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in the period bafore the Civil War, one of the standard srguments made for
recial slavery was that it mades possible 2 practically sir-tight system of social
control. The strife-torn and ism-riddled plight of wage-labor societies in Europe
was contrasted with the long tradition of social peace in the South, where,
. despite intramural grudgas, the grest mMOﬂW of the poor whites would side
with the slm—holders in any cﬂnfronmt;on hetween black fabor and the

plantation bourgaoisie. *
The high courts of South Carolina well understood that “'the peace of society
.. reguired thet slaves should be subjected to the suthority and control of all
freemen when not unider the immediate suthority of their masters™; that where
Allen, Theodora ) ) a slave can invoke neither Magns Charts nor common law’’, social peace
The class struggle end the origin of racisl slevery depended upon “the subordination of the servile class 10 every free white
e
son.
: 1 regisl slevery Bs 8 response to class struggle and of the P . .
wmwzﬁ.ﬂ:ﬁtaxﬁﬂ t‘::;a:g ::a;s‘ if the black bond-aborer sought to flee, any white person had the legal right,
Includss bibliographice! references. indeed duty, to seize the fugitive, and stocd to be rewarded for the deed. “Poor
white men,” writes one historian, “habituslly kept their eyes ooen for strangs
1. u.s. Hinoév~cglo:isl period. Negroes without passes, for the apprehension of a fugitive was a {inancial
2. jndentured servitude, indfafl.” *

3. Bacon's Rebeltion. windfall. - . i
§ Position of Afro-Americans in 17th Century Virginia, ! Chancellor Williarm Harper of South Carolina confidently reassured those wio
5. Origins ot racial slavery and racism, i were apprehensive of another Santo Bomingo in the American slave states. "t is
6. Early capitalist economy. ) almost  impossible,” he wrote, “that there should be any extensive
. Stavern °T°"°:“Em7 ;f::e::;; f::?;r:a;:;\d servants, {insurrectionary] combination among the slaves.” The reason was simple: “Ot
g‘ fi:;::;?g::h‘; ..v:’hf:f‘. o the class of treemen, there would be no individual so poor or so degraded [with

the exception of here and there a reckiess putfaw or felon) who would not . .

Crder from: H.E P., PO Box M-71, Hoboken, N.J, 07030 be vigitant and active to detect and suppress it,” *
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“We do not povern them [the free states] by cur black siaves but by
their own white sisves. W know witat we are doing—ves have conguered
you once and we con sgein . .7

John Randolph of Virginis, opposing the
Missouri Compromise of 1820 °

ing sociologist George Fitzhugh described in terms even
m’:::;m“m’:.:m 'gc poovov:hitss in the socisl order ests'biishu.d by &nd
for the planixtion bourgeoiste. *The poor [whites],” he. sald, “constitute our
militle and our police, They protect men in_the possession of property, as In
GThar counttes; snd they do much more, they secure men in the possegfcm of s
kind of property which they could not hold a dey but for the supervision and

mg:giﬁ IE the poor.” © Here Fitzhugh has perfected our definition of racial
. It is pot dmply that some whites own biach slaves, but that no whit
are 10 owned; not simply that whites are by definition noni.la‘v.es, tust_that the
poor_and Isbering non-sleve-holding whites are by racisl dafinition enslavers of
Cof‘rtrm the serene sense of power sxpressed by Fitzhugh and Harper in the
nineteenth century with the troubled mind of the wvamaenthceptgrv p1ante‘r
elite st the time of Bacony’s Rebellion. "How miserable thet man i, wrote Sir
Wiliiem Berkeley to his friend Thomas Ludwell, “that Governes a People wh:r_?
tix parts of sasvenr at least are Poore, Endebted, Discontented and Armaq.
Since 1642, whenevar kings had reigned in England, Berkeley had served ss

Royst Governor over Virginis, which then had two-thirds of the total populstion”

of the South. How in the last year of his time, he was to be driven from his
home, his capital city was 1o be burned, and most of his territory was to be
taken over by srmed rebels.

“While the workingmen, the true politicel power of the North, aflowsd
slevery to defile thelr own republic, whils before the Negro, maswm.d and
old without his concurrence, they bossted it the hiphest prerogative of
the white-skinned lsborer to sell himself snd choose his own master, they
ware unsble to attain the true freedom of lsbor. . .

Karl Marx, leter to Abraham Lincoin, 1865 °

Colonal Francis Moryson, who had served many yesrs in‘ the g-avem'rm.am ot
Virginia, and who for that reason was chosen as ome of the King's COmmiSﬂOhel:s
10 inguire into the state of stfairs of the colony in the aftermath of Bacon's
Rebellion, expressed wonderment that in Virginia, “amongst so many thousand
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reputed honest men there should not be found a thousand to fight five hundred
inconsiderable fallows.” ¥ He could only ‘conclude that “the major part of the
country is distemperad.’*

Ta understand how the anxisty of the Berkeleys and the Morysons was

transformed in { s is to
understand the origing of racisl slavery in this country, 19

It

In the latter half of the saventeenth century, Virginia and Maryland, the
tobacco colonies, experienced a severa and protacted economic crisis. ' 1t was 3
period of intense class struggle, including armed struggle, of the people against
the bourgeoisie. It was in Virginia that these events reached their fullest
development, There, the proletariat—one-fourth to one-half of the
population '? —was the most consistent combatant of all the poor and oppressed
masses struggling to throw off capitalist domination. !? These proletarians were
politically more advanced, as indeed wers the other rebefling colonists, than even
the Laveller left wing of the Revolution in the Mother country, England, !4 But
the most signiticant fact of all, from the present point of view, is that the
Afro-American and European- i i & comm in this V
struggle n extent never dupli i h ince.

