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			Around the world in 7 chapters, each one dedicated to a single country with a singular history that is largely unknown.

			Here we focus on the early beginnings of the United Kingdom, India, the United Sates of America, Australia, New Zealand, South Africa and Canada. The countries and the histories that are often forgotten and never dealt with.

			We begin with history and the historical documents that might be founding moments, rectifying what is commonly believed to be true and dealing with the real rather than the misconceptions. What did James Cook write about the Aboriginal People of Australia when he first came into contact with them? How did the first British settlers in New Zealand end up being almost entirely aristocratic? What were the consequences of the Mayflower Compact and what happened to the Indians when Partition and the Radcliffe line was drawn? What did the first settlers in Canada think about the First Nations people that they met there?

			Then, we refer to modern and contemporary elements related to those same countries and see how far they have come. Why is there a furore over the statues in the UK to slave traders and the Wakefield Memorials in New Zealand? Why did the Māori get a state apology and yet the Indians have seen their demands for one systematically refused? Why have the British refused to apologise for their part in the slave trade and yet are responsible for 70% of it? Has Apartheid really gone for good in South Africa? Has Canada rectified its past treatment of the Native Canadians?

			This book will hopefully shed light on all of those questions, burning issues of the very modern world in which we now live. Each chapter is accompanied by exercises with suggested answers, all related to the topics along with ideas for further reading, links to videos and other documents as well as key vocabulary with French translations from the texts.

		


		
			Chapter 1

			United Kingdom
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			I. The United Kingdom and the British Empire

			a. Early Beginnings of the First English Empire

			It is not really until the reign of Elizabeth I (1558-1603) of England that what was later to become known as the British Empire began to take shape. Until the last decades of the 16th century, there had been little attempt by the English to expand and to take possession of other countries. The 1532 Statute in Restraint of Appeals, under Henry VIII (the father of Elizabeth I and the monarch that split with the Catholic Church), made the king the last person to appeal to in all matters of the realm of England, and to all intents and purposes ousting the Pope from the authority above the monarch. The realm of Henry VIII was defined in the Statute in Restraint of Appeals as “an empire”, although in the real sense of the word it was not yet that. However, it did mean that the divide with the Catholic Church over Henry’s marriages lead England to become immediately the enemy of France, Spain and Portugal, the leading Catholic countries of the world at the time and also those that were and had been attempting to conquer other lands and create colonies. England had only established a colony in Ireland, through the settling of Protestants there, but it was really in 1578 when Elizabeth I granted letters patent to Sir Humphrey Gilbert for overseas exploration and with the intention of conquering other lands, thus being able to prove English worth in the face of French, Spanish and Portuguese successes around the world that were already bringing in vast amounts of wealth for them. Gilbert intended to sail for the Caribbean and establish a colony in the Americas there for England and the Queen. However, the first attempt did not succeed and never even managed to get across the Atlantic. The second attempt was to go to Newfoundland, claim it for England, which he did manage to do. But he never left anyone behind to set up a colony there. Newfoundland is a large island off the coast of North America, and it was claimed on 5th August 1583 as England’s first foreign territory. The English Empire was beginning and would later be transformed into the British Empire, spanning almost one quarter of the population in the world (412 million people) by the outbreak of World War I and 24% of the land area on the planet. By the defeat of Napoleon at the end of the Napoleonic Wars (1803-1815), Britain had become the policeman of the world and the unchallenged power, a global hegemon. British dominance was known as Pax Britannica, or British Peace, meaning that nobody had enough power in the world to challenge the British, thus meaning that they were able to do what they wished for most of the 19th century in terms of colonisation and control of the world. This might be some rather strange definition of peace, simply because they were the strongest and the wealthiest nation.

			Gilbert died on the return journey to England after having taking possession of Newfoundland but Elizabeth I provided letters patent to his half-brother, Sir Walter Raleigh (c. 1552-1618) in 1584, inviting him to take possession of lands that were “not actually possessed of any Christian Prince, nor inhabited by Christian People, as to him, his heirs and assignee” forever. Elizabeth I was so certain that there was immense wealth to be found that she allowed Raleigh and his heirs to take possession forever of 4/5 of everything that he found, including the land. He would have to pay 1/5 of everything to the Crown. Raleigh founded the Roanoke Colony on the coast of North Carolina (today). But the colony failed. The fact that Elizabeth I gave Raleigh the sole right to take possession of lands that were not already possessed by other ‘Christian Princes’ is questionable since technically-speaking Elizabeth did not recognize the authority of the Catholics and so, therefore, it is debatable as to what she might have considered as being a land possessed by a ‘Christian Prince’. It was not until the succession to the throne by James VI, King of Scots and also James I of England in 1603, after the childless death of the Virgin Queen, Elizabeth I, that there was a shift from taking the lands (or attempting to) from the Catholic monarchs of France, Spain and Portugal and a desire to conquer new lands in England’s own right. Scotland and England would not join together as one combined country until the Act of Union of 1707. James I of England signed the Treaty of London with Spain and put an end to conflict between the two countries and thus allowed for England to leave those possessions belonging to the Catholics alone, to some extent.

			1. Roanoke Colony

			The Roanoke Colonies (there were two of them) failed. The first had Governor Ralph Lane appointed in 1585 and the second had John White appointed as the Governor. However, both were hampered by poor relations with Native Americans and both lacked in supplies. The 2nd Colony established in Roanoke has been of great interest since the colony disappeared and has become known as the Lost Colony since then. White had returned to England in the hope of securing supplies that were much needed and returning to the newly established colony. However, instead of returning in 1588, he did not manage to do so until 1590 due to the Anglo-Spanish War (1585-1604). When White did return to Roanoke, he found a settlement that had been built and fortified and yet there was nobody there and it had been abandoned. The words ‘CROATOAN’ and ‘CRO’ were carved. He believed that they had relocated to Croatoan Island, however, he was forced to return to England due to rough seas and bad weather after having lost anchor. Recent research has shown that, as believed from as early as 1604, those colonists (between 112 and 121) probably assimilated with local Native Americans (artefacts have been found, notably writing and some pottery or rings – the Native Americans were unable to write and had no need to do so at the time and as such it is believed that the Europeans retained some of their own culture and interbred with the Native Americans)1.

