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44 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

discipline of the plantation. A permanent and nigid slave system,
it was argued, was both economically necessary in the rice- and
cotton-growing areas and vital as a system of control for a poten-
tially dangerous black population. Such a viewpoint soon tri-
umphed in all the slaveholding states. In 1831 and 1832, the
Virginia legislature debated a colonization proposal that might
have opened the way to gradual emancipation, but its defeat
marked the end of a serious search, even in the upper South, for
some way to set slavery on the path to extinction.!
After the Virginia debate, Professor Thomas R. Dew of Wil-
liam and Mary College, speaking for the victorious proslavery
faction, set forth the most thorough and comprehensive justifica-
tion of the institution that the South had yet produced. Dew's
effort should properly be seen as reflecting a transitional stage in
the proslavery argument. Since he was refuting the proponents of
gradual emancipation and colonization who still thrived in
western Virginia and not the new and radical abolitionists of the
North, his arguments stressed practicality and expediency and, in
a sense, did little more than help bring Virginia in line with the
kind of proslavery sentiment already triumphant farther South.
Much of his lengthy essay was devoted to showing that coloniza-
tion was an impossible scheme because the natural increase of the
black population would outrun any number that could possibly
be colonized. His justification of slavery rested first of all on the
contention that servitude had been a necessary stage of human
progress and hence could not be regarded as evil in itself. He
then went on to argue that the concrete circumstances of South-
ern life required the institution and that no set of abstract prin-
ciples should be invoked to obscure the basic fact that the Negro
was not prepared for freedom. Although this was fundamentally
an extension of the kind of argument that had previously been

1. On proslavery attitudes in the lower South in the 1820s, see William W,
Freehling, Prelude to Civil War: The Nullification Controversy in South
Carolina, 1816-1836 (New York, 1966), Chapter III and pp. 122-128; and
William Sumner Jenkins, Pro-Slavery Thought in the Old South (Chapel
Hill, N.C., 1935) , pp. 65-79. The best account of the Virginia debate is Joseph
Clarke Robert, The Road from Monticello: A Study of the Virginia Slavery
Debate of 1832 (Durham, N.C., 1941) .
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: defense of slavery as “‘a necessary evil,” ﬁm.i

the basis of the % : lity had no evil in
; :»d that such a ?.wn:nm_ adjustment to reality : -
jmplied that, d expediency to the level of conservative principle
it, and be M.“Mmmmaﬂ:m Burke’s dictum that “circumstances give
ﬁrwwmm@nno every political principle its distinguishing color and
S iminating effect.”? )
aﬁﬂ:““. M_w_m.mmmnmmo: of Negro character and mz.ommxmn.nm. Dew 9@
not deviate forthrightly and insistently from traditional ﬁﬁm.muw
n:&nonanﬁm:mn assumptions mroc.n the ﬂmn:_.,m of most nwmww&
differences. Although at the _unmmﬁznm of his essay he mMmg M
Negroes as “differing from us in color .wdn— habits an L vas W
inferior in the scale of civilization,” Jm n.rn not deal nonm_mnnzﬁ Y
with the question whether this inferiority resulted from innate
character or from the “habits” engendered .v< a ﬂodm exposure to
inhibiting circumstances. In his discussion of .OUmnwn.wnm to
emancipation,” Dew at one point provided an analysis not incom-
patible with the conservative environmentalism of the no.__oENw.
tionists. “The blacks,” he wrote, “have now all the rm_u_.ﬁm wna
feelings of slaves, the whites have those of masters; the prejudices
are formed, and mere legislation cannot improve them. . . . De-
clare the Negroes of the South free tomorrow, and vain will be
your decree until you have prepared them for it. . . . The law
would make them freemen, and custom or prejudice, we care not
which you call it, would degrade them to the condition of
slaves.” Such a prediction, he indicated, was merely an applica-
tion of the rule that “each one should remain in society in the
condition in which he has been born and trained, and not [try]
to mount too fast without preparation.”s

This ultraconservative principle could presumably have been
applied to slaves or serfs of any race; and, as if to substantiate
this F.mﬁounn. Dew went on to give as an example of premature
emancipation the attempt to liberate the Polish peasants in the
1790s. wﬁ. Dew 8&5 also describe black behavior as if it were
predetermined by innate racial traits; for he contradicted his

2. “Professo "
1852) , p. wmm%»hnﬂﬁwm.ﬁ.m _m“ﬂ.w. es B
the U.&.SR of the Virginia Legislat

3. Ibid., pp. 287, 435-436.

-Slavery Argument (Charleston,
$ay was originally published as Review of
ure of 1831 and 1832 (Richmond, 1832).
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46 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

suggestion that Negro characteristics were sim
of servility by arguing, somewhat obscurely.
indolence of free blacks resulteq from “an inherent ang intrj
cause.” And when he asserted that “the free black wij

lf'rom‘ 2 Perception of the force of “habits,” “customs,” apq
Prejudices” and thoge suggesting that a Permanency of racjy)
type justified enslavement,

By the middle of the 1830s the fu]] impact of the abolitionjs;

claim that slavery was “3 Positive good.” Furthermore thejy
Practical assertion of racial equality as something to be achieved
in the United States and not through colonization inspired pro.
slavery spokesmen to clarify their racial views and to assert, as a
major part of their case, the unambiguous concept of inherent
Negro inferiori ty.