From the time of the 1863 Servants’ Plot for an insurrectionary march to
freedom, to the tobacco ricts of 16B2, there were no fewer than ten popular and
sarvile revolts and revolt plots in Virginia, '* The decisive encounter of tha
people against the bourgeoisie occurred during Bacon's Rebellion, which began
in April 1676 as » difference betwsen the elite and the sub-elite planters over
“Indian policy”, but which in /ﬁptember became .2 _civil_war sgainst the

Angla-American [yling class. ¥
#n Bacon’s forces beseiged, captured, and burned the colonisl capital city

of Jamestown and sant Governor Berkeley scurrying into exile scross the

Chesapeake Bay, the rebel army was composed mainly of European and African
bond-servants and freedmen recently “put of their tima

After Bacon's desth, lats in October, the rebsl causs declined due to faltering
leadaership. The eleven hundred British troops that were sant in eleven ships to
aid the Governor's cause did not leave England until sround December first, and
they did not arrive in Virginia until the shooting was over. ' * But armed English
rmerchantmen were employed with effect on the rivers to harry the rebels. The
captain of one of these ships was Thomas Grantham, whosa policy of unabashed
deception and lying, combined with sxploitation of class differences among the
rebels, played a decisive role in bringing about & final defest of the rebels in
January, 1677. !° Despicable as his role was, Grantham’s account of his exploits
is 8 historical record of the mast profound significance., 29

Grantham procured the treachery of the new rebel genersi, Laurence Ingram
{whom Grantham had known before), and ingram's Lieutenant, Gregory
Walklett, ! 10 help him in securing the surrender of the West Point garrison of
theee hundred men in arms, freemen and African and English bond-sarvants, A




contemporary sccount says, however, that

. the name of Authority had but little power to ring the sword out
of these Mad fellows' hands ... [end therefore Grantham] resolved to
sceost them with never to be performed promises.” {of pardon for the
treamen end freedom for the bond-servants, African snd English] *?

Then Grantham teckled the main stronghold of the rebel forces, three miles
furthar up the country, and, In Grantham's own words:

1 thers met about four hundred English snd Negroes in Arms who
wsre much dissutisfied st the Surrender of the Point, saying | had betrayed
them, and thereupon soms were for thaoting me, and others for cutting
me in peeces: | told them | would willingly surrender myseife 1o them, till
they were satisfiad from his Maljes] tie, and did engage to the Negroes and
Servants, thet they were sll pardoned and fresd from their Slavery: And
with fsire promisas snd Rundletts of Brandy, | pacified them, giving them
soversll Noates under my hand ... Most of them | persuaded to goe to
thelr Homes, which accordingly they did, excapt about eighty Negroes and
twenty English which would not deliver their Armes, , . ." 13

Grantham tricked thesa one hundred men on board & sloop with the promise
of tsking thern to a rebel fort & few miles down the York River. Instead, towing
them behind his own sloop, he brought them undsr the guns of another ship and
forced their surrender, although “they vielded with ¢ great deal of discontent,
taying had they known my resolution, they would have destroyed ma.” **
Granthsm than procseded to disarm these last of the rebels and to deliver themn
to their respactive owmners,

The transcendant importince of this record v that there, In colonial Virginis,
one hundred and twenty-nine ysars befors Witlism Lloyd Garrison was born, the
wmed working class, black and white, fought side by side for the abolition of
slavery.

n

The bourgeoisis had succeeded In crushing the revolt, as they were again sble
10 do, but only with great difficulty, In the tobacco rlots six years later, 2% All
Ihis, howaver, wat merely & defenslve action; their basic problem remained and
\was more pressing than ever: Tha/Guring of an increating suppy ol alantation
Iabo&d xnéxuMimment of & stable system of socis for {15 maximum
sxploitation
supply of lsbor could be incresssd in two ways: by incressing the
number of bondmams and by lengthening their time of service. From the
standpoint of maximum ‘profit the ultimste step would seem to have been to

combine these two spprosches to the fullest extent, to tap all pos_ssb!s European
and African sources and to extend the period of servitude to life. This, of course

would have required the resort 10 Yorced transport of European as well as
African bondservants,

On the basis of perpetual servitude the 250,000 African laborers brought to
the southern colonies up to 1790 had developed into a bond-servant population
of 650,000.%¢ On the same basis, the importation of thirty-eight thousand
European life-long bond-servants would have been sufficient to develop more
than the maxirmum number, never mora than 100 000 that-were-actuallyused in
the southern colonies. 27  Perpetual servitude, furthermore, afforded the
plantation capitalist important incidental benefits aside from the extension of
tha period of service. The children of these bond-servants would belong to the
master, as lifetong bond-sarvants; the women would work in the fields along with
the men; deprived of all civil rights, they would be more completely expioitable;
and the benefits of improved labor skills, where they developed, would accrue
exclusively to the master, not at all to the sarvant, ?