			Jamestown became the first real colony that existed as an established settlement when it was founded in 1607 in North America. The difference here was that the success was partly due to the lack of hostility immediately from the local Native Americans that came into contact with the English. In the country of Tsenacommacah (Paspehegh tribe), the English were greatly helped and had supplies given to them in order for them to be able to survive. They had arrived during a great drought and they had arrived far too late for them to be in a position to plant crops. They were hardly prepared at all for the hard labour that would be needed in order to survive in the colony, either. The colonists were mainly made up of wealthy gentlemen and manservants that had no knowledge at all of how to survive in such circumstances. The Native Americans helped them. However, the colonists ended up killing the tribe within approximately four years after arrival. Two-thirds of the settlers had already perished by the time a ship arrived in 1608 bringing with it Polish and German craftsmen that were intended to set up manufacturing in the colonies. The first successful colony of the English was founded in Virginia in 1607, in Jamestown and also the Popham Colony on the Kennebec River. The latter failed again, however due to famine. The former succeeded. Gold and other metals were sent back to England and they funded further expeditions and the providing of supplies for the colonists. Slaves soon arrived in the Colony of Virginia in 1619 and two hundred years of slavery increased the wealth of England, later Britain (after the Union with Scotland) and then the United Kingdom generally speaking.

			2. Slave Trade and Slavery

			Portugal and Britain are the two countries that are probably responsible for about 70% of the slavery in the world in terms of transportation of slaves from Africa to the Americas. It is estimated that Britain transported more than 3 million slaves (with about 2.7 million actually arriving in the colonies; the others dying on the journey). A total of some 12 million slaves may have historically been transported to the colonies in total by the British, the Portuguese and the Dutch alone. It is predominantly the opening up of the slave trade to any and all English merchants in 1698 that meant that the slave trade took off and Britain became dominant in its role of slavery. The major ports for the slave trade were those of London, Bristol and Liverpool at varying times throughout the 17th, 18th and 19th centuries. Until 1698, London had the monopoly on slavery, and it was only changed to open it up to other ports when places like Liverpool and Bristol petitioned the Crown. The first English slaves arrived in Virginia in the new colony in 1619. The Caribbean became a lucrative place of colonisation for the English when they first took control of Barbados in 1625 and then Jamaica in 1655. There were some 7,000 slaves per year that were taken by English ships to the Americas and the Caribbean in the last quarter of the 17th century. That figure rose to 80,000 being transported there by Europeans in the 1770s and of that number, Britain was responsible for more than 50% a year.

			Ships never sailed empty in the triangular trade of collecting slaves from Africa, travelling to the Americas, and then bringing back sugar to be sold and make profit in Europe, with the cycle going on and on. 70% of government tax revenue came from the colonies and poured into Britain making it richer than had ever been imagined, and all at the cost of free labour. Wealthy landowners and investors made profits, and filled their banks with money, increasing the wealth, and providing money for the Industrial Revolution. The British Industrial Revolution took place much earlier than other nations in part because the British had the resources of other countries, the wealth that was generated from them and free inexhaustible labour.

			John Hawkins is known for being the first English slave trader and he first left the shores of England in 1562 in order to bring back slaves from Africa to sell them in St. Domingo. He returned to Africa in 1564 and again in 1567.

			It is probably due to the introduction of sugar cane and the fact that this was a high labour-intensive form of agriculture that slavery took off in the 16th century. Slavery is considered to have always existed, at least since agricultural farming started and man became sedentary, in need of labour, probably to be estimated at about 6,000 BC. Sugar was first introduced by the Dutch into Barbados, in the Caribbean in the 1640s. They had learnt it from the Brazilians, and they supplied Barbadian planters with African slaves in order to be able to grow cane.

			The Slave Trade was abolished in 1807. But slavery was not abolished in the British Empire until 1833. In India (under British rule) it was abolished in 1861 after the passing of the Indian Penal Code, making it a criminal offense to enslave someone and this bringing finally an end to all slavery in the British Empire. However, modern forms of slavery still exist, and this question should be thought about, perhaps to remind us of the consequences of enslavement of other human beings.

			The first bill presented in the British Parliament in 1791 to abolish the slave trade was rejected by 163 votes to 88. The Society for the Abolition of the Slave Trade believed that it would be impossible to abolish slavery immediately as the wealthy would not accept it.

			When slavery was abolished it was decided by the then-British government to pay the slave owners for their loss in revenue. This amounted to £20 million that was paid out to 3,000 slave-owning families (sometimes of illustrious descent, for example David Cameron, former Prime Minister (2010-2016) of the United Kingdom, whose own family was awarded the equivalent of £3 million (£4,000 in 1833) in today’s money; Samantha Cameron, his wife descends from a businessman that received about the same sum for the loss of 164 slaves). The entire amount of money paid out to slave owners in the 19th century by the British government represented about 40% of its annual budget.

			In 1806, James Stephen, an abolitionist wrote a bill and it received favourable backing in the British Parliament and was passed making it forbidden to engage in any slave trade with the French (with whom the British had been at war since 1793). This paved the way for the abolition of the slave trade entirely since slavery had thus by Stephen’s bill been reduced by one third already.

			The British government has always refused either to apologise or to provide reparations or compensation for the descendants of slavery in the country or in the rest of the world despite many demands to do so. David Cameron, as Prime Minister, on an official visit to Jamaica stated that there would be no reparations for descendants and that he encouraged people to “move on” and “get over it”. It was discovered in 2018 that the British government of the 19th century had taken out a loan to pay slave owners in 1835 with the banker Nathan Mayer Rothschild for the sum of £15 million back then. That loan was only paid off in 2015 with the last instalment being made on 15th February, by using the taxpayers’ money of the United Kingdom. There are estimated to be some 300,000 West Indians in the UK now settled. Those people directly or indirectly also contributed to the paying off of that loan. This raises ethical questions as to the validity of what money was paid out by the British government to those slave owners.

			b. The Second British Empire

			It is usually taken that the 2nd British Empire lasted from approximately 1783 until 1815. 1783 represents the date of the loss of the Thirteen Colonies in the Americas and the signing of the Treaty of Paris at that date. It was these Thirteen Colonies on the East coast of today’s United States of America that declared themselves independent from British rule in 1776. The Treaty of Paris ended the revolutionary war with Britain. The Peace of Paris was the collective name given to all of the treaties signed by Britain with those countries that also fought on the side of the Americans (including France, Spain and the Dutch Republic). It was the culmination in the declaration of the USA being independent, free and a sovereign nation, outside of the jurisdiction of the British Crown. It is from this date that the 2nd British Empire begins when Britain is forced to some extent to look for lands elsewhere in order to maintain its status in the world. It looks towards the Great Southern Land of Australia and New Zealand in particular (c.f. chapters related to these countries).