South Caroliniang led the way. In 1885 Governor George
McDuffie told the South Carolina General Assembly that the

“the intellectual inferiority |and natural improvidence of this
race.” They were, he indicated, “unfit for self-government of any
kind,” and “jn aj respects, |physical, moral, and political, in-
ferior to millions of the human race,” McDuffie professed aston-
ishment that anyone should “suppose it possible to reclaim the
African race from their destiny” as slaves or subjects of some

4. Ibid,, pp. 487, 429-430. (The italics are mine.)

; pn‘iiph

“dull, a

: form of ar
. Drayton sa{
let attacking

wﬁ‘n" ince
indolent, voluptuous,
African in all ages an

ence O
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candid man, _—
every ‘and prone to Vice;

nambitious; !
el d countries,

inferiority of his character.
e msf‘;ralr?lf:uz defense of slavery before the Senate of
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The Charleston lawyer Wil-

g .
psolute despotism. hing the Tl yeas i

the same t Siaio
d m}l:d;bolitionists: “Personal observation
the

i itutionally
e negro is constltl'mo
that til;it his mind is hca;'ly.
ade the
t the doom that has m.
S a slave—is the natural conse-
76 In 1837 John C.

Calhou{l mage }tl(:s and showed how important raci.al doctrtgz:
the Ulie” i talthe new and militant defense of servitude wl -

i M lnthe 1830s. “I hold that in the present state ?f c1v1b -
dorelope two races of different origin, and c!:stmgmshed y
vy Whereher hysical differences, as well as intellectual, are
gl e ot:therpthe relation now existing in the slaveholfh.ng
brOl-lsg }l;tettv?rfgeen th'c two, is, instead of an evil, a good—a positive

state:

"y

good- i ith the concept of slavery as ““a positi.ve

- e thli;x;ndi?;giennel :vfl tpl)lermanent l;lack inferiority began its
o thata rationale, first for slavery itself and lau?r for post-
Cueer'aZtion forms of racial oppression. The attitudes ) that
emancllP the belief that the Negro was doomed by .nature itself
undertay 1 slavishness and subordination to the whites were r!ot
o Pcrpetuaas the doctrine itself if considered as a popular belief
diat ;101:1 intellectual respectability; but when ‘asserted d.og-
that_ 31'; nd with an aura of philosophical authority by leading
matl;a r’: : okesmen and their Northern supporte_rs in the lB?O.s,
isto E;c:;le 1f;)or thé first time, the basis of a world view, an explicit

ideology around
could organize th

The emergenc
comparable in so

which the beneficiaries of white supremacy

emselves and their thoughts. )
e of racist ideology in the United States was

i nservative
me respects to the rise of European co

; h Carolina, as reprinted in
the General Assembly of Soutl ok
Tlfz gs::‘lzl g:f;;nof |American History, ed. Albert Bushnell Hart (New

ti-
lggs)V'V}i)l.lizati‘ Drayton, The South Vindicated from the Treason and Fanati

ioni. i i . 232.
i Abolitionists (Philadelphia, 1836) , p .
cu,;n ]aél:: E(:N((’;a‘lhh‘t;l':n, P;Jrks, ed. Richard K. Crallé (New York, 1853-1857)

11, 631.
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ideology, as described b
servative Thought.”
“traditionalism"

y Karl Mannheim in hijs €ssay on *
Mannheim made a distinction bet
~the emotional and relatively inarticulat
dency to hold on to established and inherited
and “conservatism,” which he saw as
from the first, since it arises as a count
opposition to the highly organized, co
‘progressive’ movement.” This distinctio
one that can be drawn between racial
résponse to an enslaved
early form of ideological
attempt to develop,
world view based sq
are unalterably su

“conscious and refl

herent, and Systematj,

prejudice as an e
and physically distinct grou
racism as a “conscious and
in response to an insistent egalita
uarely and explicitly on the idea t
perior to blacks. As long as the
order was not threatened by radicalism, it required n
theoretical defense. Or, as Gustave de Beaumont,
companion, put it in his novel, Marie: “As long as mEHmEE.oE.
on behalf of the Negroes resulted in nothing but useless declamj.
tion, the Americans tolerated it without difficulty; it mattered
little to them that the equality of the Negroes should be pro-
claimed in theory, so long as in fact they remained inferior to the
whites.” But abolitionism, like Jacobinism, forced previously
unarticulated assumptions to the level of defensive ideological

motiong)

reflective”
rianism, ,
hat whites
traditiong]
o elaborate
Tocqueville's

conscious.8

The colonizationists may
Pragmatic defense of slavery
occasional expressions of a th

have stimulated an indirect and

as a regional necessity, but thejr
eoretical racial egalitarianism had

Declaration of Independence
but cried out for its immed
similarly unanswered by the d

not only affirmed equality in theory
iate implementation could

, not go
efenders of black subordinati

on,

8. Karl Mannheim, Essays on
1953) , pp. 99 and 74-164, passim;
the United States (Stanford, Cal,, I

Sociology and Social
Gustave de Beaumont
958) , p. 11. (First Pu

Psychology (London,
, Marie, or Slavery in
blished in 1835.)

OOD.". .
Snn:_,..
€ teny
patterns of Jjfe_

€cCtive
€r movement in conscigyg
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P and the .

“ I their effort
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i iori ich th
n&,wzo:m. the ww. of arguments for Negro inferiority whic ey
. na

] ad nau m. Heavily emp istorical case
pe ” i hasized was the historica
nonm n_ nwn B i vmm M_OM his supposed failure to develop a
P black man base

