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Praise for

It Wasn’t About Slavery

“A number of good historians have lately published books challenging the American ‘Myth of Righteousness’—the claim that the great War Between the States was all about freeing the slaves. It is juvenile to believe that so large and complicated a historical event as the U.S. government’s massively destructive and revolutionary invasion and conquest of Americans of the South was, unlike every other war in history, entirely a matter of benevolence. Dr. Samuel Mitcham has nailed down this myth for all times for those who have the honesty to hear the evidence. If it was about one thing, the war was about money, the intent of the ruling elements of the North to keep their profitable control of Southern land and people. When the leaders of both sides made their plans and the soldiers of both sides went into battle, they were not thinking about the slaves.”

—Clyde Wilson, professor emeritus, University of South Carolina, author of a dozen books and 600 articles, editor of the twenty-eight volume Papers of John C. Calhoun, and founding dean of the Stephen Dill Lee Institute

“The minions of political correctness have been given a near death blow by Dr. Mitcham’s latest book, It Wasn’t About Slavery. Mitcham charges into the fray with a cartridge box full of truth and skillfully destroys the central element of the neo-Marxist assault upon the South. As Mitcham plainly demonstrates, regardless of which side of the Mason-Dixon Line America’s heroes were born, the use of this ‘politically correct’ myth about slavery and the War Between the States is their starting point in attacking traditional American heroes. Mitcham’s book, It Wasn’t About Slavery, is more of a defense of traditional American heroes and values than a defense of the South.”

—Walter Donald Kennedy, author of The South Was Right!

“Dr. Samuel Mitcham’s prowess as an author and a historian booms to the forefront in this book, It Wasn’t About Slavery. In this age of politically correct history, which in reality is incorrect history, it is refreshing to find a noted historian who will not cower before the sycophants of false history. Dr. Mitcham’s historical insight educates us, while his courage inspires us.”

—Paul Grambling, Jr., commander-in-chief, Sons of Confederate Veterans

“In Dr. Samuel W. Mitcham Jr.’s It Wasn’t About Slavery, the author presents a well-researched and thoroughly examined history of slavery in America that provides an unbiased and intelligent explanation of the real issues leading up to the Civil War—most importantly the long-accepted issue of slavery as the base cause of the War. Mitcham’s research is eye-opening for the modern-day student of history who has too often been taught to believe that the evil of slavery only existed in the South, and that it was solely the North’s attempt to abolish slavery that prompted the South to war. Mitcham picks apart this long-held belief and offers a clear, logical perspective on the real issues at the root of the Civil War and why the North branded slavery as the chief cause of Southern secession. Mitcham’s compelling argument is a must read for those who long to know the truth about the institution of slavery in American history.”

—Bridget Smith, author of Where Elephants Fought

“It has often been repeated that slavery was the cause of the War Between the States. Most who state this do so for political reasons. This aberrant notion has often been written about. Dr. Samuel W. Mitcham Jr.’s book It Wasn’t About Slavery is a good historical documentation for the fact that some cannot face. The War, indeed, was not about slavery.”

—Paul H. Yarbrough, author of Mississippi Cotton and Thy Brother’s Blood

“Dr. Samuel Mitcham’s new book has a title that’s going to upset a lot of people—It Wasn’t About Slavery: Exposing the Great Lie of the Civil War. To say this goes against the grain of popular culture is to make a gross understatement, but I would recommend you give the book a fair chance. You might not agree with everything he writes, but Dr. Mitcham makes his case that it was about money—or as I would say the same thing in another way, power. In an extensively sourced 179-page book, he lays out the entire history of the differences and frictions between the sections of the United States that together led to the most devastating war in its history. His book is a greatly needed corrective to current discourse and it is the ‘rest of the story.’ ”

—Major General John Scales, author of The Battles and Campaigns of Confederate General Nathan Bedford Forrest

“Samuel Mitcham has dismantled the ‘Myth of the Enlightened and Noble Federal Cause’ and exposed the real origin of the ‘War for Southern Self-Determination.’ To gain a holistic view of the conflict, professional historians and history buffs alike must read this book!”

—Kevin Adkins, author and Civil War historian

“In his most recent book, It Wasn’t About Slavery, Dr. Mitcham conveniently gathers into one place the relevant facts regarding the Civil War and slavery that took many of us years to find and digest on our own. If you want to understand the war and the current hysterical and increasingly violent response to Southern symbols, Southern monuments, and even Southern memory, here’s your chance!”

—Paul C. Graham, author of Confederaphobia: An American Epidemic and When the Yankees Come: Former South Carolina Slaves Remember Sherman’s Invasion

“Wow! Few authors today possess the intestinal fortitude to tackle highly controversial issues. Dr. Samuel W. Mitcham Jr. has done just that with his latest work, It Wasn’t About Slavery: Exposing the Great Lie of the Civil War. Slavery did indeed play a role in the events leading up to the War Between the States. However, it turns out it was just one of many issues that led to the greatest conflict in the history of the United States. Dr. Mitcham, through extensive research, brings to light valid arguments that explain why the citizens of the southern states, nearly all of whom did not own slaves, were willing to risk everything and take up arms against the federal government.