			At the end of the 2nd British Empire and until about the start of World War I in 1914, the period is historically known as the ‘Imperial Century’ for the United Kingdom. There were no real countries in the world that had the ability to counterattack or to defend themselves against the might of the British Empire during this period, except for perhaps Russia. This is the period also known as the Pax Britannica and the period of “splendid isolation” in which Britain refused to contract any alliances with any other countries in the world, because it believed that it simply did not need to do so.

			Video and podcast extracts
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•Life Aboard a Slave Ship – History Channel

			https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PmQvofAiZGA

			•What was Britain’s Role in the Salve Trade – Timeline

			https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eyoJXTohKOE

			•Unfinished Business (Britain’s Slave Trade) – Timeline

			https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=icTi4rKi3Yc

			•What Happened to the Lost Colony of Roanoke – National Geographic

			https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kFMnMEYwqIM

			•Sir Walter Raleigh – Pirates Who Stole the British Empire – Timeline

			https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oZIrwCylmGo&list=PLqYzJxUXOdUiDCr6hx7PHuOk1pJ7RILv_&index=31&t=0s



			Vocabulary

			The following words are taken from this chapter and are in the order that they appear.

			
				
					
					
				
				
					
							
							Reign

						
							
							Règne

						
					

					
							
							To take shape

						
							
							Prendre forme

						
					

					
							
							Decade

						
							
							Décennie

						
					

					
							
							Attempt

						
							
							Tentative

						
					

					
							
							To split

						
							
							Séparer

						
					

					
							
							To appeal to

						
							
							Faire appel à

						
					

					
							
							Realm

						
							
							Royaume

						
					

					
							
							All intents and purposes

						
							
							A toutes fins pratiques

						
					

					
							
							To lead to

						
							
							Mener à

						
					

					
							
							Letters patent

						
							
							Lettres patentes

						
					

					
							
							Overseas

						
							
							Étranger

						
					

					
							
							Thus

						
							
							Ainsi

						
					

					
							
							Vast

						
							
							Vaste

						
					

					
							
							Wealth

						
							
							Richesse

						
					

					
							
							To intend to

						
							
							Avoir l’intention de

						
					

					
							
							Off the coast

						
							
							Sur la côte / au large

						
					

					
							
							To span

						
							
							Couvrir

						
					

					
							
							Defeat

						
							
							Défaite

						
					

					
							
							Hegemon

						
							
							Hégémon

						
					

					
							
							Childless

						
							
							Sans enfant

						
					

					
							
							To put an end

						
							
							Mettre fin à

						
					

					
							
							To some extent

						
							
							Dans une certaine mesure

						
					

					
							
							To fail

						
							
							Échouer

						
					

					
							
							To appoint

						
							
							Nommer

						
					

					
							
							However

						
							
							Toutefois

						
					

					
							
							Both

						
							
							Tous les deux / ensemble

						
					

					
							
							To hamper

						
							
							Entraver

						
					

					
							
							To lack

						
							
							Manquer

						
					

					
							
							To secure

						
							
							Sécuriser

						
					

					
							
							Supplies

						
							
							Provisions

						
					

					
							
							To lose anchor

						
							
							Perdre l’ancre

						
					

					
							
							Artefact

						
							
							Artefact

						
					

					
							
							To interbreed

						
							
							Se croiser

						
					

					
							
							Settlement

						
							
							Règlement

						
					

					
							
							To found

						
							
							Fonder

						
					

					
							
							Due to

						
							
							En raison de

						
					

					
							
							Drought

						
							
							Sécheresse

						
					

					
							
							Crops

						
							
							Cultures

						
					

					
							
							To be made up of

						
							
							Être composé de

						
					

					
							
							To perish

						
							
							Périr

						
					

					
							
							To end up

						
							
							Finir par être

						
					

					
							
							Craftsmen

						
							
							Artisans

						
					

					
							
							Slaves

						
							
							Esclaves

						
					

					
							
							To transport

						
							
							Transporter

						
					

					
							
							To petition

						
							
							Faire une pétition / demande officielle

						
					

					
							
							To sail

						
							
							Naviguer

						
					

					
							
							To bring back

						
							
							Ramener

						
					

					
							
							To go on and on

						
							
							Continuer encore

						
					

					
							
							Landowner

						
							
							Propriétaires terriens

						
					

					
							
							To provide

						
							
							Fournir

						
					

					
							
							Sedentary

						
							
							Sédentaire

						
					

					
							
							Sugar cane

						
							
							Canne à sucre

						
					

					
							
							To abolish

						
							
							Abolir

						
					

					
							
							To pass a law

						
							
							Adopter une loi

						
					

					
							
							Offense

						
							
							Infraction

						
					

					
							
							To enslave

						
							
							Asservir

						
					

					
							
							To bring an end to

						
							
							Mettre fin à

						
					

					
							
							To remind someone

						
							
							Rappeler à qlqn

						
					

					
							
							Revenue

						
							
							Revenu

						
					

					
							
							To be awarded

						
							
							Être récompensé

						
					

					
							
							To descend from

						
							
							Descendre de

						
					

					
							
							To pave the way for

						
							
							Ouvrir la voie à

						
					

					
							
							To apologise

						
							
							S’excuser

						
					

					
							
							Reparations

						
							
							Réparations

						
					

					
							
							To get over something

						
							