painst the

i lavery writ-
g ica. As portrayed in proslavery
f life in >¢Mnﬂma v%%: the scene o.». cnn_:__mwﬁwa
ica was mjm m_.:,;5.. hip, and licentiousness. SO
ings AlT ibalism, devil worship, aI 1 ment, based on
.zwmnaw nmuﬂ_s early form of the c_oyomumwmnwﬂmww ferences—espe-
a : . d anato
gdvanced W ed physiological and an: les—which allegedly
. istics and facial angles the
jally in cranial nwﬁpnnmma ical inferiority. Finally there was :
e ed mental and p ys idespread miscegenation, 2
B deep-seated white fears of wi M. P nxieties by claiming
) ite a
ists sought to deepen w . . we and the
GJJMMMM Mm EM&Q would lead to EHQBHMMM had ap-
that the M , oom the race. Although all am_mmn m”.MMHm s semetiing
al .. s m,
QMNM”MMNN:Q in fugitive or nﬂﬂuﬂﬂﬂroym« were brought to-
the rapidity wi . once the
o o8 m% oMHH wanmnmma a rigid woﬁ.nnsn& vanMMw war with
mn%nw T of &mﬁi found themselves in a propaga
defenders of . .
the mvor:..ubpwﬁwﬁ case against the abolitionist wmmnwzow MmmMan_M.““:
The ,cm,ﬁmsuz blown—but without the authoritative HM.UEQI.E
HQMM”WMWEW that would later give it mﬂnmwwmw m”MﬂmM& Touidamce
un H 1 F .H._—. 2 .
a pamphlet published in Wummu.w\“w“uanozmra:m of Physical and
Against the Views of the Abol : g.u of the Negroes. In this
the Natural Inferiority J h
Moral Proofs of ; d Richard Colfax set fort
i document a writer name 1C .
extraordinary do . { the racist theory of
; : form all the basic elements o
m Hﬁﬁnaﬂﬂ.ﬁmﬂ% WH .NQQ. n m.Hﬁwﬂwam. a SHHOMG HN.:@W
NEgFo Chiatatien Oo:wxMBv " Ennmﬁmﬁm blacks which sup-
: i etween w
of physical differences be inferiority. The Negro's
ted inherent Negro inferiority.
posedly demonstra “almost to a level with that of the
i le, he contended, was “almos N -
anﬂm.w:moﬂnn “the acknowledged meanness of the Negro's intel
il sl ith the shape of his head.” The lesson to be
lect only coincides with the shap v ¢ GPErsaEy
drawn from such data was that Em.v_mn__n man’s “wan o
to receive a complicated education qm:&m..a. it nﬁﬁwww T ohip
impolitic that he should be allowed the privileges of citiz

muHDmﬂmaamH%

£
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50 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

in an enlightened country.” Since “the Negroes, whether physi

cally or morally considered, are so inferior as to resemble the

brute creation as nearly as they do the white species, .
alteration of their present social condition would be ﬁqo&rn.:zo
of the least benefit to them, inasmuch as no change of EM...
m.mEHn can be expected to result therefrom.” This ::33&82%
ity of .90 black character had been demonstrated historical] :
according to Colfax, because over a period of three or four nrown
sand years Africans had had many opportunities to benefit from
personal liberty and “their proximity to refined nations,” byt
they had “never even attempted to raise themselves above their
present equivocal station in the great zoological chain."?

The only element lacking in Colfax’s racist argument was a
full scientific explanation of the underlying causes of inequality,
In the century that followed, theorists of racial inferiority would
offer new and ingenious proofs or explanations for Colfax's asser.
tions, but they would add very little to his general thesis.

.>w part of their effort to gain widespread support for such
views, proslavery polemicists turned their attention to the free
Negroes of the North, whom they presented not so much as a
population degraded by white prejudice and color consciousness
as one demonstrating its natural unfitness for freedom. When the
census of 1840, which later proved to be inaccurate, revealed a

very high rate of insanity among free Negroes as compared with
slaves, they seized upon these statistics as evidence of the Negro’s
constitutional inability to function in a free society. In 1844
Calhoun, then Secretary of State, concluded that “the census and

9. Richard H. Colfax, Evidence Against the Views of the Abolitionists . . .
(New York, 1833), pp. 25-26, 30, and passim. In the late 1840s and 1850,
these arguments would be placed in a framework of respectable scientific
theory by the “American School of ethnology” (see Chapter Three below).
Subsequent to the publication of Colfax's Evidence Against the Views of the
Abolitionists, the same historical and biological case against the Negro was
presented, for example, in Drayton’s The South Vindicated (1836); James
Kirke Paulding’s Slavery in the United States (New York, 1836); J. H.
Guenebault’s Natural History of the Negro Race (Charleston, 1837); The
Reverend Josiah Priest’s Slavery, As It Relates to the Negro or African Race
(Albany, N.Y., 1843) ; Samuel A. Cartwright's Essays, Being Inductions Drawn
from the Baconian Philosophy . . . (Vidalia, La., 1843); and Matthew Estes,
A Defense of Negro Slavery, As It Exists in the United States (Montgomery,

Ala,, 1846) .

-the states

SLAVERY AND RACE 51

authentic documents show that, in all instances in which
“ have changed the former relation between the two
the African, instead of being improved, has become worse.
been invariably sunk into vice and pauperism, accom-

bodily and mental afflictions incident thereto—deaf-
—‘Hg

.pth

ra ces,
They have

nied by .
Mwmm insanity and idiocy—to a degree without example. . . .

II

As the debate progressed, it became evident that Northern
opponents of slavery could, if they chose, easily deflect the in-
creasingly vexed question of biological differences by arguing
that constitutional Negro deficiencies, even if they existed, pro-
vided no justification for slavery. On the contrary, they would
only make it more sinful; for what could be more unchristian
than exploitation of the weak by the strong? Owen Lovejoy, an
abolitionist Congressman from Illinois and brother of the
martyred editor Elijah P. Lovejoy, eloquently presented this
point of view in 1860: “We may concede it as a matter of fact
that [the Negro race] is inferior; but does it follow, therefore,
that it is right to enslave a man simply because he is inferior?
This, to me, is a most abhorrent doctrine. It could place the weak
everywhere at the mercy of the strong; it would place the poor at
the mercy of the rich; it would place those who are deficient in
intellect at the mercy of those that are gifted in mental endow-

ment. . . "1
Many Southerners were themselves too strongly influenced by

10. John C. Calhoun, Works, V, 337. There are excellent discussions of the
controversy over the census of 1840 in Leon F. Litwack, North of Slavery: The
Negro in the Free States, 1790-1860 (Chicago, 1961) , pp. 4046, and 29.:._»:
Dain, Concepts of Insanity in the United States, 1789-1865 (New Brunswick,
N.J., 1964) , pp. 104-108. ) o .

