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rejudice,” or vice versa, they seem .to
- » dynamically joining hands to hustle
mplete degradation.

WINTHROP D. JORDAN

It is simplistic to assume that [negative color] symbolism accounts for
growing Muslim and Christian conviction that black Africans were
in some way “made” to be slaves. . . . For the Africanization of large
parts of the New World was the result not of concerted planning, racial
destiny, or immanent historical design but of innumerable local and
pragmatic choices.” ="~ i ;
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In a profound . . . Isens;ef'-:.gf].gggfgéféve{ﬁ for Africans and Indians in the
Americas was . .. =
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.conomics, Not Racisrn,
‘-‘thei_Root of Slavery

high Jevel of prejudice against blacks during and after slavery might
suggest that the enslavement of Africans began as the result of racism. How-
ever, more than a half-century ago, the influential West Indian historian Eric
Williams forcefully argued that this was not the case. Slavery caused racism,
but economic motives, not racial impulses, caused slavery. The rise of plan-
tation slavery was tied to the development of capitalism; the capitalists’ de-
isi numbers of Africans and

icas, a second cold-blooded financial calculation—that it was cheaper to
import a young adult salve than to raise one born in slavery on a planta-
tion—necessitated continuous fresh sh ipments of enslaved Africans,

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

The first instance of slave trading and slave labor developed in the
New World involved, racially, not the N egro but the Indian. The Indians

From Capitalism and Slavery by Eric Williams, 1944, pp. 7-13, 16-23, 29, 126-127,
135-136, 169-173, 178-192. Copyright ® 1944, renewed 1972 by The University of
North Carolina Press. Reprinted by permission of the publisher.
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rapidly succumbed to the excessive labor demanded of them, the in-
sufficient diet, the white man’s diseases, and their inability to adjust
themselves to the new way of life. Accustomed to a life of liberty, their
constitution and temperament were ill-adapted to the rigors of planta-
tion slavery. As Fernando Ortiz writes: “To subject the Indian to the
mines, to their monotonous, insane and severe labor, without tribal
sense, without religious ritual, .". . was like taking away from him the
meaning of his life. . . . It was to enslave not only his muscles but also
his collective spirit.” . . . ‘

England and France, in their colonies, followed the Spanish practice
of enslavement of the Indians. There was one conspicuous difference —
the attempts of the Spanish Crown, however ineffective, to restrict Indian
slavery to those who refused to accept Christianity and to the warlike
Caribs on the specious plea that they were cannibals. From the stand-
point of the British government Indian slavery, unlike later Negro slavery
which involved vital imperial interests, was a purely colonial matter, . . .
But Indian slavery never was extensive in the British dominions. . . .

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

A regular traffic developed in these indentured servants. Between -

1654 and 1685 ten thousand sailed from Bristol alone, chiefly for the
West Indies and Virginia. In 1683 white servants represented one-sixth
of Virginia's population. Two-thirds of the immigrants to Pennsylvania
during the eighteenth century. were white servants; in four years 25,000
came to Philadelphia alone. It has been estimated that more than a
quarter of a million persons were of this class during the colonial period,
and that they probably constituted one-half of all English immigrants,
the majority going to the middle colonies.

As commercial speculation entered the picture, abuses crept in.
Kidnapping was encouraged to a great degree and became a regular
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business in such town as London and Bristal. Adults would be plied with
liquor, children enticed with sweetmeats. The kidnappers were called
“spirits,” defined as “one that taketh upp men and women and children
and sells them on a shipp to be conveyed beyond the sea” The captain
of a ship trading to Jamaica would visit the Clerkenwell House of Cor-
rection, ply with drink the girls who had been imprisoned there as dis-
orderly, and “invite” them to go to the West Indies. The temptations held
out to the unwary and the credulous were so attractive that, as the mayor
of Bristol complained, husbands were induced to forsake their wives,
wives their husbands, and apprentices their masters, while wanted crim-
inals found on the transport ships a refuge from the anmns of the law. . . .