							Surmonter quelque-chose

						
					

					
							
							Loan

						
							
							Prêt

						
					

					
							
							To last

						
							
							Durer

						
					

					
							
							Loss

						
							
							Perte

						
					

				
			

			Exercises

			
William Beckford of Sommerley (1744-1799), English plantation owner, slave owner and a writer. He inherited his father’s estate in Jamaica at the age of 21 (1765), although his father Richard Beckford had died when he was just 10 years old. His inheritance included 4 sugar plantations

			He had been born in Jamaica in 1744 but went to live in England at the age of 5 years old. His father, Richard Beckford was the son of the Governor of Jamaica in 1702. In 1774, he returned to Jamaica with his wife, Charlotte Hay. He was forced to return to England in 1787 a debtor, after losing his estates through corrupt merchants, generosity and being badly advised on his business activities. On his return he was arrested and taken to the debtors’ prison (the Fleet Prison, London). While there, he wrote two books (Remarks upon the Situation of Negroes in Jamaica in 1788, and A Descriptive Account of the Island of Jamaica in 1790).

			Two volumes were published in 1790. The full title of the book was:

			A Descriptive Account of the Island of Jamaica: With Remarks Upon the Cultivation of the Sugar-Cane, throughout the different Seasons of the Year, and chiefly considered in a Picturesque Point of View. Also Observations and Reflections upon what would probably be the Consequences of an Abolition of the Slave-Trade and the Emancipation of the Slaves, by William Beckford Esq.
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			1)	The short extract that is above comes from William Beckford’s (of Somerley, to avoid confusion with others of the same name) famous Descriptive Account of the Island of Jamaica, one of the central places in sugar plantations and also slavery. It provides interesting insight in 1790 as to opinions of some regarding slavery and in particular those of a slave owner. Look at it and with the help of what you have read in this chapter and further research on internet perhaps provide a summary and a short commentary of the text.

			Remember that it is important in a summary:

			•Use your own words

			•Determine what the themes are in it

			•If there are any divisions and breaks in the text

			For a commentary, it is important to:

			•Put things into their general historical context and narrow down that context

			•Discuss the lexical fields being used and the themes discussed

			•Back up your arguments in order to make them more convincing by using sociological, philosophical and historical academic reasoning and analysis.



			Suggested Answers

			1)	The short extract that is above comes from William Beckford’s (of Somerley, to avoid confusion with others of the same name) famous Descriptive Account of the Island of Jamaica, one of the central places in sugar plantations and also slavery. It provides interesting insight in 1790 as to opinions of some regarding slavery and in particular in a slave owner. Look at it and with the help of what you have read in this chapter and further research on internet perhaps provide a summary and a short commentary of the text.

			The text shows that Beckford was pro-slavery, judging in general that the slaves were looked after by the master with nothing to do to find food and shelter and wanting for nothing during their lives (line 11, “the negroes are clothed and fed at the expense of the master”). If they worked well, they would be fed and clothed and looked after. If they did wrong, then they were punished and rightly so, in his opinion (lines 14-15, “if they be worthless, they must expect correction”).

			The text can be divided into two parts. There are 31 lines in total in this extract. The first section runs from approximately line 1 to line 16 and the second section runs from line 16 to line 31. They are both more or less of equal length. Originally the extract was taken from pages 382 to 385 of volume II. The extract comes at the end of the two volumes and precedes the conclusion of the thoughts of Beckford. It is therefore the conclusion of the book and the view that slavery should not be abolished since it brings about some good, without which the slaves would suffer even more.

			The vocabulary used and the lexical choice made by Beckford can also be divided into two main sections. The first (when talking of the slaves on the plantations) uses vocabulary that is related to nature and obligation. There is no other choice but to maintain slavery (nature, custom, necessity, oblige, resignation). The blacks must simply accept their status since it is both natural and customary and they should patiently accept this with resignation. There are opposites that are created with misery and confusion opposed against liberty and education or ambition and desire. Cheerful indulgence will be opposed to worthless correction and punishment. There will be hardship and affliction but also care for the sick. There will be justice and humanity and the promise of something better. The second section deals mainly with vocabulary that is negative, referring to “indolent”, “ill-disposed” and “defects” of the “mind and body”. People are deprived and helpless, there is bitterness and they are “dying”. Life is “inhuman” and there is “wretchedness”. Beckford paints a picture and even admits that he is going to “heighten the shadows”, setting the scene and making it more attractive or realistic to read. We enter the room and feel sorrow for the “aged parent watching the dying embers” in a metaphor for death and the end of life, almost extinguished like the fire. The characters are described in pathos between lines 23 and 31 to make it more attractive to the reader. Is the intention of Beckford to incite the reader to feel pity and the desire not to allow the abolition of slavery so that the blacks are ‘saved’ from becoming like the free English (who are free, but nevertheless who suffer from their poverty)?

			Beckford believed that the lot of the slaves on plantations was much better than for some people in England (“undergo greater hardships, and bend under more afflictions”, line 17). In particular, those that did not have enough money or the ability to work and to look after each other were in a worse position than the slaves he used on his plantations. The idea is one that abounded during the 18th century that the poor in England would destroy the lives of the rich. They would eat away at the resources in the name of humanity and have to be looked after, whereas they would bring nothing to society.

			It is all the more interesting since Beckford had by 1787 been forced to return to England, a debtor. He was imprisoned at Fleet Prison for those that were in debt and he spent three years there. He had intended to return to England to improve his finances and to defend his honour and his name or reputation. However, he had been arrested on the return journey and imprisoned immediately. He was left with £400 annually when he left prison only from the estates that he had inherited. The question of being a burden and poverty must be seen also in this light.

			Where the poor were concerned, it was believed that here would not be enough resources for them and the only thing that they would do would be to destroy the lives of the wealthy, who would in turn end up poor. Beckford had lost his money through being over-generous and through being badly advised by corrupt merchants.