11. “The principle upon which slaveholding was sought to be _..u.uzmnn.:-
this country would, if carried out in the affairs of the universe, Lovejoy
added, “transform Jehovah, the supreme, into an infinite juggernaut, rolling
the huge wheels of his omnipotence, ankle deep, amid the crushed, and
bleeding bodies of human beings on the ground that he was

mangled, and 1 und !
mummma:, superior, and that they were an inferior race.” (Gited in the Liber-

ator, April 26, 1860.)
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stand. Their answer was t

dom but was ideally suited to slavery; for the Negro found
ness and fulfillment only when he had a white master

rmvm.m.
writer put it, N €gro slaves are *

. As One
the most cheerful and merry peg.
ple we have among us.”12 Far from the blacks’ being “degradeq,”

Southern apologists maintained that they were much better off in
slavery than they had been in Africa, According to the South
Carolina novelist William Gilmore Simms, the Negro came from
a continent where he wag “a cannibal, destined . . . to eat hig

fellow, or be eaten by him.” Southern slavery “brought him to a
land in which he suffers no risk of life or limb other than that to
which his owner is €qually subjected,” and had increased “hig
health and strength,” improved “his physical symmetry and anj.

mal organization,” elevated “his mind and morals,” and given
“him better and more certain food, better clothing, and more
kind and valuab]e attendance when he is sick.” It was no wonder,
then, that he had developed a happy disposition,18
In promulgating the stereotype of the happy and contented
bondsman, Southerners were doing more than simply putting out
Propaganda to counter the abolitionist image of the wretched
slave. They were also seeking to put to rest their own nagging
fears of slave rebellion. It was no accident that proslavery spokes-
men in the Virginia legislature made much of the alleged con-
tentment of the slaves; for the debate took Place in the wake of
the Nat Turner uprising of 1831, and servitude had come under
attack as leading Inevitably to black resistance. One of the pro-
slavery members made it clear that the recent rebellion was a
bizarre exception to the general pattern of master-slave relation-
ships: “Our slave population is not only a happy one, but it is a
contented, peaceful and harmless . . . during all this time [the
last sixty years] we have had one insurrection.14

12. William A. Smith, Lectures on th
« - . (Nashville, 1856) , pp. 223-224, ]
13. William Gilmore Simms, “The Morals of Slavery,” The Pro.-

Argument, p. 278. (Originally published in The Southern Lj
III [November, 1837), 641-657.)

14. From a speech of James Gholson of Brunswick
Jrom Monticello, p. 67.

¢ Philosophy and Practice of Slavery

Slavery
terary Messenger

no—E.S in Robert, Road
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sy s not only
: etribution, drawn .
. 1age of black violence wﬁ&.n £ bt had occurred in
The 1mag from memories O ! s ot
Turner but ir Southern imagin
from Nat ingo, continued to haunt the teer 1880, and for
pELE Uo%_mﬁw.mm&ou panics were ?mpu._o:n a e i, Rouuert
g :c. posedly ruled over a docile pop it AbrolaTE
. ir“h wnan extraordinarily careful zﬂ.hw ‘Lem from any
slaveow? ir “ le” and to quaranti . ion with
kheie peop : inspi issatisfaction
Fn o oﬁ%&o infience CHALIBERS JEES &”Mm.“umnm admitted
E:.n_ om Mmm:o: In moments of candor, mocdHH botential rebel
eir suspicon that dupliciy, P et affability.1®
GQ_, ss lurked behind the mask of Z.m.mao t Negro character was
Ho ept of the duality or msmnmgrsm of I m».gmmm by South-
: A 8:..“_% of the most important noamﬂ.w_.ﬁonw Pl i
fn et omm.cmi propagandists to the racist _“.EMWGMWE v fhe GFE
Ep igi acist form, this .
i iginal protor N ol Africa
slavery. In 1ts or el —— gt
Thomas R. Dew — fhat. 1o darge-
. mﬂﬂw WNZEN&: black slave. Dew am::mmﬂm.n T e Tth
EM@ mrEmeetions, were LSy ..£~MnMnM~MMm Savages and Koro-
8¢ ; Unite . i
il are in the : ole life
dvillzed 75 Lic} mmit such deeds, because their whole . ed
mantyn slaves can co ¢ the Negro of the Unit
ion have prepared them; bu Feitios: oF
and mmc.nwn.ﬂob. inciples, sentiments, and the feeling
Suatgsibias IBIDEC L1 wnr. .wnwﬂmznoa 18 But Dew’s analy-
: 2 18 TR "
e whitess in Ofis e O environment; indeed it made
is implicitly conceded too much to ; e
e S m almost infinitely plastic. What, it mig
the Negro character see ks from sown becoming “civilized”
el ?oﬁbnrd_wn m d claiming equality with them?
ites and c bl
s Em ~n<m~%m~.ﬁ%¢wﬂmmnn the notion that slavery “civilized
ater writers o ; W AN : )
WHM Negro by asserting that innate racial traits limited rqm .mx.z.nﬂ
tial development to a more or less tenuous state of :umBTDﬁ_wwm.
i i i i justification
tion,” a conception which provided an unequivocal ju
of permanent servitude. .
According to this theory, the Negro was by bwncwn. a mchmM
(1} 1 ’ .H.-
brute. Under slavery, however, he was ‘“domesticated” o

ixi illiams
15. See Mary Boykin Chesnut, 4 Diary from Dixie, ed. Ben W“”Muv%‘__n_ “F -
(Boston, 1949) , p. 141, for a classic expression of Southern doul
contentment and docility.
16. Pro-Slavery Argument, p. 463.
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54 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