Exploring constitutional issues such as nullification and the very act of secession, cultural differences, and the economies of both the North and the South, a valid argument is made that slavery was indeed a trigger, NOT the cause of the Civil War. In this age of revisionist history, this work stands alone as a must read for any true scholar committed to preserving the real history of the United States.”

—James Michael Pasley, retired history professor and author of Matt: Warriors and Wagon Trains

“Samuel Mitcham has provided a great service to American history. The current attempt to reduce the causes of a complex war to slavery and only slavery is akin to middle school logic. No other historical event is given such a sophomoric treatment. Mitcham destroys this simplistic narrative and properly ‘contextualizes’ the most important event in our collective historical consciousness.”

—Brion McClanahan, author of Nine Presidents Who Screwed Up America: And Four Who Tried to Save Her

“I was pleasantly surprised by this book on slavery and the Civil War. The book opens with quotes from Robert E. Lee and George Orwell on the topic of truth. The table of contents lists fifteen chapters followed by an extensive bibliography. In the introduction, the author summarizes his belief that the freedom of the slaves was not the cause of the war but the result of the war, and discusses how the root cause was money and the determination to not allow Southern self-determination. Of the numerous books I have read concerning the issue of slavery in America’s Civil War, this is the most powerfully convincing and factual I’ve found. It is certainly a book that needs to be in every historian’s library.

All the author’s arguments are well illustrated with photographs and documented with quotes from primary sources, revealing his careful and extensive research. One favorite quote I found was by Jefferson Davis, president of the confederacy, who said, ‘We are not fighting for slavery. We are fighting for Independence.’ There are many other quotations the reader will find surprising. The author skillfully exposes the fallacies and distortions of truth behind those who rally behind the topic of slavery to attack the South. Mitcham also points out the racial prejudice that existed in the North. The historical anecdotes and epigraphs add much to illustrating Mitcham’s arguments. The facts and quotations on secession are brilliantly presented.

For many years in my state history presentations at schools, libraries, and festivals, I have faced the stereotypical and historically ignorant beliefs that America’s Civil War was started to end slavery in the South. Unfortunately, influenced by media and politicians, so many in my audiences do not want to know the real history and facts about slavery. This is a book I wish I had found years ago, and one which I intend to purchase in quantity and share with every university and secondary history teacher I can. If they will read and share Mitcham’s finding and arguments with their students and peers, perhaps it will make a difference. This could be a life-changing book. I know it changed mine.”

—Rickey Pittman, author of Stonewall Jackson’s Black Sunday School Class and Stories of the Confederate South

“In the study of history, facts are sometimes very inconvenient things; they get in the way of pet theories. Professor Mitcham has presented those who insist that the War Between the States was caused solely by slavery with facts which can be ignored only at the price of intellectual dishonesty. The author demonstrates that more than one factor caused the conflict.”

—Michael R. Bradley, professor emeritus, Motlow State, and author of They Rode with Forrest and Nathan Bedford Forrest’s Escort and Staff

“When tyranny rules, truth becomes heresy. Sandy Mitcham’s new book It Wasn’t About Slavery will forever cast the author as villain and politically incorrect heretic because he dares to tell the truth—it wasn’t about slavery.”

—James Ronald Kennedy, author of Punished with Poverty: The Suffering South and ten other books

“This book is an intelligent, logical, and politically incorrect explanation of the causes of the War Between the States. The ex post facto explanations given by the winners to explain the war in strictly moral terms has relied on the historical ignorance of Americans—and it has worked. Having taught graduate history to military officers including those of other countries for years, the foreign officers understand this phenomena and many are brutal in their assessment of their fellow American students’ inability to see truth. “The War Was Not About Slavery” is the unvarnished truth.

—Lieutenant Colonel (ret) Edwin L. Kennedy Jr., former assistant professor, U.S. Army Command and General Staff College, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas

“In a provocative new book, noted Civil War historian Dr. Samuel W. Mitcham, Jr. answers the question rarely asked in American history classes: Was the Civil War fought to end slavery? His answer is no—it was the great lie of the Civil War.

No political party during the U.S. election of 1860 advocated freeing the slaves. In fact, at no time during his presidency did Abraham Lincoln free all the slaves; while during the war, he only freed slaves in southern secessionist states, which were not under Washington, D.C. control.

Instead of slavery, Mitcham writes that the Civil War was fought over money. Before the Civil War, the South financed most of the federal government, yet most of the federal subsidies and benefits went to the North. All the South wanted was limited government and lower tariffs—the ideals of Thomas Jefferson and other Founding Fathers.

Lincoln stumbled into the Civil War. He was unprepared for all the Southern states succeeding and had to find a way to bring them back to finance the federal government. Force was the only answer. So, the clever Illinois trial lawyer maneuvered the South into firing the first shot.

The result was an American tragedy and debacle. The South never recovered and, while finally freed, the lives of former slaves didn’t improve. In fact, for many disease and death were the results of Union victory.