			The Malthusian theory of population growth was defined by Thomas Robert Malthus in The Principle of Population, published in 1798. Malthus believed that the introduction of Poor Laws in England and the rapidly increasing population should be a cause for great concern to the wealthy. It was, in his opinion, a duty to guard against the explosions of the population that was taking place. He believed that there was “over-care in breeding animals and carelessness in breeding men”. While people took great care about how animals were bred, they did not do anything to control the breeding of men and so there should be radical solutions to population growth including sterilisation, abortion and in particular stopping those that could not take care of themselves from producing offspring.

			This extract predates the theory of Malthus, but it is obviously using the same ideas that were recurrently spoken of at the time (lines 3-6, “every human creature has the same original right to the kind dispositions and benevolent intentions of our Creator: it would however fill the world with misery and confusion, had every one the indiscriminate power to enjoy them”). It is therefore the belief of Beckford that man has equal rights without regard for origins or the colour of one’s skin. However, it would be impossible to believe that we should all benefit from the same advantages in life since there would be chaos that would ensue, with a lack of resources and on which Malthus would base his theory a few years later.

			There is a belief of superiority and nature of Beckford concerning blacks and West Indian whites. The whites are superior, and it is by “fortune” that they are in “a position of authority over others of a different complexion” (lines 7-8). It is almost their duty to make sure that they act in accordance with the authority that has been bestowed upon them. The “negroes are slaves by nature” (line 1), meaning that slavery is an innate trait of character in blacks. This is no new line of thinking.

			Montesquieu had already published his views on slavery and the servitude of one man to another, when he wrote of “The state of slavery is in its own nature bad. It is neither useful to the master nor to the slave; not to the slave, because he can do nothing through a motive of virtue; nor to the master, because by having an unlimited authority over his slaves he insensibly accustoms himself to the want of all moral virtues, and thence becomes fierce, hasty, severe, choleric, voluptuous, and cruel.”2 However, it should be remembered that Montesquieu also believed that the reason why slavery of the blacks should be allowed was in part because “Sugar would be too dear if the plants which produce it were cultivated by any other than slaves.” It would seem that the writings of Montesquieu have been almost written to fit the life of Beckford and provide him with the reason why slavery should continue. Montesquieu was quite happy that Europe had abolished slaves within its own societies3, but in other parts of the world it was still necessary, for economic reasons primarily. He states: “Aristotle endeavors to prove that there are natural slaves; but what he says is far from proving it. If there be any such, I believe they are those [blacks] of whom I have been speaking.” This is in line with the thinking of Beckford.

			The text certainly brings out the natural slavery theory of Aristotle and the belief that some people are slaves by nature and that others are slaves because the law has forced them to be so (see later under “Opinion” of Beckford as to his belief that on returning to England he has become “imprisoned”). Natural slaves are described in Aristotle’s Politics. Despite criticism regarding the inconsistencies of Aristotle’s belief it can be seen that “those who are as different [from other men] as the soul from the body or man from beast—and they are in this state if their work is the use of the body, and if this is the best that can come from them—are slaves by nature. For them it is better to be ruled in accordance with this sort of rule, if such is the case for the other things mentioned.”4 Beckford seems to believe that the blacks are born slaves.

			Just prior to the start of the extract, Beckford writes of the popular question evoked in the colonies of England as to the freedom of slaves and the abolition of the salve-trade. He wishes to provide his opinion and thoughts on the subject, stating “until the frenzy of the moment shall be abated, and the voice of reason shall allay that tempest, which a measure to replete with danger cannot fail to excite” (volume II, page 381). He states that he will only discuss the subject providing pure facts and that he will leave the “pity of their misfortune” to others that have insisted upon their sufferings in great detail.

			The thoughts of Beckford are therefore seen in the light of the backdrop of the then current mode of thinking of freeing slaves and abolishing the slave-trade and his stance against this. He does not wish to lament on their sufferings and in the extract the idea can be seen that he is of the belief that the poor in England have a harder life than the saves in the colonies. Beckford states (p. 381 of Volume II) that the “idea of slavery considered, appears to an Englishman both offensive and insupportable; and he blindly attaches a horror to the word, without strictly scanning its necessity or meaning”.

			The conclusion (starting on page 392 in Volume II) states that “the abolition of the slave trade, contrary to humanity in some instances, and derogatory to policy in all, take place, the little they have remaining will wear away by degrees, and they and their families will be ultimately left to starve”. Beckford believes slaves that become free will not be happy, just as the free-born English are not happy with their situation. Ultimately, if they are freed, they will not be able to fend for themselves and they will not have enough to feed themselves. They will, in turn end up like the poor of England, without the ability to look after themselves. The final words of the second volume state that Beckford believes that on returning to England he has come to realize that “although born to freedom, [a man] may become a slave.” (p. 405, Volume II). He believes that he has become a prisoner to society in England, since he cannot do as he wishes. He has left Jamaica, the place where slavery is established by law and yet everyone is looked after to return to a country (England) where it is impossible to live freely. Freedom brings about poverty, and poverty means dependence on others.

			During the slave-trade, the Caribbean was the “middle passage” where slaves were exchanged for tropical products (here perhaps sugar, where Beckford’s plantations are concerned). The slavery to which Beckford refers in the text is exactly what has enabled him to become wealthy. Naturally, Beckford does not wish to see the slave trade disappear and the freeing of slaves would take cheap or free labour away from him and the plantations. Beckford is part of the plantocracy, the rich landowners of the plantations.

			The Christian humanitarian movement was launched in Great Britain in 1787. The Abolition Society was founded in the same year. The text comes just three years after this and the abolitionists such as Thomas Clarkson, William Wilberforce and Fowell Buxton. The main idea was simply the abolition of the slave trade, but Beckford wishes to have neither the abolition of the slave trade (since plantations would suffer) nor the abolition of slavery due to economic reasons. If the idea were for plantation owners to take better care of the slaves, then Beckford’s two volumes are a criticism of the way slaves are believed to live and in what conditions they work. For Beckford, slaves are very well treated unless they deserve to be punished for not doing as they should. They are treated far better than some farmers or agricultural labourers in England (lines 16-17). Ultimately, the slave owners would reluctantly give up slavery. The danger of revolt from the slaves was too difficult to control and there were ideas of liberty and rights that were now spreading across the world thanks to the French Revolution of 1789. We know that Beckford also wrote A History, from the Most Early Record to the Death of Louis XVI in four volumes in 1794. Beckford had travelled in France and seemed to be well-versed in history.