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

The political and civil disturbances in England between 1640 and
1740 augmented the supply of white servants. Political and religious
nonconformists paid for their unorthodoxy by transportation, mostly to
the sugar islands. Such was the fate of many of Cromwell’s Irish
prigoners, who were sent to the West Indies. So thoroughly was this
policy pursued that an active verb was added to the English language —
to “barbadoes” a person. Montserrat became largely an Irish colony,
and the Irish brogue is still frequently heard today in many parts of the

 British West Indies. The Irish, howﬁrver, were poor servants. They hated
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the English, were always ready to aid England’s enemies, and in a revolt
in the Leeward Islands in 1689 we can already see signs of that burning
indignation which, according to Lecky, gave Washington some of his
best soldiers. The vanquished in Cromwell's Scottish campaigns were
treated like the Irish before them, and Scotsmen came to be regarded as
“the general travaillers and soldiers in most foreign parts.” Religious in-
tolerance sent more workers to the plantations. In 1661 Quakers refus-
ing to take the oath for the third time were to be transported; in 1664
transportation, to any plantation except Virginia or New England, or a
fine of one hundred pounds was decreed for the third offence for persons
over sixteen assembling in groups of five or more under pretence of relig-
ion. Many of Monmouth’s adherents were sent to Barbados, with orders
to be detained as servants for ten years. The prisoners were granted in
batches to favorite courtiers, who made handsome profits from the traf-
fic in which, it is alleged, even the Queen shared. A similar policy was
resorted to after the Jacobite risings of the eighteenth century. . . .

The institution of white servitude, however, had grave disadvan-
tages. Postlethwayt, a rigid mercantilist, argued that white laborers in
colonies would tend to create rivalry with the mother country in manu-
facturing. Better black slaves on plantations than white servants in in-
dustry, which would encourage aspirations to independence. The supply

moreover was becoming increasingly difficult, and the need of the plan- - =

tations outstripped the English convictions. In addition, mierchants were
involved in many vexatious and costly proceedings arising from people
signifying their willingness to emigrate; accepting food and clothes in ad-

vance, and then sueing for unlawful detention. Indentured servants were . ..

not forthcoming in sufficient quantities to replace those who had served

their term. On the plantations, escape was easy for the white servant; less
easy for the Negro who, if freed, tended, in selfdefence, to stay in"his * -
locality where he was well known and less likely to be apprehended Sy,
a vagrant or runaway slave. The servant expected land at the end of his -

contract; the Negro, in a strange environment, conspicuous by his color
and features, and ignorant of the white man’s language and ways, could
be kept permanently divorced from the land. Racial differences made it
easier to justify and rationalize Negro slavery, to exact the mechanical
obedience of a plough-ox or a cart-liorse, to'demand that resignation
and that complete moral and intellectual subjection which alone make
slave labor possible. Finally, and this was the decisive factor, the Negro
slave was cheaper. The money which procured a white man’s services
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for ten years could buy a Negro for life. As the governor of Barbados
stated, the Barbadian planters found by experience that “three blacks
work better and chedper than one white man.”

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

Here, then, is the origin of Negro slavery. The reason was economic,
not racial; it had to do not with the color of the laborer, but the cheap-
ness of the labor. As compared with Indian and white labor, Negro slav-
ery was eminently superior. “In each case,” writes Bassett, discussing
North Carolina, “it was a survival of the fittest. Both Indian slavery and
white servitude were to go down before the black man's superior en-
durance, docility, and labor capacity.” The features of the man, his hair,
color and dentifrice, his “subhuman” characteristics so widely pleaded,
were only the later rationalizations to justify a simple economic fact: that
the colonies needed labo_;_:___ dircs_or_tht::l:,tg Nt‘:gro labor because it was

a5 11 otié;ﬂipomf_:jiﬁ;yvas;a practical conclusion de-
duced from the personal'e 'qn_(!;g:;‘_gf:;t.h_eiplanter. He would have gone
to the moon, if necessary, forilabor. Africa was nearer than the moon,
nearer too than the more populous countries of India and China. But
their turn was to come. ., . "3 e