limited degree, “civilized ” Hence docility was not so much hjg
natural character as an artificial creation of slavery. As long a4
the control of the master was firm and assured, the slave would
be happy, loyal, and affectionate; but remove or weaken the
authority of the master, and he would revert to type as a blood.
thirsty savage. That many Southerners did not believe, even j

warfare of liberated slaves, traits of cruelty and crime which
nothing earthly can €qual.”'? Drayton’s suggestion that emanci.
pation would bring a reversion to basic savage type was set forth
more explicitly by a writer in De Bow’s Review, who described as
follows the consequences of liberating a large black population:
“. . . the brutish propensities of the negro now unchecked, there
remains no road for their full exercise . . . but in the slaughter
of his white master, and through the slaughter, he strides (unless
he himself be exterminated) to the full exercise of his native
barbarity and savageness.”18 As proof of the Negro's inevitable
“reversion to type” when freed, defenders of slavery pointed
continually to the alleged “relapse into barbarism” which had
taken place in Haiti, the British West Indies, and Liberia, once
the domesticating influence of slavery had been removed.19

The notion that bestial savagery constituted the basic Negro
character and that the loyal “Sambo” figure was a social product
of slavery served to channel genuine fears and anxieties by sug-
gesting a program of preventive action, while at the same time

17. Drayton, The South Vindicated, p. 246.

18. “L. 8, M.,” review of John Campbell’s Negromania, in The Industrial
Resources of the Southern and Western States, ed, J- D. B. De Bow (New
Orleans, 1852) , 11, 203. (The italics are mine.)

19. See for example, Thomas R. R, Cobb, An Inquiry into the Law of

Negro Slavery in the United States of America (Philadelphia, 1858), pp.
cxcvii, coxxvii,
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lave he
" ion” for the Negro. As a s
itional “affection ave he
: nosm_nm freedman he would be a Bo:m:“w EM >
. . Sa .
uﬂﬁnm”& in its most extreme form by Dr

i at “. . . the negro
:oht of Louisiana, who wrote 1n 1861 Hﬂﬂn G e gt o
omz.\ﬂma necessity, be the slave om. man oﬂqrn coneept of Negro
gty =6 h ambiguities 1n -
ower ion” ry. One in
e EMH._: or i-civilization” under slavery
#domesticatl

“seml : :
v e i istant future,
volved the question of whether or not, in the far d f
fyes.t . .
the slave’s savage instincts mig

ht entirely disappear Mm QMM NMM“._”
i eve
quasi-Lamarckian process of evolution, a P
of some
which would presuma

bly fit the Negro for a n:mwmm MMmMMMM
iters regarded this ncnmaou. as open an Mo:?o:ﬁ&
e el i to blatant self-contradiction when they ont
g m.m= EM re Simms, in setting forth a ?.oﬂmﬁg.a.ﬁ N
B ot NM.M described how the rise of peoples to civi ize
o caamummuummw mmEo?mm the tutelage of slavery as a mﬁmm.w “-M
heir Yorcion ent. “It is possible that a time will come,
i mmﬁ_owBSc.E by our schools, and made strong by our
s Sﬂub.nm Mnm of the southern states may arrive at mﬂ.ﬂw-
Q.EE.WW. ”Q..w in W,n same paragraph, however, he H:.QQF shut Hr M
e h Mrn had tentatively opened: “I do not believe that [ h
%.MMWM__ “E ever be other than a slave, Q..nrmw rmnMM_M MHMWM WM E M
i i implem
o%ﬂ..ﬁmum.n“ %Mh n”ﬂ“uﬁm..wwnn%m“.nwmwﬂw:iwu _um?mb mz_..r.olnwﬁ.?n
o QS._N» from the mid-1840s on by “ethnological” writers like
nw?.mm%m% rtwright and Josiah Nott. From a narrowly vnom_m<n.~.<
meSMnn?M ro%@qﬁﬁ the whole question was in ommnn. mn.m&mﬁ”nn.
Wmmwﬂmn m<m= those apologists who accepted the ﬁomﬂvmﬂw ”rwﬂ
blacks might someday be ready for freedom .Bwﬁn_ow“wma&ounu
additional centuries of servitude would be require

i ter.22
the essential Negro charac : . . -
A more significant ambiguity, one which led to an impo

timizing
wm Jovable,
duality was €xp

ibili der Na-
20. Dr. Samuel Cartwright, “Negro Freedom: >=2—Bm.mﬂu_?:4 un
nE.n..m hm.sm... De Bow’s Review, XXX (May~]June, 1861), 651.

ent, pp. 266-268. —
WM Mww.mumﬁﬂwwmﬁmﬁcm :M—...Enmmu that blacks would be ready “a

ivil li e A. Smith, Lectures
5 " “ 5 e of civil liberty,” see W. r
e ﬂ._m,‘ mowﬁmwmv ﬂﬂ.«.m_anM_.ﬁ passim, By the time mﬁ:_r (.4“.3. howe
”.._.Ma. s.Ew n_MMM_qW not the dominant view among proslavery apologis

Scanned by CamScanner



e

56 THE BLAGK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

n_nmxmma” resulted from differences over exactly what Negro «
mestication” meant in terms of the actual relationshi
masters and slaves. One way of suggesting what was a
ask whether the model for the ideal slave was taken fr
realm of the subhuman, with the slave as a hi e
. ’ a high type of domest;.
cated animal to serve as the white man'’s tool like another beag
of _uE,n._nP or from the human family as a “domestic” m:m.
manm:mmm:m institution, with the slave in the role of a chilq
Hmm.muonpa_sm with human affection to a kindly master. This mEE”
guity was related to an ambiguity about the nature of the
plantation: was it a commercial enterprise with the blacks as 3
subhuman labor force, or a small patriarchal society?