			II. Modern Britain

			a. Windrush Scandal

			The Empire Windrush was the ship that brought the first immigrants from the West Indies to the United Kingdom after World War II in 1948. A scandal broke in 2018 and was called the Windrush Scandal, in which some 83 cases of people being wrongly retained and deported from the United Kingdom, after being caught up in the “Hostile Environment Policy” of the United Kingdom with regard to illegal migration in the country.

			Former Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, Theresa May (2016-2019), set up various policies and measures that would enable the deportation of people from the United Kingdom if they had no right to be in the country. Its intention was to make settlement or staying in the United Kingdom as difficult as could be possible for anyone that did not have ‘leave to remain’ or the right to stay in the country legally. It was a strategy of the Conservative Party that was implemented from 2012, according to pledges that were made during the 2010 elections. She stated that she wanted to make Britain a hostile environment for “illegal immigrants”. The use of the words alone should perhaps be questioned since technically speaking a person cannot be illegal. They may do something or act in a certain way that is not legal, but a person cannot be illegal. The terminology is inaccurate. Migration cannot be termed as being illegal, but a person should be referred to as being ‘undocumented’, in other words, not having the legal papers to allow for them to stay in the country.

			Theresa May, while Home Office Minister (2010-2016), decided in 2013 that people should be deported first and then appeals5 should be heard afterwards, rather than the other way around. Adverts in newspapers were also taken out telling people that they should leave the country voluntarily. ‘Go Home’ vans were also used with billboards on the sides telling people to leave. The vans stated: “In the UK illegally? — GO HOME OR FACE ARREST — Text HOME to 78070 for free advice and help with travel documents. We can help you return home voluntarily without fear of arrest or detention.” This was known as ‘Operation Vaken’. In 2016, it was made obligatory for the National Health Service, for schools, landlords and charities to carry out identity checks on everyone that they came into contact with (knowingly or unknowingly). They would be fined if they helped or aided people who had no legal right to be in the country. Many people that were deported had been living in the UK for a number of years, had children there and were classed as highly-skilled migrants (doctors, teachers and lawyers). They were usually given just a fortnight to leave the country and 65% of the decisions were overturned at a later date.

			Some Commonwealth citizens and the Windrush generation of West Indians, that had been living in the UK since 1948 at least, were also caught up in the hostile environment policy of the Home Office of Theresa May and of her successor Amber Rudd (2016-2018). The latter later resigned in the midst of the scandal since it was brought to light that she had been aware of what was taking place to people that had the legal right to be in the country.

			It is estimated that there are some half a million undocumented migrants in the United Kingdom, according to government sources. The London School of Economics carried out a study in 2009 and estimated it to be somewhere in the region of 863,000 people. However, the first figures by the Home Office refuse to take into consideration the children of those undocumented migrants. This is not relatively significant in terms of total population of the country. However, it receives far greater media and political attention.

			The British Nationality Act of 1948 had given everyone in British colonies and in the United Kingdom the right to become a British subject. Between 1948 and the 1970s half a million people moved to the United Kingdom after the British government ran advertising campaigns to encourage them to come the Britain to rebuild it after WWII. Many of those people were children and they travelled without passports. Those people at that date had no need to prove that they were British since the law granted them that nationality and that status. Those people, like all other British people (including those born in the UK) had no need to prove that they were British in their daily lives, at school or anywhere else. When a British child went to school in 1948, they did not have to show that they were British and no identity papers (as is the case today still) existed in the country. The right to enter the United Kingdom on this basis was ended, but anyone that had entered the country before 1973 had the right to stay there permanently. It was automatically granted and there was no need to provide any proof of that.

			Problems arose when the Hostile Environment Policy of Theresa May meant that those same people would now have to prove that they had the right to go to school, be treated at a hospital, rent a flat or simply live on a daily basis (including having or retaining a bank account). It was brought to the attention of Theresa May in 2013 that the Windrush generation were being targeted also and that they had no way of proving that they were British, since they had never been given papers or passports (and there would only be a need to have a passport in the country if you were intending to go outside of the borders). There were landing cards for most of them when they first arrived. However, those landing cards were earmarked for destruction in 2009 by the Labour government and it was the coalition government in 2010 that destroyed them, thus removing all traces of who had arrived in the country. The Foreign Office Minister, Philip Hammond was also alerted. Theresa May refused to meet with representatives of the West Indian community that had requested help in 2018. It had already been reported in the British press as from 2017 and the scandal finally broke causing Rudd to resign after having admitted that the Home Office was working to targets that had been set by Theresa May and that had been forcibly adhered to. At the end of 2018, it was admitted that 83 cases of people being wrongly deported had taken place.

			This clearly raises the question of what it means to look and be British in the minds of other people. You would only have to prove that you had the right to be in the country if there was some doubt about it, meaning the way that you look, the colour of your skin, or your name. Somebody called John Smith would not have to prove that they were British if they were to look as if they were British, according to the ideas and imagination of people in the country.

			b. Teaching about Slavery in Schools

			In the United Kingdom, the teaching of history is divided in schools into two key stages (1-2 and 3-4). There are guidelines that are set out, but nothing is compulsory in that teaching and latitude is given to teachers to decide as to what they wish to teach. In stages 3-4, for example, which corresponds to ages 11-14 for stage 3 and 14-16 for stage 4, students at secondary schools are informed that they should learn about:

			•The development of the Church, state and society in Medieval Britain (1066-1509).

			•The development of the Church, state and society in Britain 1509-1745.

			•Ideas, political power, industry and empire, Britain 1745-1901

			•Challenges for Britain, Europe and the wider world 1901 to the present day, including the Holocaust.

			•Local history study.