Negro slavery, thus, had nothing to do with climate. Its origin can
be expressed in three words: in the Caribbean, Sugar; on the mainland,
Tobacco and Cotton. A change in the economic structure produced a
corresponding change in the labor supply. The fundamental fact was
“the creation of an inferior social and economic organization of ex-
ploiters and exploited.” Sugar, tobacco, and cotton required the large
plantation and hordes of cheap labor, and the small farm of the ex-
indentured white servant could not possibly survive. The tobacco of the
small farm in Barbados was displaced by the sugar of the large planta-
tion. The rise of the sugar industry in the Caribbean was the signal for
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a gigantic dispossession of the small farmer. Barh‘ado.s in 1645 had
11.200 small white farmers and 5,680 Negro s_lla_ves; in 1677 Eherf:.werg
745 large plantation owners and 82,023 slaves. In 1645 the island ha
18300 whites fit to bear arms, in 1667 nnly.S,mU. e -

; Negro slavery therefore was only a solution, in certain historica cnr;
cumstances, of the Caribbean labor problem. Sug'flr meant labor.——a
times that labor has been slave, at other times nornmall}t free; at tlrpes
Black, at other times white or brown or yellow. Slavery in no way 1:;1—
plied, in any scientific sense, the inferiority of the N.egro. Without it the
great development of the Caribbean sugar plantations, between 1650
and 1850, would have been impossible.

Winthrop D. Jordan

The Simultaneous
[nvention of Slavery
and Racism

In his study of colonial Virginia and Maryland, historian Winthrop D. }ordar(;
of the University of Mississippi examines the reasons why the mfiengu{g

servitude of Europeans and the bondage of Africans, gvl'uch had em:];te dsn e
by side, gradually developed in opposite directions, with European bondage

coming to an end as African slavery increased. While not disagreeing with

illiar .slavery had an economic base, Jordan stresses slavery’s intel-
Eggjiﬁ;gﬁ;zyiﬁgl%jcal roots. He shows that over time the :ehgl(l}us, physi-
cal. and -cultural “differences that distinguished Africans from E};;@;{;&ans{
came to be perceived primarily in terms of appearance, and spa.a‘c;1 ically o
color. He traces the negative associations that “black had for Englis ﬂ:ersons
lonig betore a trade in black Africans came about, am.‘l argues lhal because
Africans were not Christians and practiced_ (or were bt_aheved to _pr:‘acgce) Eus-
toms repugnant to the English, the negative associations multiplied. Jordan

i i - by Winthrop D.
i Black: American Attitudes Toward the Negro, 1550-1812, by '
f:fd:ln“?::g;er 20 aZCB—Zﬁ,e;S, 80-81, 91-94. Published for the Institute of Ea:‘ly N.“EH;.
can Hi‘story and' Culture, Williamsburg, Virginia. Cu‘pyﬂght © 1968 by the University o
North Garolina Press. Used by permission of the publisher.
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stops short of contending that thé_é;e-ﬁegafive preconceptions caused slavery.
Rather, he argues that, at least in Virginia and:Maryland, color prejudice
and African slavery developed hand.in hand. ;

Englishimen found the nati-x_lreé-:._ Afncavery ;Iiiff;ren.t from themselves.
Negroes looked different; their religion was un-Christian; their manner

_ of living was anything but English; they seemed 'to be 2 particularly

libidinous sort of people. All these clusters of perceptions were related

% to each other, though they may be spread apart for inspection, and they
" were related also to circumstances of contact jn Africa, to previously ac-

cumulated traditions concerning that strange and distant continent, and
to certain special qualities of English society on the eve of its expansion

4 into the New World,

The most arresting characteristic of the newly discovered African was
his color. Travelers rarely failed to comment upon it; indeed when de-
scribing Negroes they frequently began with complexion and then moved
on to dress (or rather lack of it) and manners, At Cape Verde, “These
people are all blacke, and are called Negros, without any apparel, saving
before their privilies.” . . . ) :