George Fitzhugh, writing in the 1850s, was the most eloquent
spokesman of the familial or paternalist view of slavery. For him
the harsh, exploitative side of slavery disappeared almost nnn
tirely; the master became a “parent or guardian,” and the slave a
child who, on the basis of a “common humanity,” was admitted
to “the family circle”? and subjected to “family government.”
The view of Negro psychology that sustained such a view was set
forth by the Reverend H. N. McTyeire in a typical example of
the advice that clergymen of a certain type gave to slaveholders:
“The sympathies which have their range within the social sys-
tem—the emotions which form the ordinary cement of social
existence, are found in the negro, and they are to be taken into
account, in dealing with him. The master who ignores them and
proceeds on brute principles, will vex his own soul and render
his servants worthless and wretched. Love and fear, a regard for
public opinion, gratitude, shame, the conjugal, parental, and

filial feelings, these must all be appealed to and cultivated.”24
The very fact, however, that such advice had to be given sug-
gests that there was a contrary point of view. Paternalists empha-
sized the reality of slave “gratitude” as a natural human emotion
deriving from kindly treatment; men S:s a different orientation
thought differently. This, for example, is how George S. Sawyer,

do.
ps betweep
t issue ig ¢,

Fitzhugh, Sociology for the South; or, the Failure of Free Society

Nmm.:MMMn%n _mm.c.mwm.. 82-83, 105-107; Cannibals All! or, Slaves Without

sﬂnﬂ«ﬁ nn_.. C. Vann Woodward (Cambridge, Mass.,, 1960), p. 205. (First
ished in 1857. . .

m.:mﬂ_awuawu: Hyﬂnﬂvuinn. «plantation Life—Duties and Responsibilities,” De

Bow's Review, XXIX (September, 1860) , 361.

%
1
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ana slaveholder, described the Negro character: “The
instances of remarkable fidelity and attachment to
. ters, a characteristic quite common among them, are
their T ,oﬂ.mo much upon any high intellectual and refined
mo:jmmm abom mnmmgmm‘ as upon instinctive impulse, possessed to
..E:BQT her degree by some of the canine species.”’?
i n<n=m »mmwoﬁ step from such an analogy to the argument that
: 1 smBoa difficult to mistreat Negroes or to overwork them
-l 1d be the case with whites; and some Southerners even
9»:-2%““ that for most purposes a master could simply moamn.ﬁ
B ”_ the possibility that his charges had normal human sensi-
”ﬂmwm. Cartwright, a Louisiana physician who had szﬁrﬁwﬂm
of practice on the plantations of what was then the Southwest,

i .H.ocmmm
very many

" maintained in 1843 that the Negro race “has a peculiar instinct

wnoﬁmnmnm it against the abuses of arbitrary m.oion.:“ moa.“.u_.wnw
could not be overworked and were nonmnm.:ﬁE Emmaﬂ H.,..w o
sufferings that would be ﬂ:UnE.mEm. to Sr.wnnm.... But Car Sﬂ:mom
did believe that there was such a thing as Eaawawmnanw e
Negroes. In a later “medical” essay, rm. described various Negr
udiseases” that resulted from it, man_z.aﬂ.sm drapetomia %&uﬂm”m
away) and rascality. Since such ma_n.coa stemmed om e
government or imperfect slavery, their source was not. EQ y
harshness of servitude but in the c::»?:.w_ liberty permitted by
ineffectual masters.2¢ The comforting notion n.rmﬁ slaves aw& not
suffer, even from flagrant mistreatment, was given expression by
a Southern lady novelist in 1860. She not only .ﬁmﬁ&. nrw.n
Negroes could not be overworked but claimed nwﬂ it was physi-
cally impossible for a master to knock a ern. ,mnﬂ.wmwnmm.a.o the
ground”—as he was so often knocked in abolitionist writings—
because the Negro skull was so thick that such an effort would
bruise or break a white man’s fist.?

The supposed animal insensitivity of the Negro was also

95. George S. Sawyer, Southern Institutes; or, an ?a:...é into the Origin
and Early Prevalence of Slavery and the Slave Trade (Philadelphia, 1858) , p.
puwm. Samuel A. Cartwright, Essays, p. 3, and “Diseases and Peculiarities of
the Negro,” in De Bow, ed., Industrial Resources, I1, 318-324. For another
expression of the view that the Negro, like the mule, could not be over-
worked, see Estes, Defense of Negro Slavery, pp. 78-80. ) .

27. Mrs. Henry Schoolcraft, The Black Gauntlet: A Tale of Plantation Life
in South Carolina (Philadelphia, 1860) , pp. 49, 61.
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invoked as a basis for denyin
and thereby implicitly justifyi
ing to Thomas R. R. Cobb
affections are not strong,
offspring, and suffers little
went further and asserted
family feeling and that it is
“emotions of parental and

g familial affection among slaves
ng the breakup of families. Accord-
of Georgia, the Negro's “natural
and consequently he is cruel to his
by separation from them."2s Sawyer
that blacks are totally lacking in
“lust and beastly cruelty” and not
: kindred attachment” that “glow in
n.an negro’s bosom.”2® Such opinions suggest that the kind of
“hard” wmomma that manifests itself in the image of “the Negro as
_u..wwma: did not originate in the era of segregation late in the
nineteenth century but had its origins in the antebellum period,
when it vied for suprémacy in Southern propaganda with the
“soft” image of the black slave as beloved child.

I1I

The South’s fundamental conception of itself as a slaveholding
society was unstable. In the intellectual context of the time, the
notion of the slave as dependent or child implied one kind of
social order; the view that he was essentially subhuman suggested
another.