			The third section could (as a suggestion) include the Enlightenment, 17th century thinkers and scientists as well as the founding of the Royal Society, Britain’s transatlantic slave trade and its effects and its eventual abolition, the French Revolutionary Wars, Britain as the first industrial nation and its impact on society, party politics, extension of franchise and social reform, the development of the British Empire with in depth study of India, Ireland and Home Rule and Darwin’s ‘On the Origin of Species’. While there is no obligatory nature involved in any of these elements, there is much debate about what should and should not be taught. In 2016, the then-Education Secretary, Michael Gove, now the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster6 and Conservative stated that history was being taught incorrectly in schools and making British children feel too much guilt about the country’s colonial past. However, a subsequent study carried out by Professor Terry Haydn at the University of East Anglia showed that this was not in fact the case. According to the results of the study, it was determined that the British gave very little time to history and in fact jumped from Henry VIII to Nazi Germany, missing out most of what happened in between, since it was precisely not compulsory to teach it. The study analysed textbooks for schools and found that there was, when dealt with, a rather balanced view of the good and bad aspects of the British historical past. However, growing numbers of people, such as William Hague, former Foreign Secretary of the UK stated that the British needed to forget the “post-colonial guilt” they suffered from and that they should move on and not discuss it any more. He stated that it was a “long time ago” while holding office in 2012. Brexiteer and Leeder of the House of Commons since 2019, Jacob Rees-Mogg, for the Conservative Party stated in 20187 that there were perhaps “blots” on Britain’s colonial history but there were also some “good bits” that were “really wonderful”. Former Labour leader, Jeremy Corbyn was shouted down and told he was unpatriotic when he stated that the teaching of British history was whitewashed and that it should include stories of contributors to British history from African states, rather than just talking about enslavement of people that were victims.

			c. Black Lives Matter Movement

			The 2020 Black Lives Matter Movement (BLM or M for BLM) began in the USA and rapidly spread around the world. Since July 2013, the hashtag #BlackLivesMatter has been used for the first time on social media after George Zimmerman was acquitted after the shooting of the Afro-American teenager, Trayvon Martin (in February 2012). The movement rapidly gained world notoriety when George Floyd protests began in 2020 after Derek Chauvin, Minneapolis police officer, killed the former by kneeling on his neck and suffocating him for 8 minutes, despite his calls for assistance and that he could not breath. Black Lives Matter was seemingly unpopular in 2018 but then rapidly gained positive ground after 2020, with the majority of US citizens now stating that they support the movement. The United Kingdom rapidly in 2020 saw demonstrations taking place in defence of the Black Lives Matter Movement. This is despite the fact that there had already been BLM demonstrations that had taken place in 2016 at London City Airport and then in 2017 at Stratford, London. In 2020, after the George Floyd incident and death, demonstrations took place in London’s Trafalgar Square, Hyde Park and the Parliament Square and at the US Embassy. Quickly demonstrations also followed in Manchester, Bristol and then Cardiff. The culmination of this was the tearing down of the statue of the philanthropist, and slave trader, Edward Colston, in Bristol city centre in June 2020. It was rolled along the road and pushed into the harbour amid cheers. The act was condemned by the Conservative Home Office Minister, Pritti Patel and she deemed it to be “utterly indefensible”. Protestors in London also defaced the statue of Winston Churchill at Parliament Square spray-painting under his name “…was a racist”. However, it is little reported that the statue of Mahatma Gandhi just a short distance away was also sprayed with the same word “racist” under his name.

			It is debatable whether or not Churchill was indeed a racist and perhaps in today’s terms he certainly was since he held views of British superiority over that of others. He held the view and advocated strongly for the indigenous populations of African colonies or in Australia not to be given autonomy or self-rule. He believed that the British dominated the rest of the world due to social Darwinism and that the Chinese were a “barbaric nation” that would attempt to destroy the civilised nations, including Britain, of the world. However, he also stated that the “Ayran stock is bound to triumph” (1902 interview) when speaking about the British. Even as late as the mid-1950s, Churchill stated that the Chinese had “slit eyes and pigtails” and that he didn’t “like the look of them or the smell of them”. In 1937, Churchill stated to the Palestine Royal Commission: “I do not admit for instance, that a great wrong has been done to the Red Indians of America or the black people of Australia. I do not admit that a wrong has been done to these people by the fact that a stronger race, a higher-grade race, a more worldly wise race to put it that way, has come in and taken their place.”

			Gandhi too had been criticized for his statements regarding South African blacks, in particular at the turn of the 20th century. He wrote to the Health Officer in Johannesburg in 1904 stating that he felt very strongly about the mixing of Africans with Indians in the city. He had stated in 1893 that a “general belief seems to prevail in the Colony that the Indians are a little better, if at all, than savages or the Natives of Africa.”

			There is much controversy today as to whether either Churchill or Gandhi were indeed racists. It is difficult to review our historical figures and to paint them in a different light than that which has been attributed to them. Churchill was undoubtedly a great statesman, a leader, a politician that fought for freedom and democracy. But he was, even in the darkest hour, someone who held beliefs that abounded at the time. Those beliefs of superiority due to civilisation, culture or the colour of one’s skin are today unacceptable. Gandhi is an icon of virtue and peace, taken to prone peaceful protest. However, he too held opinions of Indian superiority. We perhaps need to attempt to look once again at our histories and also the way that we portray them. Nothing is one-sided and people cannot be perceived or portrayed as being singularly good or perfect. It is important today that we should perhaps come to understand that walking past a statue of Edward Colston is also defending who that person is and what they stood for. The riches of Bristol were indeed built upon the slave trade, but keeping statues erected to that glory is not just a denial of the real past but a celebration of it that is unacceptable to most people today. It is not a question of the impossibility of erasing the past as some politicised discourses defend, but the fact that society is today made up of a multitude of different peoples, that are to be equally recognised if we are to create a cohesive society. However, at the same time histories cannot be erased and cannot be forgotten. But are we prepared to continue seeing statues that are erected to people that today have done great wrongs?

			Vocabulary

			The following words are taken from this section on MODERN BRITAIN and are in the order that they appear in the texts.