Englishmen actually described Negroes as black—an exaggerated
term which in itself suggests that the Negro’s complexion had powerful
impact upon their perceptions. Even the peoples of northern Africa
seemed so dark that Englishmen tended to call them “black” and let
further refinements go by the board. Blackness became so generally
associated with Africa that every African seemed a black man. In Shake-
speare’s day, the Moors, including Othello, were commonly portrayed
as pitchy black and the terms Moor and Negro used almost inter-
changeably. With curious inconsistency, however, Englishmen recog-
nized that Africans south of the Sahara were not at all the same people
as the much more familiar Moors. Sometimes they referred to Negroes
as “black Moors” to distinguish them from the peoples of North Africa.
During the seventeenth century the distinction became more firmly es-
tablished and indeed writers came to siress the difference in color,

pajtly because they delighted in correcting their predecessors and partly
because Negroes were being taken up as slaves and Moors, increasingly,
were not. In the more detailed and accurate reports about West Africa
of the seventeenth century, moreover, Negroes in different regions were
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described as varying considerably in complexion. In England, however,
the initial impression of Negroes was not appreciably modified: the
firmest fact about the Negro was that he was “black.” . . .

In England perhaps more than in southern Europe, the concept of
blackness was loaded with intense meaning. Long before they found that
some men were black, Englishmen found in the idea of blackness a way
of expressing some of their most ingrained values. No other color except
white conveyed so much emotional impact. As described by the Oxford
English Dictionary, the meaning of black before the sixteenth century
included, “Deeply stained with dirt; soiled, dirty, foul. . . . Having dark
or deadly purposes, malignant; pertaining to or involving death, deadly;
baneful, disastrous, ‘sinister. . _.:___.-Fdijl'l;‘_:_iniquit'ous, atrocious, horrible,
wicked. . . . Indicating disgrace, censure, liability to punishment, etc.”
Black was an emotionally partisan color, the handmaid and symboal of
baseness and evil, a sign of danger and repulsion.

Embedded in the concept of blackness was its direct opposite—
whiteness. . . . White and black connoted purity and filthiness, virginity
and sin, virtue and baseness, beauty and ugliness, benecfcence and evil,
God and the devil. -

Whiteness, moreover, carried a special significance for Elizabethan
Englishmen: it was, particularly when complemented by red, the color
of perfect human beauty, especially female beauty. . . .

By contrast, the Negro was ugly, by reason of his color and also his
“horrid Curles” and “disfigured” lips and nose. As Shakespeare wrote
apologetically of his black mistress,

My mistress’ eyes are nothing like the sun;
Coral is far more red than her lips’ red:

If snow be white, why then her breasts are dun;
If hairs be wires, black wires grow on her head.
I have seen roses damask'd, red and white,
But no such roses see I in her cheeks.

.. While distinctive appearance set Africans over into a novel cate-
gory of men, their religious condition set them apart from Englishmen
in a more familiar way. Englishmen and Christians everywhere were
sufficiently acquainted with the concept of heathenism that they con-
fronted its living representatives without puzzlement. Certainly the
cather sudden discovery that the world was teeming with heathen people
made for heightened vividness and urgency in a long-standing problem;
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but it was the fact that this problem was already well formulated long
before contact with Africa which proved important in shaping English
reaction to the Negro's defective religious condition. . . .-

Indeed the most important aspect of English reaction to Negro
heathenism was that Englishmen evidently did not regard it as sepa-
rable from the Negro's other attributes. Heathenism was treated not so
much as a specifically religious defect but as one manifestation of a
general refusal to measure up to proper standards, as a failure to be
English or even civilized. There was every reason for Englishmen to
fuse the various attributes they found in Africans, During the first cen-
tury of English contact with Africa, Protestant Christianity was an im-
portant element in English patriotism; especially during the struggle
against Spain the Elizabethan’s special Christianity was interwoven
into his conception of his own nationality, and he was therefore in-
clined to regard the Negroes™ lack of true religion as part of theirs.
Being a Christian was not merely a matter of subscribing to certain
doctrines; it was a quality inherent in oneself and in one’s society. It
was interconnected with all the other attributes of normal and proper
men: as one of the earliest English accounts distingnished Negroes
from Englishmen, they were “a people of beastly living, withouta God,
lawe, religion, or common wealth”—which was to say that Negroes
were not Englishmen. Far from isolating African heathenism as a sepa-
rate characteristic, English travelers sometimes linked it explicitly with
barbarity and blackness. . . . In an important sense, then, heathenism

“was for Englishmen one inherent characteristic of savage men.