Seeing the Negro as basically human despite his inferiority was
compatible in theory with his integration into a certain type of
human society—one based on a frank and open recognition of a
whole range of inequalities. One branch of proslavery thought
took this tack—the theoretical defense of a social order in which
slavery was part of a larger hierarchy maintained by a sense of
mutual obligation between superiors and inferiors. This view-
point was foreshadowed by Thomas R. Dew’s dictum that every-
one, white or black, should be content to remain in the social
station “in which he has been born and bred,” and that conse-
quently it was as ill advised for planters to encourage white
overseers to aspire to gentility by giving them access to the

28. Cobb, Inquiry, p. 39.
29. Sawyer, Institutes, p. 222,
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m as it was to invite expectations of freedom from
defense of slavery published in _w.wm. Chancellor
william Harper of the University of South Omno__mm. nﬁmcoa_wwmm
on this hierarchical concept :Em.u he answere mmn. wm ol
:onist charge that the slave was denied the .vomm__u:.Q 0 _:v m
M_oh improvement by attacking the very notion o.m a monQi WomHmm
on equality of opportunity. “The amﬁ. receives, EM%.Q, ' Em
wguch instruction as qualifies him to &wnrm_.mn the :cmmro i
particular station. The Creator did not intend Sm.n m<m3\ :ﬁ n
being should be highly cultivated, morally unm. inte nn_n.zm .w.:
Then, hitting even more directly at the >Ea_,._nmn amM :MEM
ideal, he added: “. . . if, as m.noiam:n.m has evidently ecreed,
there can be but a certain portion of intellectual mxnnzm.:mm M:
any community, it is better that it should ?.w :33:&.@ divi n&.
It is better that a part should be fully and Emw? .nc_n_ﬁ:na. an
the rest utterly ignorant.” As a matter of mu_sn_ﬁmn. the _oiw..q
classes, regardless of race, should be subordinated and rnvﬁm _M
jgnorance. Following the logic of his argument, Harper contende:
that the misery and uncertainty of status A..&:nr mmﬁ.ﬁ& nﬂmnn”n
to the “laborious poor” of do:m_ma&wc_&nm. societies noEn_E e
readily relieved by the imposition of moan.n..::m like slavery.
Out of this kind of reactionary Em:_n.im there evolved _w<
the early 1850s the fully developed thesis that .amadi .s.w@ “a
positive good,” not only as a system of no.sa.noz—:m an in n:M_.
race but, more basically, as a way om.v_,oSmEm security Hn.o t m
laboring class of any society. George Fitzhugh carried EM. EMM_
thought to its logical extreme when he attacked the ?ﬁ MBM -
assumptions of capitalism and amBoQ.mQ .,3 arguing t Mw.:&s
working class of advanced industrial countries like Onmwn ey
would be better off under slavery. For H.,:N.vz.mr and other : mwnr.t
ern defenders of a reactionary m&m:nzﬂ.m.:ma. the patri e
plantation was the best model for society in general, ,Unnﬂp iy
cement of all enduring social n&umon.um?wm was HME w_w Mnm >
responsibility and dependence that QESW in aﬁ. B “wm e
the idealized plantation. Their attack on free society

drawing roo
the slaves.5® In a

80. Pro-Slavery Argument, p. .»mm.
81. “Harper on Slavery,” ibid., pp.
Memoir on Slavery [Charleston, 1838]) .

35-36, 49-50 (originally published as
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62 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

point in an historical analysis of slavery, Unlike the Ppaternal;
he condemned ancient slavery and medieval serfdom in
ciple, because under such systems ‘“‘races richly endowed b
nature, and designed for high and lofty purposes, were kept from
rising to their natural level.” But all forms of white servitude
:}nd subordination had fallen before “the progress of tru
justice, and Christianity.” Negro slavery, on the other hand, ha(i
persisted because it was not really incompatible with the growth
of liberty and equality.37

Southerners often went further and contended that Negro
slavery was not only compatible with white equality but was the

very foundation of it. Governor Henry A. Wise of Virginia con.

tended that true equality could exist among whites only where
black servitude existed.

“Break down slavery,” he argued, “and
you would with the same blow destroy the great democratic Pprin-
ciple of equality among men.”*® The claim was frequently made
that the white South had no recognized social classes; that far
from establishing an aristocracy of slaveholders, as the abolition.
ists claimed, it put all white men, whether they owned slaves or
not, on a dead level, Thomas R. R. Cobb described the lower-
class whites of the South as having the sense of belonging ““to an
elevated class”: “It matters not that he is no slaveholder; he is
not of the inferior race; he is a freeborn citizen. . . . The
poorest meets the richest as an equal; sits at the table with him;
salutes him as a neighbor; meets him at a public assembly, and
stands on the same social platform.”s?

Such observations obviously reflected a social ideal radically at
variance with the image of the South as a seigneurial or quasi-
feudal society. The proponents of this view made racial con-
sciousness the foundation and cement of Southern society and
not an incidental aspect. It was carried to its logical extreme in
the writings of Dr. John H. Van Evrie, a proslavery New York
physician and editor whose views were widely hailed in the

Prin.

37. “The Negro Races,” the Southern Literary Messenger, XXXI (July,
1860) , 9-10.

38. Quoted in Jenkins, Pro-Slavery Thought, p. 190.

39. Cobb, Inquiry, p. 218. This statement of Cobb and those of several
other prominent Southern spokesmen who made the same points are quoted
in Jenkins, Pro-Slavery Thought, pp. 190-194.
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porer,” because “‘no comparison 1

lly superior, and is in
is governed by those natura L £
Thebliig:gnﬁitgion of any portion or branch of lllus ;?:e; ;:1 ;1 e
:ll:: British laborer, governed by 'th'ose d:a::)z::“ymndition Is,
times his inferiors, 1s 1n the !
= ev::;osr?::: his race. The first is secure in a.ll thell rtgrht‘.:e;l;la;
o };2 jves him, the latter is pmcttcally_ demfed Ell) ?h nearly
:lal";f hi‘;—the first is protected and pr_ovxded lort ryis bedes
Creator has designed should govern him, the lat| ed  kept
ig;orance, brutalized, over wrirked a:l;i tf;‘leu:;i;;is_oze e
it is designed should only gove fress
::r(;n:ztl ;aniti%?t, the other an infamous usurpatton.

