achieved and sustained if in fact an ideology
could be developed to justify slavery. Finally the basis of the American system of
enslavement was its justifiability in European racist thought. Although the
enslavement of Africans was based on economic reasons, it also rested in racism
as an ideology. Racism as an ideology became a justification and encouragement
for enslavement. It expressed itself in religious' absurdities, biological absurdities
and cultural absurdities. Thus, religiously it was argued God ordained whites to
conquer, then civilize and Christianize the African "heathen." The biological
absurdities included redefinition of Africans out of the human race, denying their
history and humanity and giving them animal characteristics to suit their bestial
treatment. Culturally we see this maddening scheme solidified in the cultural
themes advanced by Darwin, Galton, Blumenabach, Freud, and many other white
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theorists of the era.

Historical timelines lend considerable credence to the importance of "scientific"
theory and the institutionalization of slavery in America immediately before the
America Revolution, the Declaration of Independence and the U.S. Constitution.
Stephen Jay Gould raised serious questions about what could be curiously labeled
"historical coincidences." Noting that Johann Blumenbach established the most
influential of all racial classification systems in 1775 in his doctoral dissertation,
Gould argues:

As the minutemen of Lexington and Concord began the American Revolution . ..
[Blumenbach] then republished the text for general distribution in 1776. The
coincidence of three great documents in 1776-- Jefferson's Declaration of
Independence (on the politics of liberty), Adam Smith's Wealth of Nations (on the
economics of individualism) and Blumenbach's treatise on racial classification (on
the science of human diversity)--records the social ferment of these decades and
sets the wider context that makes Blumenbach's taxonomy, and his subsequent
decision to call the European race Caucasian, so important for our history and
current concerns.

An important and most relevant feature of Blumenbach's theory is that he
identified the Caucasian race as superior in beauty, subtly changing the racial
ordering in the world to a hierarchy of worth. This is the primary reason that
Blumenbach rather than his mentor Carolus Linnaeus, who created the first racial
taxonomy in 1759, is important in the beginning phase of American race theory
and racism.

Following Linnaeus and Blumenbach were Charles Darwin's theory of natural
selection, Sir Francis Galton's theory of eugenics (1883), both predicated on
selective breeding and extermination of weaker races, and Sigmund Freud's theory
of psycho-analysis, which laid the foundation for psychiatric studies. Thus, "When
Africans were torn from their families and homes and sold into slavery in the
United States, science stood ready to define any disobedience or insubordination
as a 'mental illness."

The article further states that in 1851 a noted Louisiana physician Samuel
Cartwright "discovered" two so-called mental diseases found exclusively among
blacks that justified their enslavement. The first was "Drapetomania,” which
Cartwright professed to be a disease that caused black slaves to have an
uncontrollable urge to run away from their masters. The prescribed treatment was
prolonged whippings to exorcise the demons. The second disease, "Dysaesthesia
Aethiopis," supposedly afflicted the mind and the body. The diagnostic symptoms
included disobedience, answering disrespectfully to a master or overseer and
refusing to work. The purported cure was to inflict extreme hard labor that would
send vitalized blood to the brain to liberate the demented slave mind. The article
concludes that "much scientific" and statistical rhetoric was used to justify slavery.
One 1840 census "proved" that blacks living under "unnatural conditions of
freedom" in the north were more prone to insanity. Dr. Edward Jarvis, a specialist
in mental disorders, used this to conclude that slavery shielded blacks from some
liabilities and dangers of active self-direction. Pseudo-sciences and skewed
religious ideologies accomplished their purpose in convincing white America in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries that blacks could in fact be mistreated,
brutalized and discarded as troublesome property because they were not human

and, by virtue of this depersonalization, they were not entitled to humane
treatment and civil or moral consideration.

Many slavery apologists took delight in expressing that the 1787 U.S. Constitution
banned the importation of slaves 20 years hence, in 1808. However, "The federal
law of 1808 was so weak and the enforcement of it so lax that a repeal was
unnecessary to reopen the trade." According to John Hope Franklin, in 1790 there
were fewer than 700,000 slaves in America. By 1830 the number rose to over two
million and by 1850 the number of slaves was just under four million.

Although there are well document incidences of slave resistance and slave
insurrections, the majority of slaves lived daily lives of what Cornel West calls
nihilism. In describing the condition of African Americans in the ending years of
the twentieth century he states,

Nihilism is not new in black America. The first African encounter with the New
World was an encounter with a distinctive form of the absurd. The initial black
struggle against degradation and devaluation in the enslaved circumstances of the
New World was, in part, a struggle against nihilism. In fact, the major enemy of
black survival in America has been and is neither oppression nor exploitation but
rather the nihilistic threat--that is loss of hope and absence of meaning. For as long
as hope remains and meaning is preserved, the possibility of overcoming
oppression stays alive.