The sale price of life-time bond-sarvants was glmost twice the price of
limited-term bond-servants. *® But even 8t a doubled price, 38,000 Eurcpean
bond-servants sold into perpetus! bondage ltke that of the Africans, would have
cost only one-half to two-thirds as much gs what the plantation bourgeoisie
actually paid for the 125,000 to 150,000 European bond-servants they did
import. 3°

How sre we to account for this deviant behavior of the class whom
Shakespeare maocked in Timon's satiric economium -to glittering gold, and who
practiced so refigiously the folk wisdom about a penny saved, a penny got? This
brings us to the hard part of the question, “Why racial slavery?” The hard part
is, not “"Why were African bond-servants reduced to perpetual servitude?”, but
“Why were European bond-servants not reduced to perpetual servitude?* 3*

v

Domestic political and economic considerations would have made it
impossible to impose such a policy 8s a general thing in England. But, & policy of
forced transportation to perpetual servitude, restricted to convicts only, in
England, and to trish and Scottish rebels, "vagrants”, snd “rogues”, and the
extension to life of the terms of all such categories of servants already in the
colonias, would not have imperiled the fundamental ruling power of the
bourgeoisie in England. If this course was not followed, it was not for reasons of
social order in England, but of the establishment of a system of social control in
the unigue conditions of the plantation colonies. The Anglo-American
bourgeoisie did not make slaves of black and white together because it was not
in its power to do so in the historical context. To have attempted to do so would

; have put in mortal jeopardy what power it did have, considerable as that power

was, The pon-slevery of white labor was the indispensable condition for the
slavery of black labor. This is no mere conjecture; it is & fact that the events of
lacon’s Rebellion, and of the whole turbulent quartercentury following 1660,
made unmistakably clear.

The defeat of the popular forces in this struggle cleared the way for the




distinctivs southern plantation tystem, in that sconomy the disparity of weaith
and socia! power between the few grandees and the great mass of the dependent
poor was much mors developsd than in the rest of the country; and the
middle-class presance was correspondingly weak and insignificant. Under these
ireumstancsy, the plantstion bourcecisie e £ g \Cin

by tM. inftimligngtignl,'gn of the “white® hore} e

The most common form of resistance to bond-servitude was to run away, ¥
English and Africans working side by side in the field or in the tobacco shed
plotted their escape, met gt their rendezvous, snd fled to freedom together. 3
The Assemblies of sil the plantstion colonies enacted cruet and vicious penaities
for such “steslth of oneself”. The form of corporal punishment most commonly
used was flogaing and beanding, but mutifation and even death were legat
retribution against the captured fugitive, The most common form of penalty,
because it was most proﬁta_bhs to the owners, was to extend the period of
wrvice; for sach dey sway, added service of two days In Virginia, seven in South
Caroling, snd ten in Maryland. 7® But by the law of 1661, if, in Virginia, any
English bond-servant ren awsy in company with any African life-time
bond-servant, the English bond-sarvant would have to serve the penalty time
twice, once for his own sbsence and once for the African’s, 35

Another, most elementary snd human, form of sarvant solidarity was
marrying without the consent of the master. Not only did the marrisge impose
some barrler 1o extremes of sxploltation, but it led t0 “lost” time when a wife
became pregnant. For this “offense” thers were savere iegal pensities. The usual
panalty was g yesr's extenslon of time for marrying and a vesar for a pregnancy.
The children of bond-ssrvents were themselves bond-servants until they were
over twenty years of sge, But the heaviest penalties were those for white women
who bore children whars the father was African. For those women the penalty
was g5 much at seven yesrs of extended service and s savere whipping at the
m;blic \;v:nipping post, with the child to be & bond-servant until thirty-one years
of age.

This policy was ganeralized on the largast scale In connection with Bacon's
Rebellion itself, Governor Berkelay condemned Bacon and his followers as rebels
and traitors when the rebelfion was primerily & quarrel among white planters
over “Indian policy”, Barkaley captured Bscon, then perdoned him and gave his
bletsing to en antl-lodian campaign, But when, in the second phase, the rebellion
bacame directed primarily sgainst the elite and, a5 it necessarily had to do,
united black and white bond-servants and free poor, Berkelay, in victory, treated
the captured rebe! leaders with such vengeful severity as was said to have evoked
from King Charles i1, his sovereign, the remark thet ““that old fool has hang'd
more men in that naked country than 1 did for the Murther of my Fathar,” 37
T.H. Brean notes tha same pattern: “Had Bacon somehow confined his dispute

to the upper class, he might have been forgiven for his erratic behavior, but once
the servants, slaves snd poor free-men became involved, he had to be
crushed,”” 38

However Apecial repressive measures for specific acts of solidarity by whites
with_blacks were not sufficient. #he social turbulence of the time showed that
the unifying effect of the common lot of bond-servants was stronger than the
divisive effect of th nalties for specific illegal acts. Edmund S. Morgan makes
a perceptive comment in this connection: It is questionable (he writes) how far
Virginia could safely have continued . . . meeting discontent with repression and
manning her plantations with annual importations of servants who would later
add 10 the unruly ranks of the free ... There was another solution which
allowed Virginia's magnates to keep their lands, yet arrested the discontent and
repression of other Englishmen., ., . >¥

Vi

The shift to African {abor was precipitate after 1685, the newly recharterad
Royal African Company, with the unsolicited aid of the interiopers, now making
England the world leader in the traffic in human beings. Stressing the
importance of "a trade so bensficial to the Kingdom™, the Lords of Trade and
Plansations adjured the governors of all the American colonies to see 1o “the
well supplying of the Plantations and Colonies with negroes at reasonable
prices.”*? The result was that the number of African lifetime bond-servants in
170809 in the three main southern colonies exceeded the number of European
bond-servants by 12,000 {tithables} to none in Virginia, 4,657 to 3.003 in
Maryland, and 4,100 to 120 in South Carolina, *’