The condition of savagery— the failure to be civilized —set Negroes
apart from Englishmen in an ill-defined but crucial fashion. Africans
were different from Englishmen in so many ways: in their clothing,
huts, farming, warfare, language, government, morals, and (not least
important) in their table manners. Englishmen were fully aware that
Negroes living at different parts of the coast were not all alike; it was not
merely different reactions in the observers which led one to describe a
town as “marvelous artificially builded with mudde walles . . . and kept
very cleane as well in their streetes as in their houses” and another to
relate how “the doe eate” each other “alive” in some places but dead in
others “as we wolde befe or mutton.” No matter how great the actual

* and observed differences among Negroes, though, none of these black
men seemed to live like Englishmen. . . .
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As with skin color, English reporting of African customs constit.uted
an exercise in self-nspection by means of comparison. T.he necessity of
continuously measuring African practices with an English yardstick of
course tended to emphasize the differences between tl'le two groups, but
it also made for heightened sensitivity to instance’s of SImﬂgrlty. Thus' the
Englishman’s ethnocentrism tended to distprt his perception of {k‘fhcgn
culture in two opposite directions. While it led h1}'n to emphasxze d-hf-
ferences and to condemn deviations from the English norm, it led him
also to seek out similarities (where perhaps none.existed) and to applaud
every instance of conformity to the appropriate standard. ThOl.lgh
African clothing and personal etiquette were regardcé_l as absurd, equiva-
lents to European practices were at times dete_ctec.l in other aspects of
African culture. Particularly, Englishmen were inclined to see t.he struc-
tures of African societies as analogous to their own, complete with kings,
counselors, gentlemen, and the baser sort. Here especially they found
Africans like themselves, partly because they knew no other way to de-
scribe a society and partly because there was actually good _b_asm for such
a view in the social organization of West African communities. . . .

It would be a mistake, however, to slight the importance of the
Negro’s savagery, since it fascinated Englishn‘len from the very ﬁrst.
English observers in West Africa were sometimes so profoundly ;Ei
pressed by the Negros deviant behavior that they res.urted toa pcw\:']rfl :
metaphor with which to express their own sense of difference from him.
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They knew perfectly well that Negroes were men, yet they frequently de-.

scribed the Africans as “brutish” or “bestial” or “beastly.” The bideous
tortures, the cannibalism, the rapacious warfare, the revolting diet (and

so forth page after page) seemed somehow to place the Negro among the

beasts. The circumstances of the Englishman’s confrgntati@ with the -
Negro served to sirengthen this feeling, Slave traders in Africa handled |

Negroes the same way men in England handled beasts, herding and ex- ol
amining and buying. . . . Africa, moreover, teemed with strange and won-

derful animals, and men that killed like tigers, z'atf': like Yultures, and
grunted like hogs seemed indeed to merit comparison with beasts. In
making this instinctive analogy, Englishmen unwittingly dfemonstrate.d
how powerfully the African’s different culture—for' Enghshmen., his
“savagery” —operated to make Negroes seem to Englishmen a radically
different kind of men. . . . ‘

From the surviving evidence, it appears that outright enslavement
and these other forms of debasement appeared at about the same time
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in Maryland and Virginia. Indications of perpetual service, the very nub
of slavery, coincided with indications that English settlers discriminated
against Negro women, withheld arms from Negroes, and—though the
timing is far less certain—reacted unfavorably to interracial sexual
union. The coincidence suggests a mutual relationship between slavery
and unfavorable assessment of Negroes. Rather than slavery causing
“prejudice,” or vice versa, they seem rather to have generated each other.
Both were, after all, twin aspects of a general debasement of the Negro.
Slavery and “prejudice” may have been equally cause and effect, con-
tinuously reacting upon each other, dynamically joining hands to hustle
the Negro down the road to complete degradation. Much more than
with the other English colonies, where the enslavement of Negroes was
to some extent a borrowed practice, the available evidence for Maryland
and Virginia points to less borrowing and to this kind of process: a mu-
tually interactive growth of slavery and unfavorable assessmen t, with no
cause for either which did not cause the other as well. If slavery caused
prejudice, then invidious distinctions concerning working in the fields,
bearing arms, and sexual union should have appeared after slavery’s firm
establishment. If prejudice-caused slavery, then one would expect to find
these lesser discriminations preceding the greater discrimination of out-
right enslavement, Taken as a whole, the evidence reveals a process of
debaseinent of which hereditary lifetime service was an important but
not the only part. . :