Compelling to read, Mitcham’s book greatly expands our understanding of the Civil War.”

—Stephen Thompson, historian and author

“This is a brilliantly written book showing the cultural and economic differences between the North and the South as the country was shaping and leading up to the War Between the States. Among these are the handling of laws and the shaping of the slave trade. Dr. Mitcham delves into the real causes of the war and the tactics of Mr. Lincoln. If you only read one book about the War Between the States this year, this should be the one.”

—Christopher Rice, CEO, Confederate Broadcasting
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Everyone should do all in his power to collect and disseminate the truth, in hope that it may find a place in history and descend to posterity.

—Robert E. Lee

The further a society drifts from the truth, the more it will hate those who speak it.

—George Orwell








INTRODUCTION

It is all very simple, the establishment historian writes: the Civil War was all about slavery. The selfless and morally superior Union soldier, brilliantly directed by a prophet and saint, Abraham Lincoln, invaded the evil and decadent South with no other purpose than to liberate the oppressed and downtrodden “Negro” from his cruel, sadistic masters. Filled with righteous indignation, these virtuous knights in military blue crushed the traitors and brought emancipation and heaven on earth to African Americans, all while bringing defeat and chastisement to the poor, ignorant Southerners, most of whom were slave owners or cruel overseers who wiped their noses on their shirt sleeves and chewed tobacco—even the women.

The victor, as Churchill said, writes the history, but these “historians” have abused the privilege. What passes for history today is cultural and intellectual nihilism, especially when it comes to the myth of the Enlightened and Noble Federal Cause. Their aim is not to seek the truth (which should be the ambition of every legitimate historian) but to serve an agenda. They are saying instead: “Forget the past unless it fits the narrative of which we approve because everything that occurred before us is irrelevant and inferior to our views and therefore should be forgotten, modified, ‘corrected,’ contextualized, or destroyed altogether.”

Is it possible to be more narcissistic?

The French philosopher Bernard of Chartres remarked a long time ago that we stand on the shoulders of giants. Sir Isaac Newton made a similar pronouncement, but he added that the purpose was to see further—not to look down on the giants in scorn. I agree with Bernard and Sir Isaac and intend to teach history properly, standing on the shoulders of giants, seeing further, but not to erase or rewrite history into an “acceptable” form by looking down, in my case, on the American South. The primary purpose of this book is to help bring some balance to the debate about what happened in the pre-Civil War era.

First of all, I confess that I do not believe it was a “civil war.” Most military schools outside the United States define a civil war as a struggle between two or more factions for control of the government. Establishment intellectuals have redefined the term in America in order to provide moral cover for what I call the the Lincoln regime. Yet if the standard international definition is accepted, one would have to conclude that the objective of Robert E. Lee, Stonewall Jackson, et al., was to conquer and rule New York City, Chicago, Baltimore, Detroit and the rest of the North to label our 1861–1865 struggle a “civil war.” This, of course, is absurd, though I dare say that all four cities, and many more, would have benefited immensely from a benign Confederate military dictatorship.

If we reject the term “civil war,” what is a good name for the conflict? Some people prefer “The War of the Rebellion,” favored by many Northerners in the nineteenth century. Others prefer “The War Between the States,” while some refer to it as “The War for Southern Independence.” Stonewall Jackson called it our “Second War for Independence.” I prefer “The War for Southern Self-Determination,” which it was, if we apply modern usage of self-determination. After all, if self-determination is good enough for Bosnia and Herzegovina, why isn’t it good enough for Alabama and Mississippi? However, I will use the appelation “Civil War” in its place since it is widely understood and conforms to current usage, but it is nothing more than shorthand for “The War for Southern Self-Determination.”



The War for Southern Self-Determination was not solely about slavery. Freeing the slaves was a result of the war, not the casus belli. In my view, slavery was part of a Cold War-like struggle between the North and South, whose economics, customs, religion, values, and ways of life were increasingly divergent. If culture is defined as the total way of life of a people, they had distinct cultures from the beginning. Only with the evolution of modern historical thought, heavily influenced by the ideas and tactics of Marx and Stalin, did the Civil War become “all about slavery.” Marxist history validates the words of Confederate Major General Patrick Cleburne, who warned his men, “Surrender means that the history of this heroic struggle will be written by the enemy; that our youth will be trained by Northern school teachers their version of the war; will be impressed by all the influences of history and education to regard our gallant dead as traitors, and our maimed veterans as fit subjects for derision.”

Legendary scholar Dr. Grady McWhiney agreed with General Cleburne over a century later. In 1980, he wrote, “What passes as standard American history is really Yankee history written by New Englanders or their puppets to glorify Yankee heroes and ideals.”1 My books are not puppets with New Englanders pulling the historical strings.

At this point, the reader might ask, if the Civil War wasn’t about slavery, what was it about? The answer is simple: money. Most wars were and are about money or wealth transfer, including territorial acquisition, in one form or another. “What was slavery about?” Again, the answer is, money.