Now & new note is heard; the terms “deficiency laws”, “quota”, and “the
need for white servants”, appear with increasing frequency in the records.
“White servants rarely come of late,” said one of William Penn's trustees, “and
consequently the country is in danger of becoming a country of negroes.*? The
Council of Trade and Plantations urged the King to direct the colonial governors
to enforce strictly “the acts for increasing the number of white men in their
colonies. .. ." ** The King, William of Crange, complied just seven days
later. ** On October 8, 1698, South Caroling enacted its first ““deficiency law®™
providing penalties for plantation owners who failed to maintain a ratio of at
least ore white bond-servant for every six male Negroes above sixteen years of
age on each plamtation. ** Governor Francis Nicholson reported in 1698 his
concern that in Maryland and Virginia the ratio of African bond-servants to
English bond-servants had risen as high as six or seven 1o one. *® The Council of
Trade and Plantations voiced similar fears that in Jamaica, in 1709, the
plantation owners were not maintaining their required “quota” of white men to
African bondservants, in spite of the fact that each plantation owner was liable
to a fine of five pounds sterling for every three months and for every white
bond-servant of his “deficiency”. *7 The editor of the Calendar of Stote Papers
for 1716-1717 makas the general comment that “Everywhere the problem of
increasing the white population by means of the import of indentured labor was

<
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coming to the fore.

Tum, and turn spain. First prefer whits labor, then black labor, now white
labor again. Why? Of course these European bond-servants were to be exploited,
srd heavily exploited, on the plantations. That point was made repeatedly. To
dte one exsmple, in 1882, “Sundry merchsnts possessing estates in America”
wers snxious lest the enforcement of the anti-kidnapping laws in England inhibit
the flow of bond-ssrvants to the colonies, They urged consideration of.the fact
thst “gvery white man’s work at tobacco for & year is worth £7 (seven pounds
sterling) to the king.” *® That was just ths part of the profit that went to the
king, and did not include the profits of the planters, shipmasters and merchants.
Vhert we note thet European bond-ssrvants ware selling st less than three
pounds per year of unexpired term and that their maintensnce came to
practically nothing, we can see how remunerative their exploitation was for the
owners. ¥°

But labor is labor, smoke the pipe or sniff the snuff; taste the sugar or rice.
You cannot tell whother African, English or Irish labor made it for you. The
renawsl of interest in whits men for bond-servants was, therefare, not due to
sny specisl qualities of their labor power, in which thay were the same as the
Africans.

vii

The resson was simple. The special demand for white servents was_now
primsarily to “peopls the country”, to ssrve in the militia, to serve ss 8 basic
ns of social mmxoM on tha perpetual and hereditary bond-servitude of
icans and Afro-Americans. Thers are literelly scores of documaents in the
facords of the tima which attest to thiz fact. { mention o few,

The same letter from merchants possessing estates in Virginia snd Maryland
made ths point thet they “have no white men to superintend our negroes, or
repress an insurrection of regroes, ... The Council of Trade and Plantations
reported to the King on September 8, 1721 that in South Carolina *'black slaves
have lately attempred and were very near succeeding in s new revolution . . . and
therefore, It may ba necessary . . . 1o propose tome new law for encouraging the
entertainment of more whits sarvants In the future. The militia of this province
does not consist of sbove 2,000 man.” ! In his preface to volume sixteen of the
Caleridar of Staty Papers, Fortesoue writes that by 1697-98, "The system of
defense by white sarvants had beoken down.” “The defense of the Wast Indies,”
he tells us, “depsnded, apart from the fleet, entirsly on the militis, which was
composad of white servants.” 2 But the istand plentation colonles were finding
It impossible to hold Europsen servants once their time was out because of the
strict limits of tand zvailable for occupation by freedmen, The record is replete
with dire pronouncaments on the conseguences of the relatively small and
diminishing number of white men in those islands. In 1688, the Governor of
Barbados complained of the Quaker planters® failure to maintain their fair share
of the number of white bond-servants “required to esuppress the danger of an
insurrection by negroes.” *? The Governor of Jamaica wrote to the Prince of

o

Wales on 24 Septamber 1716 that his lsland was . . . almost defenceless, as well
from the want of white psople to prevent sny insurrection of the Negroes, as
ships-of war to secure the coests, trade and navigation. . ..” ¥¢ The House of
Commons, on November 3, 1681, received “a petition of divers marchants,
masters of ships, planters snd others, trading to foreign plantations . . . sotting
forth, thet the plantations cannot be maintained without & considerable number
of white sarvants, 8¢ well to keaep the blacks in subjection, s to bear srms in case
of sn invasion,” 5% ’

Parliament, in 1717, responded to these cries of slaem by making
transportation to bond-servituds In the plantation colonies s legal punishment
for crime. Persons convicted of felonies, for which the desth penaity could be
imposed, could instesd be sentencad to fourtsen years’ transportstion to the
Amaerican plantations. Persons convicted of lesser offenses were liable to seven
years’ servitude. A siudy cited by A.E. Smith, for the vyesrs 17291770,
indicated that at least seventy per cent of those convicted in the Old Bailey
court in London were sant to Maryland and Virginia. Thenceforth “His Majesty’s
passenpers’’ constituted s farge proportion of the white bond-servant populstion
In the southern plantstion colonies, being a majority of those arriving from
England. Nevertheless, the majority of the totzl number of Europesn
bond-sarvants coming to the southern colonies {including those who originally
disembarked at Philadelphig or other non-South ports) were, for the greater part
of the eighteenth century, frish, Germans, and Scots. *® Aside from convicts,
the number of Europesan bond<arvants In Maryland more than doubled betwaen
1707 and 1765.°7 Whereas the number of white servants in Virginia in 1708
was negligible, Governor Gooch reported to the home government that great
numbers of bond-servants, white as well es black, had been imported into that
colony since 1720.°® Separate bond-servant statistics are lacking for South
Carolina, except for 1708, when out of a populstion of nesrly ter thousand,
there ware only 120 European bond-servants.,®® However, it is generally agread
that & majority of the Europsans coming to the colonies were bond-servants:
therefore, as the white population of South Carolina increased from 4,000 to
25,000 between 1708 and 1755, the whiteservant immigration must have
amounted to saveral thousand, °