White servants did not suffer this debasement. Rather, their position
improved, partly for the reason that they were not Negroes. By the early
1660s white men were loudly protesting against being made “slaves” in
terms which strongly suggest that they considered slavery not as wrong
but as inapplicable to themselves. . . . Free Negro servants were gener-
ally increasingly less able to defend themselyes against this insidious
kind of encroachment. Increasingly, white men were more clearly free
because Negroes had become so clearly slave. . . .

In scanning the problem of why Negroes were enslaved in America,
certain constant elements in a complex situation can be readily, if
roughly, identified. It may be taken as given that there would have been
no enslavement without economic need, that is, without persistent de-
fnand for labor in underpopulated colonies. Of crucial importance, too,
was the fact that for cultural reasons Negroes were relatively helpless in
the face of European aggressiveness and technology. In themselves,
however, these two elements will not explain the enslavement of Indians
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and Negroes. The pressing exigency in America was labor, and Irish and
English servants were available. Most of them would have been helpless
to ward off outright enslavement if their masters had thought themselves
privileged and able to enslave them. As a group, though, masters did not
think themselves so empowered. Only with Indians and Negroes did
Englishmen attempt so radical a deprivation of liberty—which brings
the matter abruptly to the most difficult and imponderable question of
all: what was it about Indians and Negroes which set them apart, which
rendered them different from Englishmen, which made them special
candidates for degradation?

To ask such questions is to inquire into the content of English atti-
tudes, and unfortunately there is little evidence with which to build
an answer. It may be said, however, that the heathen condition of the
Negroes seemed of considerable importance to English settlers in Amer-
ica—more so than to English voyagers upon the coasts of Africa—and
that heathenism was associated in some settlers’ minds with the con-
dition of slavery. This is not to say that the colonists enslaved Negroes
because they were heathens. . . .

. .. For one thing, some of the first Negroes in Virginia had been
baptized before arrival. In the early years others were baptized in various
colonies and became more than nominally Christian; a Negro woman
joined the church in Dorchester, Massachusetts, as a full member in
1641. With some Negroes becoming Christian and others not, there
might have develaped a caste differentiation along religious lines, yet
there is no evidence to suggest that the colonists distinguished consis-
tently between the Negroes they converted and those they did not. It was
racial, not religious, slavery which developed in America.

Still, in the early years, the English settlers most frequently con-
trasted themselves with Negroes by the term Christian, though they also
sometimes described themselves as English; here the explicit religious
distinction would seem td'have lain atithe: core of English reaction. Yet
the concept embodied by the term Christian embraced so much more
meaning than was contained in specific doctrinal affirmations that it is
scarcely possible to assume on the basis of this linguistic contrast that
the colonists set Negroes apart because they were heathen. The histori-
cal experience of the English people in the sixteenth century had made
for fusion of religion and nationality; the qualities of being English and
Christian had become so inseparably blended that it seemed perfectly
consistent to the Virginia Assembly in1670 to declare that “noe negroe
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or Indian though baptized and enjoyned their owne Freedome shall be
capable of any such purchase of Christians, but yet not debarred from
buying any of their own nation.” . . . .

From the first, then, vis-2-vis the Negro the concept embedded in
the term Christian seems to have conveyed much of the idea and feeling
of we ‘as against they: to be Christian was to be civilized rather than bar-
barous, English rather than African, white rather than black. The term
Christian itself proved to have remarkable elasticity, for by the end of the
seventeenth century it was being used to define a species of slavery which

- had altogether lost any connection with explicit religious difference.