After the war, Admiral Raphael Semmes of the Confederate navy authored a book entitled Memoirs of Service Afloat. In it, he wrote that he did not anticipate Northerners would read his book because “men do not willingly read unpalatable truths … The people of America … like those best who fool them most, by pandering to their vices and flattering their foibles. The author, not being a flatterer, cannot expect to be much of a favorite … .”2

The great captain was wrong in the case of his own classic, which has been in print since 1869. I hope this book enjoys a similar fate.

There are indeed indications of a return to balance and objectivity in the field of Civil War history. A new wave of scholars has arisen, and they are gradually restoring a degree of sanity to the mix. They include Clyde Wilson, Thomas DiLorenzo, Walter D. Kennedy, Donald Livingston, Karen Stokes, Kenneth M. Stampp, Jeffrey Hummel, Gene Kizer Jr., Biron McClanahan, James Ronald Kennedy, Frank B. Powell III, Paul Yarborough, John Emison, H. V. Traywick Jr., Leonard M. Scruggs, Paul C. Graham, John Taylor, John M. Taylor, James Rutledge Roesch, H. W. Crocker III, Walter Brian Cisco, Philip Leigh, Egon Richard Tausch, and the sages of the Abbeville Institute. The works of most of these fine authors are cited in this book and/or are listed in the bibliography. I hope that It Wasn’t About Slavery will also find a place alongside the writings of these outstanding scholars.

I further hope It Wasn’t About Slavery will be palatable to open-minded people on both sides of the old Mason-Dixon Line (although I am also aware it will make some people uncomfortable). I prefer to put my faith in the words of President Jefferson Davis, who said, “Truth, crushed to earth, is truth still, and like a seed will rise again.”3

I should mention that there are some loose ends that I did not address in this book. Two of them are “Was secession treason?” and “Was Jefferson Davis a traitor?” Simply put, the answer to both questions is “No.” Not one Confederate officer or official was tried for treason. Jefferson Davis, in fact, demanded a trial, but the victors refused to give him one. U.S. senator Charles Sumner (R-MA), one of the most hateful radical Republicans among many, deplored the fact that Davis was even captured because his presence in a Northern prison was a serious embarrassment to the government. They could not let him go because of Northern public opinion, but “to try him … would be the ne plus ultra of folly,” Sumner wrote to Salmon Chase, the chief justice of the United States Supreme Court.4 Chase agreed. He wrote to his former colleagues in Lincoln’s cabinet in July 1866: “If you bring these [Confederate] leaders to trial, it will condemn the North, for by the Constitution secession is not rebellion.”5

In the end, they had no choice but to release Confederate leaders. Even many moderate Northerners and some forgiving abolitionist leaders were demanding Davis’ release. Finally, President Andrew Johnson (who personally despised Davis) yielded to the pressure and released Jefferson Davis on May 11, 1867. When the former Rebel commander in chief walked out of the courtroom in Richmond, a free man for the first time in two years, thousands of people (many of them black, it was reported) lined the streets and took off their hats in respectful silence.



Thanks, of course, are in order to everyone who helped with this project. Special thanks go to Walter D. Kennedy for his advice and for allowing me to use part of his library; to James R. Kennedy for his advice and reading an earlier version of this manuscript; to Dr. Clyde Wilson, General John Scales, and Colonel Ed Kennedy for reading an earlier version of this manuscript and making valuable suggestions for improvement; to Dr. Stephen Thompson for editing the final version and doing a great job; to Laura Swain for an excellent job at copy editing; to Elizabeth Kantor for assistance with photographs; to Donna Mitcham for editorial assistance, proofreading, and help in preparing this manuscript; and to Alex Novak, who came up with the idea for this book and honored me by selecting me to write it.






CHAPTER I SLAVERY AND THE YANKEE FLESH PEDDLER



I believe that in the end truth will conquer.

    —John Wycliffe



In his introduction to To Live and Die in Dixie, one of the best books ever written on Southern history and culture, R. Michael Givens noted that slavery was the glue that bound all anti-Southern arguments together. He also correctly pointed out that people are clueless as to the truth about slavery.1 Though the Civil War was certainly not only about slavery, it was an issue. Now, it is an issue about which most people know next to nothing.

A poorly educated American believes slavery existed just in the Southern United States. However, it can be found in the first chapter of the Bible, in the Book of Genesis. The very word “slave” is ancient and comes from the word “Slav,” the ethnic group that inhabits eastern Europe, including much of European Russia. And slavery continues to this day. According to the International Labor Office, a United Nations-affiliated organization, there were an estimated 40,300,000 slaves in the world in 2017.2 This means that, in terms of raw numbers, there are more slaves in the world today than at any other time in history. There is, however, no great outcry about this fact, nor any large-scale movements to rid the world of it. After all, there is no money in that.

In ancient times, slavery was not based on race. It was based primarily on military conquest or bad luck. If you got in the way of the Roman army, for example, you would likely end up as a slave, or if you were the grandchild of someone who got in the way of the noble Roman, you would likely be born a slave. Slavery in its earliest days, therefore, was based on military conquest, though some people were enslaved because of financial debts.