vitl

The bourgeoisie could get European bond-sarvants to come to the southern
colonies, *’ but how was it 10 avoid another Bacon’s Rebellion or Servants’ Plot
-in which African and European bond-servants would join in chalienging the
ly_ti_n_q_ﬂite? Haw was the bourgeoisie to turn that old situation around, break up
the solidarity of black and white, andté«en enfist the poor whites in the social
conirol_apparatus of il s?/Professor Morgan, at one point in the
article previously cited, comments as fottows: I do not mean to argue that
Virginia deliberately turned to African slavery as a means of preserving and
extending the rights of Englishmen.” *? Quite right% reverse the order of the

clauses and you have 3 profoundty correct statement;Hhe plantation bourgeoisie




al e BB L 2

Slibsrately extended ¢ aged-statusto ; oor ofall categoriesas
maans of turning to African slavery s the basis of its system of produclign.+”

The seventeenth-century Anglo-American plantation bourgeoisie drew the
color line between freedom snd slavery, s line that had not previously existed
under English custom or law. *> Jsmes C. Ballegh, in his well-known old essay,
A History of Slavery in Virginia, tirst published in 1802, detailed how the
Virginia Assambly, “in s Jong serlas of . . . statutes . ., first drew and applied the
color line a3 a limit upon various social and political rights, and finally narrowed
its application definitely to the negro race with respect to fiberty snd customary
or legal privileges and rights.” ®* This drawing of the color hine was
sccomplished by dafining who was to be & stave; then, of course, everybody else
would bs by definition & nonsiava. The process took place over a period of
nsarly haif & century.

in 1662 the Virginia Assembly decreed that all persons born in Virginia were
to follow the condition of the mother, This wes a direct result, according to
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Baliagh, of “fornicetion™ of Englishmen with Negra women; but it was also ‘

intended as & “daterrent to the female” English. ®* For, as the historian Phitip
Bruce put it, “It Is no ground for surprise that in the seventeenth century there
were instances of criminat intimacy between white womer and negroes. Many of
the former had only recsntly srrived from England, end were therefore
comparatively fres from ... rece prejudice ....” ¢® It was in this connsction
that the very first legisiative enactment of white-skin privitege for white tabor
was passed when, by excluding white women bond-servants from the list of
taxsble persons, the Assembly provided for the general exemption of white
women bond-sarvants from field work. In 1682 interracial fornication by
“Christian™ men was mode punishable by & fing double the smount otherwise
imposed for that offense. *7 In 1706 » white servant woman bacame liable to
five years sdded servitude for this offense, and the son or daughter born in result
of the ;‘gfima" was to be s bond-servant until he or she became thirty-one years
of age.

After 1670, baptism in Christ in Virginia was to have no emancipative effect
in this world. But this left still fres those Negroes who cams from Spanish,
Portuguess or English territory siready baptized. In 1680, therefore, the Virginia
Assembly decreed that imported servants were slaves unlese they had been born
of Christian parents in 2 Chrlstian land and first purchased by 8 Christian, 5°
That seemed to cover sll contingencies, except for the limited-term black
bond-servants, free Negroes and Indian slaves. In 1705, the fast step was taken:
All servants who were brought into the country, by sea or fand, were to be
slaves, unless they came #s three-star Christians as specified in the 1880 faw,
Only biacks were siaves, not Indians, in Virginia, 7°

There remained the question of the free persons of calor, But their position
was clearly defined sz one of a lowsr status than any white person. In 1705, for
instance, the faw forbade any Negro to own any white servant. 7! In 1723, free
Negroes, who had until then been voters on the same basis as whites, were
deprived of this right, 7 Soma years lster, Lieutenant Governor Witliam Gooch
justitied this and other special deprivation of rights to free Afro-Americans: The
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purpose, he explained, was “to fix a brand on free negroes and mulattoes . . .
{because} & distinction ought to be made between their offspring and the
descendants of an Englishman.” He deplored the “pride of a manumitted slave,
who ltooks upon himself immediately on his acquiring his freedom, to be as good
a man as the best of his neighbors.” Gooch was determined to break that simple
pride, and “to preserve . ., a distinction between them {free Negroes) and their
bettars.” Tha Council of Trade and Plantations in England, who had asked the
question, indicated its satisfaction with the answer. 72

The white-skig privileges of the poor free whites were simply reflexes of the
disabilities imposed on the Negro slave: to move about freely without a pass; to
marry without any upper<class consent; to change employment; to vote in
slections in accordance with the laws on qualifications; to acquire property: and
fast, but not least, in this partial list, the right of self-defense.