If meaninglessness, hopelessness and lovelessness are the foundations of nihilism
and the plight of slaves two hundred years ago, it is also the daily plight of far too
many blacks today even among those in the so-called black middle class. Without
hope the homeless will remain defeated in their own minds, as will the illiterate,
the medically unserved and underserved, the terminally ill, the wrongfully
incarcerated, the unemployed and even the working poor. Without hope, a
person's tomorrows will be no better than their todays. So what's the use in trying
to improve?

For many black reparationists, this pervasive sense of nihilism is a twenty-first-
century vestige of eighteenth-century slavery and therefore America, particularly
its corporate entities, owe 35 million black Americans a debt. Randall Robinson,
one of the prominent supporters of reparations writes, "There is no linear solution
to our problems for our problems are not merely technical in nature. By now after
nearly 380 years of unrelenting psychological abuse, the biggest problem is inside

us.

Robinson continues, "What slavery had firmly established in the way of debilitating
psychic pain and a lopsidedly unequal economic relationship of blacks to whites,
formal organs of state and federal government would cement in law for the
century that followed."

One of the more vexing questions inherent in the reparations movement is who
among the 35 million blacks today would be the beneficiaries of the money and
services associated with this trillion-dollar debt to black America? More basically,
how would anyone determine who is black? Most blacks can only trace their
genealogy back three and at best four generations, which places them at the door
of the twentieth century and thirty-five years after the civil war ended slavery. Do
we apply the infamous "one drop rule" or the one-eighth rule? Do we eliminate
blacks with white ancestors? Would black billionaires Robert Johnson and Oprah
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Winfrey receive the same reparations as the black Mississippi sharecropper or the
homeless families in urban centers throughout the nation?

Reparations may be one modern solution to slavery but as a nation we need to
transcend symbolism and racial tomfoolery and confront the totality of slavery
with courage, conviction and an honest need for absolution of a nation's collective
conscience. We all know that for true healing to occur, the root causes, rather than
the symptoms, need to be diagnosed and then treated. If we return to our historic
illusionist theme we will see that political history is replete with intentional
distortions of reality to advance and maintain a public perception that belies the
truth. Some examples of this historical magic would be Jefferson's liaison of
twenty-eight years with his slave Sally Hemming, and the resulting seven offspring,
Franklin Roosevelt's polio affliction, John Kennedy's chronic back ailment and
resultant dependence on narcotic pain killers, Reagan's trickle down economics,
Johnson's Vietham War, Nixon's Watergate cover-up, Washington's cherry tree,
and George W. Bush's fabricated reasons for going to war with Iraqg in 2003.

On the matter of American slavery and a legitimate historical presentation of
African culture and civilization before the seventeenth century, there appears to
have been a solid conspiracy of white chroniclers of history who were doggedly
committed to inventing and "scientifically" supporting the most extreme and
damning stereotypical characterizations of black Americans. It is important to note
that there were black intellectuals of that period who meticulously refuted these
lies but they had no legitimate standing in the mainstream social science
community and therefore their views were non-existent. However, there were a
few liberal minded white philanthropists and social scientists who seemingly felt
morally compelled to legitimize the existence of a distinct African culture, which
went a long way in debunking the typical demeaning stereotypes, that had
prevailed for almost 200 years. Foremost among these persons was Columbia
University anthropologist Melville J. Herskovits who in 1940 published "The Myth
of the Negro Past." This book was the result of seventeen years of research on the
Negro in Africa, South America, the West Indies and in the United States.

Herskovits was one of only ten scholars asked to participate in the most
comprehensive scientific study ever conducted on the American Negro. The
complete study, "The American Dilemma," that was directed by Swedish social
scientist Karl Gunnar Myrdal, was released over a year after Herskovits' study. The
scientific conclusion of Herskovits was that the American Negro, contrary to the
prevailing ideology of the past three centuries, has a rich and highly developed
African culture and history. He stated, "This book when first published, discussed
and documented, a position that at the time was less than congenial to the
considerable number of intellectuals who accommodated their thinking to the
position of an important and established group of social scientists and students."

The prevailing ideology then concerning the American Negro was captured by
Lewis C. Copeland who wrote, "The South's dependence on the Negro is further
obscured by the belief in the complete dependence of the black race upon the
white race for moral as well as for economic support. The Negro is thought of as a
child race, the ward of the civilized white man. We are told, "The savage and
uncivilized black man lacks the ability to organize his social life on the level of the
white community. He is unrestrained and requires the constant control of white
people to keep him in check."

In addition to refuting this venal propaganda, Herskovits also recognized and
legitimized the scholarship of his black intellectual contemporaries who also had
through rigorous scientific scholarship challenged the widespread racism
expressed by these white pro