Racial slavery began in the ninth century, when Arab Muslims began enslaving black Africans. The Arabs and Berbers, who were non-European Muslims, established the Trans-Sahara trade routes and took more than 10,000,000 Africans to North Africa and the Arabian peninsula.3 They had to cross the Sahara Desert, and many died along the way. Some of these unfortunate Africans were captured as a result of aggressive military action. Others were sold into slavery by their fellow Africans. This era of the slave trade lasted until the nineteenth century.

The practice of slavery was accepted in many African societies even before the arrival of Muslims. It grew as many Africans converted to Islam and some of them went into the human trafficking business.

The second wave of race-based slavery began in the mid-1400s when Portugal established trading posts along the West African coast for the purpose of trading for slaves.4 The slave trade was introduced into the New World by the Spanish in 1503. The British did not enter the business until 1562, but it was so lucrative that they soon wanted to dominate it. They were unsuccessful until 1713, when the Treaty of Asiento with Spain gave Great Britain the bigger share of the slave trade.

The American Yankee slave trade started on a modest scale in 1638. Boston began importing slaves for use in New England in a small way in 1644,5 but not much else was possible. The slave trade was a Crown monopoly until 1749, when London opened it to all Englishmen. The New England elites saw the chance for enormous profits and were quick to seize the economic opportunity.

In Captain Canot or Twenty Years of an African Slaver, which was published in 1854, Theodore Canot provides us with some fascinating insight into the slavery business.

Canot was the son of a French officer and an Italian mother. He grew up in central Italy. His father died in the Battle of Waterloo, leaving his widow with six children to support. Canot, forced to drop out of school at age twelve, chose to go to sea. He apprenticed aboard the American ship Galatea, which sailed out of Boston, beginning in 1819. His first voyage was to Sumatra, Bengal, and Calcutta, among other places.

Young Canot lived a life of adventure. He apprenticed for five years, mostly doing business in the Indian spice trade. After escapades in Europe, he ended up in Paris, where he lost his money gambling. He took “French leave” from his hotel and secured employment with a British ship heading for Brazil. On the return voyage, he was shipwrecked. Then he boarded a Dutch vessel bound for Havana. After several more adventures, Canot boarded a clipper ship bound for Africa as an interpreter and supernumerary officer.

The clipper had a crew of twenty-one “scamps.” Canot recalled, “… accustomed, as I had been, to wholesome American seamanship and discipline, I trembled not a little when I discovered the amazing ignorance of the master, and observed the utter worthlessness of the crew.”6

After a forty-one-day voyage to Rio Pongo, Guinea, he and his captain faced an attempted mutiny; Canot and a loyal contingent put it down. During the struggle, Canot shot and killed one of the mutineers. The captain thought it best that Canot not return to Cuba, where he would face harsh Havana law. He stayed in Africa and went to work for a mulatto called “the Mongo” (a.k.a. Mr. Ormond), a local ruler and slave dealer. Many of the wealthy slave traders who dealt with the Mongo were Muslims, and Canot agreed to “follow the Prophet” for business reasons.7

While Canot was working for the Mongo, a Muslim slave trader named Ahmah-de-Bellah arrived with forty slaves. The Mongo accepted thirty-two of them and rejected eight. After some argument, Ahmah-de-Bellah consented to keep seven, which he likely slaughtered, but insisted that the Mongo accept the eighth because he (Ahmah) could neither kill him nor send him back.

Canot asked the chief what crime the slave had committed that he should be forced into permanent exile. Ahmah replied that this slave had killed his own son. There was no punishment in the Koran for a man who killed his son, so the judges of his country (Footha-Yallon) gave him a penalty they considered worse than death: he would be a slave to Christians for the rest of his life. On learning this, the Mongo accepted the killer as part of the bargain and resold him to Spanish slave dealers.

Before Ahmah-de-Bellah departed, he told the Mongo that his father, Ali-mami, intended to launch a “great war” the following year on a variety of smaller, non-Muslim tribes. He would expand his animal herds and have many more slaves to sell Ormond. Canot learned that Sharia law prohibited Ali-mami from making slaves of Muslims but had no restrictions for non-believers. He also learned that African chieftains in the interior were fond of working their slaves until their bodies were about to fail; then they would try to sell the worthless slaves to white men who had established trading outposts on the African coast.8

Theodore Canot finally became captain of his own slave ship, the schooner La Fortuna, in March 1827. It included a cargo of 200,000 low-quality cigars, 500 ounces of Mexican gold, and 220 slaves. Three months later, in northern Cuba, he sold the slaves for $77,469 and the vessel for $3,950. After expenses, his net profit was $41,438.9 According to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics consumer price index, $41,438 in 1827 is worth over $915,000 today, after inflation is factored in.10