Not only the frea whites, but the white bond-servants ware given privileges in
relstion to the African. In 1880 the Virginia Asssmbly repealed all penalties that
had been imposed on whits servants for plundering during Bacon's Rebsellion.
The language of the sct implicitly excluded from this benefit any Afro-American
fresdmen or limited-term bond-sarvants who had taken part in the Rebellion. 74
Negro children were made tithable, hence workable, at twelve years of age, while
white bond-sarvants were exempt untif they were fourtaen, 7%

In 1680, Negroes were fprbidden 1o carry arms, defensive or offensiva. 7¢ In
1705, the specified freedom dues for a white bond-servant included s musket. 77
In 1680, the law provided that any Negro who raised his o her hand against sny
Christisn white would be liabls 1o receive thirty lashes, well laid on. ’® Under
the law of 1705, a white servant raising s hand against the mester, mistress or
overseer was liable 1o sn extension of a yesr of his or her servitude. 7° Under the
same law, the killing of an Afro-American life-time bond-servant was legat if the
bond-servant resisted “correction” by the master or his sgent. *° Here Is & clessic
clear distinction between race and class oppression.

in 1680, it was made legal 10 kil! & fugitive Negro bond-servant if he or she
ragisted recapture. ©! in 1708, the law specified that & white sarvant might not
be whipped naked except by order of a Justics of the Pence. The tame law gave
the white bond-servant the right to seek legal redress egainst the master for
soverity of treatment or for inadequacy of provisions, **

In 1705, white bond-servants, upon complation of their terms of servitude,
were 10 roceive under the law the fallowing freedom dues: men, 10 bushels of
corn, 30 shillings in money, and s musket worth 20 shillings: women, 15 bushels
of corn and 40 shillings in money. ®* The Afro-American laborers were not to
recaive freedom dues, since they ware not 1o have fresdom_ &4

X

in 1692, representatives of Virginia in England mede the point that Virginiz
and Maryland, being on the continent, could not keep the bond-servants under
control so simply as the authorities could do on tha islend colonies of the West
Indies with the help of the fleet. °* From Virginia reports of insurrectionsry
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plots by Negroes became frequent. 86 The editor of the Calencar of State Papers
describes Virginie in 172828 as “a. community filled with anxicty and in
constant dresd” on this sccount. ®7

The experience of Bacon’s Rebellion had shown that the continental colonies
wera too far from Englend to be controlled by troops based in the Mother
Country. ¥* The Crown was unwilling 10 maintain 8t its own expense a
permanent army in the coloniss for this purpose. Although the plantation
owners on some occasions appealed for British troops for the maintenance of
order against tha rebellious population, they were unwilling 1o pay the cost, 2°
Increasingly, therefore, the colonial governments concernad themselves with the
davalopment of the white militia, *°

From almost the beginning, members of ths colonial ruling elite and their key
agents, auxiliaries, snd employess were generslly exempted from militia duty.
The Act of 1705 thus excused “Any present or past member of the colony
couricil, spesker of the housa of burgosses, attorney-general, justice of the peace,
or any person who has borne commission of captain or higher in the colony,
ministers, clarks, schoolmasters, overseer of 4 or more slaves, constable,
miller. . .." *! Under that law bond-servants were also excluded from the
militls. In 1723, however, when exempts were in each instance required te find
snd furnish “one sble white man” for a substitute, no speciflc exclusion of
bonded sarvants was provided in regard to those who might serve as substitutes,
in fact, it wes provided that “nothing in this Act contsined, shall hinder or deter
any captsin from admitting sny able-bodisd white person, who shall be above
the age of sixteen years, to serve in his troop or company in the place of any
person required try this act to be entisted.” ®?

By 1727, the special form of militiz known as the slave patrol was estabished
In Virginia to deal with the “great dangers that msy ... happen by the
insurrections of negroes. .. .” *3 Tha patrols ware to be appointed by the chief
militle officer in each county, snd employed for the purpose of “dispersing sll
unusual  concourse of negroes ... and for preventing any dangerous
combinstions which may be made amongst them at such meetings.” ** The poor
white men who constituted the rank and fite of the militis were to be rewarded
for this service by such things as exemptlon from sttendance et regular militia
musters, and for psyment of taxes and parish levies. ** An article In the Act of
1727 that especislly cotches the asttention Is the one that specifies the militia
pay-scale in pounds of tobacco according to rank. % The poor whites when on

trol duty were to receive pay sccording to that scale.

And psid for what?—to crush plots and rebelfions such as their own

grandfathers may have tzken pert in along with black bond-servants fifty years
bafore.

X
But their own pasition, vis-a-vie the rich snd powerful—the matter that lay at

the root of that old civil strife—was not improved, but weakened, by the
white-skin privilege system. That system, after all, was conceived and instituted
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as an alternative method to that of Grantham and Berkeley, but with precissly
the same gims and same effect. On that we have the most unimpeachable
testimony.

tn 1831, less than s hundred miles from the spot where the ‘four hundred
English and Negroes in Armes” had wanted to shoot Berkeley's mendacious

. Captain, or cut him in pieces, there occurred that brief proletarian uprising

known as Nat Turner’'s Rebsllion. That event sent & premonitory shudder
through the frame of the United States ruling plantation bourgeoisie. It brought
to the surface thoughts and dreads not ordinerily spoken, All that winter and
spring of 1831.32 the Virginia Legislature and the press debated the myeaning
and possible consequences of this battle cry of lsbor anslsved. They were
looking to their defenses, and they talked much of the poor whites.

T. J. Randolph, nephew and namesake of the author of the Declaration of
indepandence, put the rhetorice!l question to his fellow legislators: .. . upon
whom is to fall the burden of this defense (sgainst slave-proletarian revolts): not
upon the lordly masters of their hundred slaves, who will never turn out except
to retire with their families when danger threatens. No sir, it is to fall . ., chiefly
upon the non-laveholders . .. patrolling under a compulsory process, for a
pittance of saventy-five cents per twelve hours. . . .”