			
				
					
					
				
				
					
							
							Ship

						
							
							Bateau

						
					

					
							
							West Indies

						
							
							Antilles

						
					

					
							
							To break (scandal)

						
							
							Éclater (scandale)

						
					

					
							
							Wrongly

						
							
							À tort

						
					

					
							
							To be deported

						
							
							Être expulsé

						
					

					
							
							To be caught up in

						
							
							Être mêlé à

						
					

					
							
							Undocumented

						
							
							Sans papiers

						
					

					
							
							Home Office Minister

						
							
							Ministre de l’Intérieur

						
					

					
							
							Appeal

						
							
							Appel

						
					

					
							
							Afterwards

						
							
							Après / ensuite

						
					

					
							
							Van

						
							
							Camionnette

						
					

					
							
							Billboard

						
							
							Panneau publicitaire

						
					

					
							
							Unknowingly

						
							
							Sans le savoir

						
					

					
							
							Skilled

						
							
							Qualifié

						
					

					
							
							Fortnight

						
							
							Quinzaine

						
					

					
							
							To be overturned

						
							
							Être renversé

						
					

					
							
							To carry out

						
							
							Mener

						
					

					
							
							Figures

						
							
							Chiffres

						
					

					
							
							To prove

						
							
							Prouver

						
					

					
							
							Right

						
							
							Droit

						
					

					
							
							Proof

						
							
							Preuve

						
					

					
							
							To arise

						
							
							Arriver

						
					

					
							
							To be treated

						
							
							Être géré

						
					

					
							
							To rent

						
							
							Louer

						
					

					
							
							Bank account

						
							
							Compte bancaire

						
					

					
							
							To target

						
							
							Cibler

						
					

					
							
							Landing card

						
							
							Carte de débarquement

						
					

					
							
							To be earmarked

						
							
							Être destiné à

						
					

					
							
							To be reported in the press

						
							
							Être signal dans la presse

						
					

					
							
							To look British

						
							
							Avoir l’aire britannique

						
					

					
							
							Guilt

						
							
							Culpabilité

						
					

					
							
							To feel

						
							
							Se sentir

						
					

					
							
							Blot

						
							
							Tache

						
					

					
							
							To breath

						
							
							Respirer

						
					

					
							
							To spray-paint

						
							
							Être pulvérisé de peinture

						
					

					
							
							Self-rule

						
							
							Autonomie

						
					

					
							
							To be bound to do

						
							
							Être obligé de faire

						
					

					
							
							To prone something

						
							
							Avoir tendance à faire / être probable à faire

						
					

					
							
							Peaceful protest

						
							
							Manifestation pacifique

						
					

					
							
							To stand for something

						
							
							Représenter quelque-chose

						
					

					
							
							Riches

						
							
							Richesses

						
					

					
							
							Denial

						
							
							Déni

						
					

					
							
							To erase

						
							
							Effacer

						
					

					
							
							Discourse

						
							
							Discours (contenu)

						
					

					
							
							To be made up of

						
							
							Être composé de

						
					

				
			

			


				
					1. https://www.nationalgeographic.com/news/2015/08/150807-lost-colony-roanoke-hatteras-outer-banks-archaeology/. Accessed on 25th May 2020.

				

				
					2. Montesquieu, Spirit of Laws, bk. 15, CHS. 1, 4-8. http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/v1ch15s4.html, accessed on 15th May 2020.

				

				
					3. “But as all men are born equal, slavery must be accounted unnatural, though in some countries it be founded on natural reason; and a wide difference ought to be made between such countries, and those in which even natural reason rejects it, as in Europe, where it has been so happily abolished.”

				

				
					4. Aristotle, Politics, 1254b 16-21.

				

				
					5. The Home Office lost 75% of appeals in 2018 (after deportation of people had already been carried out, however).

				

				
					6. The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster is a ministerial office of the British government in Westminster that is appointed in a capacity of an advisory role to the Prime minister, providing oversight to all government policies.

				

				
					7. On the LBC Show with Nick Ferrari.
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‘The negroes are slaves by nature; and custom and necessity oblige them to bear with patience and
resignation what by force or will they cannot obtain. They have no idea of the charm of iberty;
nor have they an education to give them a knowledge of ts meaning, or any pursuits of ambition
o make them desire it but it may be said, tha every human creature has the same original right
o the kind dispositions and benevolent intentions of our Creator it would however il the world
with misery and confusion, had every one the indiscriminate power o enjoy them. All that a
‘WestIndian can do, ina stuation in which fortunc has placed him to be in authority over others
of a different complexion, but perhaps of ther same feelings with himself, s , to make humanity
and justce the rules of his general conduct, or it iscertainly better, and more consonant to the:
professions of ou religion, o relax on the side of misery, than to b rigid on that of power

‘The negroes are clothed and fed a the expense of the master. If they work well, and cheerfuly,
they meet with indulgence; ifsick,they are attended with care, and rlieved with humanity; as
‘much, perhaps, from a principle of policy, as from a motive of commiseration. I they obey the
orders of the overseer, they seldom fail of proper encouragement. if they be worthless they must
expect comrction; and the mode of punishment in Jamaica is by no means so rigorous as that of
the naval and military discipline of England. The common husbandmen, and I had almost said the
mechanics, i thislast county, undergo greater hardships, and bend under more afflictions, than
the generality of slaves in the former, whose conditions are much mistepresented by the
advocates for humanity in Europe The indolent only, and the ill-disposed, encounter
punishments; but thisis a fae that attends people of this description n every country

Let us now consider the situation of a needy labourer in England: et us suppose him incapable of
exertion, from the infirmity of years, or from any constitutional defect of mind or body. Let us
suppose him to be surrounded by a young, and consequently, helpless family, with a wife siting
by him, in all the bitterness of soul lameniing the cause that has deprived him of 1abour, and his
family of the means of bread. To heighten the shadows of the picture, let s add to this aflcted
group an aged parent, who is watching the dying embers by the chimney side, and joining his
sighs and tearsto the general misfortune. Let us paint, at a distance, by way of back-ground, the
figure of an inhuman landlord, demanding from wretchedness and want what he cannot always
obain from happiness and wealth; for how can such a family discharge a rent, and that perhaps
an exorbitant one, when the common means of subsistence are wanting, and when indusiry itslf
must prove ineffectual ?

William Beckford, 4 Descriptive Account of the Island of
Jamaica ( London, T. and J. Egerton, Whitehall, 1790).
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