These figures make it easy to see why New England businessmen embraced the slave trade so readily. In 1836, English Captain Isaacs visited the slave trading port of Lamu on the island of Zanzibar. It was overrun with Northern flesh peddlers. “There were so many Yankee slavers and traders active in Zanzibar that the local population thought that Great Britain was a subdivision of Massachusetts,” Isaacs recalled.11

All U.S. slave ships were built in the North; none were constructed in the South. Their crews were mostly Northern men, and Northerners prospered by the trade. New England also prospered indirectly because their capitalists bought Southern goods that were mostly produced by slaves. The Yankees then sold them overseas, usually at a handsome profit. The centers of the slave fleets were not New Orleans, Charleston, or Savannah. They docked at Boston, Massachusetts, and Providence, Rhode Island, later joined by New York City, which was also the financial center of the slave business. New York bankers loaned money to slave buyers and Southern plantation owners to expand their cotton acreage. They often accepted slaves as collateral.

New England quickly developed a “Triangle Trade.” Yankee sailors loaded their slave ships in a New England port with fish and rum. They then sailed to Africa, where they exchanged the rum for slaves. The usual rate was about 200 gallons per slave. Next, they sailed to the West Indies, where they traded the slaves for gold and molasses. After this, they returned to New England, where they sold the molasses to distillers so that they could make more rum. Sometimes they stopped at a Southern port and delivered blacks to auctioneers. This was only a minor part of their business. Only six percent of the slaves exported from Africa to the New World were destined for the thirteen American colonies. The bulk of them went to the Caribbean, West Indies, Brazil, or the sugar plantations of South America or the islands such as Trinidad and Tobago.

When the British Parliament tried to collect a tax on molasses, the Massachusetts merchants were upset. They protested that the tax would ruin the slave trade and cause more than 700 ships to be docked for lack of work. It would result in high unemployment in the rum business. There were sixty-three distilleries in Massachusetts producing 12,500 hogsheads of rum. (A hogshead is a barrel holding 63 to 140 gallons.) There were another thirty-five distilleries in Rhode Island.12

By 1703, slavery was a respected institution in the North. More than 42% of New York City households owned slaves. This was the second highest total of any city in the thirteen colonies, surpassed only by Charleston, South Carolina.13 They were primarily employed as domestic servants and laborers. Other slaves toiled as agricultural laborers in the fields of Long Island, the Hudson Valley, and the Mohawk Valley. In 1711, the first slave market started on Wall Street, near the East River, and ran for fifty-one years.

The Northern flesh peddlers obtained their black chattels primarily from other Africans. Historians Linda Heywood and John Thornton of Boston University estimated that 90% of the slaves shipped to the New World were first enslaved by Africans and only later sold to Europeans and Americans. Professor Henry Louis Gates Jr., of Harvard University writes: “The sad truth is that without complex business partnerships between African elites and European traders and commercial agents, the slave trade to the New World would have been impossible, at least on the scale it occurred.”14 Gates points out that the present-day advocates of reparations ignore this “untidy problem” and want people to believe the romanticized version—that all the ancestors of present-day African Americans were kidnapped by evil whites, as portrayed in the abduction of Kunta Kinte in Roots. “The truth, however, is much more complex,” Gates writes, saying, “slavery was a business, highly organized and lucrative for European buyers and African sellers alike.”15 The Fon (ruler) of Dahomey (now Benin), the Akan of the Kingdom of Asante (now Ghana), the Mbundu of Ndongo (now Angola), the King of Bonny (present day Nigeria), and the Mbundu of the Kongo (Congo) were just a few of the larger African slave dealers. King Gelele of Dahomey told Britain’s Sir Richard Francis Burton that God ordained the slave trade. “If I cannot sell my captives taken in war, I must kill them,” he told the horrified diplomat and naval captain, “and surely the English would not like that.” Chief Gezo of the same kingdom later told Sir Richard: “The slave trade is the ruling principle of my people. It is the source of their wealth … the mother lulls the child to sleep with notes of triumph over an enemy reduced to slavery.”16 Frederick Douglass used this fact as an argument against repatriations, stating that the “savage chiefs of the western coasts of Africa” were no more inclined to accept abolitionist moral ideas than the American slave traders.17

Slavery grew throughout the United States in the eighteenth century. In Connecticut, for example, one-half of all ministers, lawyers, and public officials owned slaves, and one-third of all doctors had them as well. Nearly all the principal families of Norwich, Hartford, and New Haven possessed, it was said, one or two slaves. Being a free black person in that colony was no picnic, either. By 1690, no blacks or Indians could be out on the streets after nine o’clock at night, and they could not go beyond their town limits without a pass. In 1708, there were frequent fights between whites and blacks. The colony passed a law whereby any black person who disturbed the peace or even tried striking a white person for whatever cause would receive thirty lashes. Twenty-two years later, even speaking against a white person could draw forty lashes for any black, Indian, or mulatto.18

In 1717, the Connecticut Colonial Assembly passed a law forbidding free black or mulattos from living in any town without that town’s permission. Nor, the law said, could they own land or a business without the town’s approval. This provision was retroactive.19