George W. Summers of Kanawha County made many in the House of
Delegates wince. "In the character of Patroles,” he said, the poor white *“.. . is
thus mads to fold to his bosom, the adder that stings him.” Summaers, of course,
was as opposed &s all the rest of the members to fresing the poor white of “the
adder” by establishing equality of black and white labor in Virginia.

“Civis”, an Eastern Virginia slaveholder, pointed out that in his part of the
state more than half the white minority had “litde but their complexion to
console them for being born into a higher caste,” . S

Another slaveholder, who signed himself with the prophetic  name
"Appomattox”, spoke of the status of the white workers in terms surely evan
wiser than hs knew: “.,, forced to wander vagabonds around the confines of
society, finding no class which they can entar, becsuse for the one they should
have entered, there is substituted an ARTIFICIAL SYSTEM of labor to which
they cannot attach themselves.” *7

Profoundly trusl The artificisl, {.e., unequal, system of lsbor preventing them
from "entering” their own class by “attaching themselves’” to the proletarien
class struggle.

In these Virginia debates we hear published to the world the social
degradstion that a century and a half of white supremsacy had brought to the
poor whites, who had forgotten those blood-vows sworn by the triumphant light
aof the Jamestown fire, and in the gloaming waiting for Grantham.

bbbt
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“unthinking decision™; that it derives from human sttributes not subject 1o effective
eliminative social sction, The other side, the “socisl” side, beliaves that racism srises from
wcioeconomic, rather than natersl, conditions: that (st lesst by implicstion] it is

18

susceptible of sliminstion by socisl sction.

Evidence of early instences of emslavemant of Afro-Americsns is stressed by the
“psycho-cultural” school as proaf of the “nstural antipsthy” of white and biack. On the
other hand, = Jordsn (foremost of the “peycho-culturals”) puts it, “Late and graduat
snslavernant undercuts the possibility of natural and deep-seated antipathy toverds Negroes
-1« it whitet and Negrous could share the same status of hsif fresdom for forty years in the
seventoanth century, why could they not share full freedom in the twentisth.” (Winthrop D.
dorden, “Modern Tensions end the Origing of Americen Stavery,” JOURNAL OF
SOUTHERN HISTORY, vol. 28 {1962}, pp. 19-30, toc. cit., p. 20.

Of xll the historisns of the “socel” school whote work | have rsad, only the black
historian Lerone Bennuty, Jr., in his article, “The Rosd Not Taken™, EBONY, voi. 25
{1970), no. 10 {August), pp. 70-77, end in Chap. 11 of his new book THE SHAPING OF
BLACK AMERICA (Chicsgo, 197B), suoceeds in placing the scgument on the three exsential
bearing-points from which it cannot be toppled. First, st sisvery and white supremescy in
this oountry was 2 ruling-class resp to » problem of fabor sotiderity. Second, & system of
racial peivileges for whits workers was delitberstely instituted in order to define snd estsbiish
the “white racet” a3 8 social controf formmtion. Third, the consequence wes not onty ruinous
to the Interests of the Afro-American workers but was slso “dissstrous” [Bannett’s wordd}
for the white workar. Others (such as the Handlins, Morgan and Breen | state the first two
points to some depree, but only Bannett combines alf theee.

Although 1 fearned of Bennett's sy only In April 1975, the ssme three essentisls hove
informed my own sppcoach in 8 book | have for seversl yaars bean engaged in writing (and
of which this pressnt article is & spin-offl, on the origin of racial slavery, white suprmmecy
andd the systam of racis! privilegss of white labor in this country,

The comparative study of the systerma of socis! controt in the verious slave-lsbor
plantation colonies in the Americss, combined with a study of Bacon’s Rebeilion, its origin
and aftarmesth, can sontributz moch te the resolution of the guestion, in favor of
“duliberats choice™ snd sgainst “‘unthinking decision.” in the continenwsl plantation
oolonies (Vimpinia waa the patiernsetier) the Anglo-American ruling class drew the oolor line
between freedom and slavery on rece lines; sny tracs of African ancastry corried the
presumption of tlevery, The sams Anglo-American ruling class drew the freedomaslavery line
differently in Jamsics and Barbadot {m did othar Europssn ruling dasses alsewhere in the
Americas}, The poor white becsme not only economically, but politically and sociatly,
margical in the British West Indigs generally. In the southern continentst colonies the
bourgeoisis came to base thalr system of socisl control upon ths whits prolatasisn sod
serni-proletarian snd subsistence sgricultural clasees. In the southern plantation coloniex the
fres perton of any degres of African sncestry was forced into an ilegal or ssmi-legal status,
a5 a gonersl rule. The mme Anglo-American ruling bourgeoisie daliberstely created and
nurtured this group as & petit-bourgeois buffer<ontrol stratum in the Caribbeasn islend
societies. Thase sre sll dacisive differencet which cannot be explained on the besiz of
“psychology’” or "Englith cultursl heritags

Finally, snd more imgortant, while tha Anglo-Armarican bourgeoisie had, by their prioe
axpariency in Providenoe Isiand snd Barbedos, lsarnsd the peolitability of squating, or
seaking 1o equate, "Négro” and “sleve™, the mesies of Eurcpesn (st that stage abmost &l
English] bondsarvents in Virginia had not accepted thst point of view. Instesd, they
intarmarried, conspired, mn away, snd finally revolted in srms together with African
bond-servants. Racisl slavery could not heve sxisted, end did not exisi, under those
circumstances, Under such circurrstances, to sttempt to solve the “lshor problem™ by
increasing the number of African bond-wervants, reducing theém to hyreditary lifgtims
sarvitude, snd meking them the main productive lebor bese of the society would have baen
like trying 1o put out the Jsrmestown fre with kerosene.

64. Ballagh, A RISTORY OF SLAVERY IN VIRGINIA, p. 56.

65. Ibid., p. 57

)]



Bruce, op. cit,, vol. 2,p. 111,

Gray, op. oit,, pp. 387-363. 2 Hening 170, 208
3 Hening 453,

8 3 8

69, 2 Haning 260, Ballsgh, A HISTORY OF SLAVERY .. ,p 47,

70. Bailagh, A HISTORY OF SLAVERY IN VIRGINIA, p. 47, In South Carotina, In the
eartiest yoars of thy colony, indisns were ensleved more extensively than wes ever the case
in other colonies. But this practics vest, on the whole, counterproductive for a number of
reasons, The Proprietors wers snxious fest the practics cost the colony the wervices of thoss
indians who wers serving s3 returners of runewsy Africans. {C.5.P., vol. 13, pp. 331.332, 18
October 1600} Tha European Indenturad servants were enticed with promises of land (only
sxceptionatly reslized}; but no such lusions were possible for the tndigns, who could only
lose what lend they had under the Europsen plan. The English ware, furthermore,
concerned not 1o incrsase thy danger of indian collsboration with the Spanish end French_ i
do not share the occssionsily axprewsed opinion that relatively few continentat Indians were
ensiaved because of & leck of adeptability 1o sgriculture,

T1. 3 Hening 449450,

72, 4 Hening 133134,

73. C.5.P., vol. 42, pp. 140, 207.208, 304,

74. 2 Hening 462,

78, 2 Hening 479-480.

75. 2 Haning 481483,

77. 3 Hening 451,

78. 2 Hening 481482,

79, 3 Hening 451,

80. 3 Hening 469,

B1. 2 Hening 48t-482,

82, 3 Hening 442,

83. 3 Haning 451,

34, To contrast the status sccorded Europexn and African bond-servants, is not 10 suggest
that the fife of the white bond4ervant was anything other than herd end oppressive. AE.
Smith belisves that “the vest mejority of them worked out their time without sutfering
axcessive {1} cuelty or want, {and) received their freedom dues without suing for them ™
Presumably he mesns the “majocity” of those who survived their period of service. For, he
concaded that “The system of white servitude was cruel” on account of the hard labor it
imposed on parsons “generalty unfitted for such s life,”” and so much so thst in the early

cotonial period “lifty or saventy-five cut of every hundred white servants died without ever
wving & decent chance st survival.” lop. cit., pg. 278, 30304},

Morris ssys that the shift to main reifence upon Atrican isborers did n & with it an
improverent in the conditions of the Europssn bond4srvants, They o cinued to be
“subject to the msverest disciplinary messures.” He cites with approvsl Edis’ wel-known
commant that “Generally spesking they (the Europeen bondssrvants) groan under & yoks
warsa then (Bibfical) Egyptizn bondsge” (William Edis, LETYERS FROM AMERICA,
Cambeidge, 1989, p. 38). Morris relstes in some datail the record of morg than & scors of
cases of brutal frestment, inctuding murdsr by violent blows and deliberate starvation, rape,
torture, snd inducament of suicide, in which the masters with rare exception, weare ohly
lightly punishsd, if at sil, Morris decided not to sdd more examples because to do 50 “would
be to give the sorew many & turn end in the fong run immunize the reader by harsh
repetition.’” (Morris, GOVERNMENT AND LABOR .. , pp. 486-497.}.

85. C.5.P.,vol, 15, p, 451 vol. 11, p. 130

86. Herbart Aptheker, AMERICAN NEGRC SLAVE REVOLTS, (seond edition, New
York, 1965) pp. 16311, 16341, 176,

87. C.5.P., wol. 38, p. xxiv.

B8. The dread memory of Bacon's Rebellion wes stifl & reference point for the plsntation
bourgeoisie forty years after the event. Gowsrnor Alexander “Spotswood remi.ncnd the
Council of Trade snd Pisntations of the great cost of suppressing the Rebeilion, in & letter
dated July 19, 1716, {G.S.P,, vol. 28, p, 301).

89. C.5.P.. voi. 11, pp.xxvi, 130,134, 277,

80. From the time of the messsge of the Council of Trede and Plantations to the king, 10
Janusry 1698, the establishment snd maintenance of an adequate white militia is » recurring
theme of official documents. (C.S.P., voi. 16, p. 101; vol. 22, p. 489; vol. 24, p. 450; vol . 2,
p. xviii, 70; voi. 36, p. 118, sre soma exdmples.).

91. 3 Hening 338.

92. 4 Hening 126.

93. 4 Hening 197,

84. 4 Hening 202-203.

95, & Haning 19,

96. 4 Hening 202-203.

97. Rsndolph's tpoech to the Virginis MHouse of Delsgatss, Jsnuary 21, 1832, was
published s en abolitionist pamphixt, snd is availebla at the NYPL. Surmrwrs’ speech 1o the
House of Delegates was given four days esriinr, and wes printed in the RICHMOND

ENQUIRER on February 2, 1832, "Civis's” commaents appeared in the newspaper on May
4, and those of "Appomeattox™ on March 3,
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