By the end of the American Revolution, slavery was found throughout New England. The descendants of the Puritans had no qualms about enslaving people whom their religious leaders described as savages. In 1783, one out of every four families in Connecticut owned slaves, and one out of every fourteen people in Rhode Island was a slave.20 Some of the most prominent men in the North were involved in the slave trade, including John Hancock (first signer of the Declaration of Independence, governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and a significant slave trader) and Josiah Franklin (Benjamin’s stepbrother and a prominent Boston slave dealer). Prominent Northern supporters of slavery and/or slave owners included Cotton Mather (the prominent Puritan minister); Judge John Saffin (a New England poet who, ironically, argued against slavery); General Jacob Herkimer (a Revolutionary War hero from New York); Frederick Muhlenberg of Pennsylvania (the first speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives); Samuel Huntington of Connecticut (a signer of the Declaration of Independence, president of the Continental Congress [1779-81], and later governor of Connecticut); Stephen Hopkins (signer of the Declaration, governor of Rhode Island, and chief justice of the state supreme court); Sam Adams (Founding Father and cousin of President John Adams); U.S. Senator and Revolutionary War general Peter Muhlenberg of Pennsylvania; and even Benjamin Franklin (Franklin later had a change of heart and founded one of the first anti-slavery societies on the North American continent, but he held slaves as late as 1781).21 His great-great-grandson, Captain Temple Franklin Cooper, served in the Confederate Army and died in a Union prison camp.22 Most of the people listed above based their arguments in favor of slavery on the Bible.23

During the slave trader era, Northern and European flesh peddlers transported 24 to 25 million black people from Africa to the New World. Between 4 and 5 million of them died en route (the so-called “Middle Passage”), primarily because of the brutality of the slavers.24 But history was making one of its periodic turns. The Age of Enlightenment dawned, and with it arrived the idea that slavery was wrong—or at least the idea garnered widespread global acceptance for the first time. Led by the British clergy, and famously by layman evangelist and member of Parliament William Wilberforce, much of the world renounced human bondage and embraced the idea of compensated emancipation. Even so, the North remained linked to slavery. Much of the capital that propelled the Industrial Revolution came from the slave trade. The North continued to profit from and, in one form or another, promote slavery until 1861. It also reaped massive financial benefits from federal tariffs on imports. (A tariff is a tax or duty placed on imports and/or exports.) Slavery and the commodities it produced for export, in fact, funded most of the federal government as late as 1860.



Today, white Southerners are sneered at and ignorantly blamed for inventing slavery. There were in fact five main groups involved in the second great era of racial servitude (i.e., the era of the European and American slave trader): 1) Africans; 2) Arab-Muslim slave traders; 3) Northern flesh peddlers and other Yankees; 4) Latin American plantation owners; and 5) Southerners. In modern times, far too many people “give a pass” to everyone except the Southerner—often without realizing it. This trend is a grievous injustice. The morally superior, sanctimonious attitude some people adopt when lecturing others concerning the sins of their ancestors isn’t factual. When it comes to America’s “peculiar institution,” there is plenty of guilt—if that is the objective—to spread around.






CHAPTER II HYPOCRISY



Truth is deathless.

    —Admiral Raphael Semmes, C.S.A.



By 1750, there were three times as many slaves in Connecticut as there were in Georgia. Massachusetts had four times as many as the Peach State.1

Northerners never particularly liked black people prior to the Civil War. New York City was one of the centers of the Northern wing of the “peculiar institution,” and the colonial Big Apple had its problems with it too. In 1741, several fires broke out in the city, including one in the lieutenant governor’s house. Further investigation into the fires uncovered the “Conspiracy of 1741,” also known as the Negro Plot of 1741 or the Slave Insurrection of 1741. Those believed guilty were quickly arrested. More than two hundred people, including twenty poor whites, were jailed while more than a hundred were hanged, exiled, or burned at the stake. The two black leaders were gibbetted (i.e., hung in chains in a public display and left to die of exposure, thirst, and starvation). At least thirty-eight slaves faced execution along with several whites. Fourteen blacks were burned at the stake.2

As soon as the labor supply in the North became enough to reduce the cost of white labor (which it did through immigration and high birth rates), the Yankees began to cut down on their number of slaves. By 1776, Georgia had more slaves than New York, which still had more than 10,000. Georgia had around 15,000 chattels.3 Most of them were employed as domestic servants or in rice production.

The Pennsylvania legislature enacted a gradual emancipation act in 1780.4 Five years later, the New York Manumission5 Society was established. The state passed a progressive abolition law in 1799, with the goal of ending slavery by 1827. Rhode Island also passed a manumission law, but it was very carefully written to protect the slave trade, which enriched the state.6 All of the Northern states had enacted anti-slavery legislation by 1830. The Northern manumission and emancipation laws were designed so that the slaves’ masters did not lose money. The laws always had a liberation date. If a slave was born before that date, he would be a slave the rest of his life unless he successfully escaped or was freed by his “Massa.” If a slave was born after that date, he would be freed on his twenty-first birthday—at least in state law. “Massa,” however, could always sell his slaves south before the liberation date. If the law said that a slave would be liberated on his twenty-first birthday, for example, the black person could be pretty confident that he would celebrate that birthday in a tobacco field in Virginia or a rice paddy in South Carolina. There was no moral outrage against slavery in the North. Much of the impetus behind manumission was a desire to protect white labor from cheap black competition.

Even after the blacks were freed, they were unwelcome in the North. This fact is reflected in the declining population of Northern blacks in relation to whites. The censuses from 1790 to 1830 show a decline in the free black population of New York from 2.13 percent to 0.57 percent. One reason was kidnapping. Many faced the prospect of being kidnapped and sold into slavery. There were. for example, thirty-three reported kidnappings of black people in New York City alone in a single year.7

The most famous kidnapping victim of the antebellum period was Solomon Northup of Sarasota Springs, New York. Northup was not only a very intelligent man with a wife and family, he was also a skilled violinist. When he was thirty years of age, two men from New York state induced him to come with them to Washington, D.C., to play his violin for a circus. Once in the capital, they fed him a drug that knocked him out. He woke up a slave and was soon on his way to Louisiana.

Northup tells both the good and bad of slavery. He describes how one woman suffered when both of her children were taken from her. She had already lost her son when he had been purchased earlier. The man who bought her did not want her daughter. She cried, pleaded, and begged, and touched the heart of the slave-buyer. He offered to buy the little girl whom he did not need (in what Northup called an act of humanity), but the slave trader had become so annoyed with her that he refused to sell the child at any price. The mother thus lost both her children and eventually died of a broken heart.

Northup was initially fortunate in his masters: “ … there never was a more kind, noble, candid, Christian man than William Ford,” he wrote. “ … A model master, walking uprightly, according to the light of his understanding, and fortunate was the slave who came to his possession. Were all men such as he, Slavery would be deprived of more than half its bitterness.”8 Unfortunately, Ford signed a note for his brother, who defaulted. Ford came under a large judgment and had to sell his servants, including Northup, to a cruel and unjust master named Tibeats. One day, when Tibeats tried to beat Northup with a whip, the slave took the lash from the master and struck him with it several times. This act almost cost the slave his life. Tibeats left and returned with two other men intent on killing the African American. The noose was already around Northup’s neck when Mr. Caplin, Ford’s overseer, approached the lynch party with a brace of pistols. Mr. Ford kept a $400 mortgage on Platt (Northup’s slave name), Caplin declared, and he would shoot the man who tried to hang him. (This was a pretext. Northup never thought his salvation was about money.) This ended the attempted lynching.

On another occasion, Tibeats attacked Northup with a hatchet. The slave took it from him and gave him another severe beating. This time, neither Ford nor Caplin were around, so Northup fled into the Great Pacoudrie Swamp pursued by bloodhounds. He was fortunate that he had become a good swimmer in New York. (Louisiana slaves were never taught how to swim. If you were a slave in south Louisiana and could not swim, there was no way you were going to escape.) He was doubly fortunate water moccasins did not bite him. They were everywhere in the swamp, as were alligators. He eventually made his way back to Mr. Ford’s and safety.

Mr. Ford told Tibeats to sell Northup, which he did. (In the South, in those days, people with enough standing in the community could issue orders to white trash and have them obeyed, whether they had any legal right to give those orders or not.) Northup’s new master wasn’t bad when he was sober—which wasn’t all that often. When he was drunk, he was a sadist. He liked to chase his slaves and beat them with a whip, laughing uproariously as they screamed. But at least it wasn’t a hatchet.

Northup was a slave for twelve years, mostly on sugar and cotton plantations. Eventually, he overheard Samuel Bass, a prominent white citizen of Marksville, Louisiana, fiercely denouncing slavery as a moral wrong. Northup secretly told Bass that he was a free black kidnap victim. Bass wrote letters to New York, which eventually led to his release.

When he returned to New York, Northup sued the men who kidnapped him and the Washington, D.C., slave dealer. They filed legal delays in the Northern state and were never punished. “It is but justice to say, that the authorities at Marksville, cheerfully rendered all the assistance in their power,” “Platt” wrote later. When he returned, Northup penned a wonderful book, Twelve Years a Slave, telling the truth about slavery. It was called “Uncle Tom’s Cabin Number Two.” It is vastly superior to Uncle Tom’s Cabin. If you go to the library, you will find it in the non-fiction section. Unlike Uncle Tom’s Cabin, it really happened. Sadly, Solomon Northup died in poverty, unable to profit from his experience.9



During the antebellum period, none of the Northern states allowed black people to vote, but some states were more restrictive than others. New Jersey, for example, passed a law forbidding the importation of African Americans (free or slave) into the state in order “that white labor may be protected.”10 Massachusetts allowed blacks into the state, but by law, any black who remained longer than two months was to be punished by public flogging.11

From the end of the Revolutionary War until the 1830s, excepting a small minority, there was no moral outrage against slavery in the North. Only later did Northern leaders decide slavery was a terrible sin.12
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