The most famous and authoritative statement of 'th(; preu:cr?el;
that hierarchical subordination should alwa;_y[s l;i St;l::, :"srf:mous
inferi in Alexander H. Step
inferior races appeared in q s
f'0(1;01'nerstone Speech” of 1861, heralding the founda;xon e‘;)f thl::
Confederacy. “Many governments,” said the newly elect
et Negroes and Negro “Slavery”: The First
Normal Condition (Baltimore, 1853), pp-
trines as elaborated in the later book of the

in Chapter Three as applications
o the Now s well as in the South

jcal inequali

40. John H. Van Evrie, pamphl
an Inferior Race: The Lat}e'r Its
30-31 and passim. Van ::;1: ‘o :leoi rines 3

title will be discu m ;
:ain:}e‘e ‘"lCicnﬂﬁC" racism that burgeoned in the North a:

during the 1850s.
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m.m THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

President of the Confederate States of America,
founded on the principles of subordination and serfdom of cey.
tain classes of the same race; such were, and are in violation of
the laws of nature. Our system commits no such violation of
nature’s laws. With us, all the white race, however high or low,
rich or poor, are equal in the eyes of the law. Not so with the
Negro. Subordination is his place. He, by nature, or by the curge
against Canaan, is fitted for that condition which he occupies ip
our system.” As for the basis of the new Confederate government;
“Its foundations are laid, its cornerstone rests upon the great
truth that the Negro is not equal to the white man, that

slavery—subordination to the superior race—is his natural or
normal condition.”41

“have beep

y § IV

Empirically %m&ﬁ.:m. Southern slavery was both an example of
slavery in general and a form of servitude strictly limited to a
single and supposedly inferior race. Two qualities about his
laborers were thus bound to impress themselves upon the slave-
holder’s consciousness—that they were slaves and that they were
black. On an unreflective atttudinal level these two aspects of
the situation could coexist, reinforcing each other by creating a
disposition to defend slavery because it was simultaneously the
basis of concrete economic and social privilege for a class of
Southerners and the institutional underpinning for a psychologi-
cally satisfying sense of racial superiority. But, as we have seen,
the attempt to develop a consistent philosophical defense of the
institution led inevitably to efforts to derive the argument prin-
cipally from one facet or the other. Empbhasis on slavery per se as
an organizing principle of society led to a genuinely reactionary
and paternalistic theory of society; but if racial differentiation
was seen as the heart of the matter, then the result, in the larger

American ideological context, was “Herrenvolk democracy” or
*“egalitarian” racism.

41. Henry Cleveland, Alexander H. Stephens, In Public and
Letters and Speeches, Before, During, and Since
1866) , pp. 722-728, 721. (The italics are mine.)

Private; With
the War (Philadelphia,

6
SLAVERY AND RACE 5

i efforts of writers like Fitzhugh and

e n_m_u.”‘nwﬁaﬁmhwnwﬁnw“ﬂwmwvi “sociologist’’) to prove ﬁ.nw.... E.n

FLAREY Fus lification” in the South’s system of labor ivm. acci-

“ethmlext 47 erhaps best be seen as an attempt to articulate

%:E..:GMMM_N M::mnaog.mmn aspirations of an elite of large
the genu

izing 1 1f-serving principle
iti ng in the abstract the se .
plante or ﬁnm::u_.ﬂmmﬂun. There is undoubtedly some truth in

aristocrape aonw: i e master-slave relationship
Mﬂmn:o O tation Mhummwmw_nﬂ_ﬁw“nwﬂ& by their very n_.me.n.S
and the Pl 8 i tic, antibourgeois spirit with
class with “an aristocratic, o
Pr o ores emphasizing family and status, a strong ¢ ot
T mban_aum irations to luxury, ease, and snﬁwﬁvrmran.:mm
sy mnmn ﬂnm and other aristocratic paternalists with m—nﬂc w_w
H..Ev:mr.., hl mmnc_o_ovmm views—men like Edmund Ruffin, m“&
gty %mou and George Frederick mo_Bn«ivaOUw.d:
" WHMMBN .mnnwn. the deeper impulses wm the South’s upper
nuvnnww.wn logical outcome” of its social nrm:r:_m..: "
n_Em.. nn_o:,cm:-. however, that these aristocratic v-.o&ﬁ&r w”ow
qmm” M_,o&:nnm a coherent world view Hrmn E”nw_ mn“nmwoh_ncﬁ 2
whole on the road to accepting a nmwnco:m : N
of race ideology. First o '
ov.womnm. MM_.,H.NN HMMMMHH N\WM ambivalence by giving greater atten-
gﬂmrmw Hmnmw%m:mﬁmoﬂmi as a justification of Southern M__B”MM
W_wb their general theory actually n.mmﬁnmm. >=ww:mwau.w“w M” 2
described the racial factor as an “accidental” € o
Southern labor system, he went on to argue at moa.n_ nom h that
subordination of the blacks in the South was essential to p

i ite race;
amalgamation and preserve the purity of the white

ise, p. 42. . . .

Mw. M—Hmﬂnﬂnnm.uwuu.«ﬁa“”ooho. The Political Economy %....“m Mﬁaeﬂumw Studies in th
Economy and Society of the Slave ue.:.:n (New York, ﬁhw , P- Q.mumv p—

44, See Edmund Ruffin, The Political Economy of § en*wwmmv et
J- Grayson, The Hireling and the Slave . . . AOFE._QMMM. e .n sondrero
L Dabney, 4 Defense of Virginia . . . (New York, 1867). e s Ecaokder’s
&.unEumE.. of Fitzhugh's thought as the —..m::.u..— outgrowth .M ey
situation, see Part Two of Eugene Genovese'’s The _QQM.. e will
Made: Two Essays in Interpretation (New 49&." G%v.. Q“n..nnuonrn 3 i
become clear, however, I dissent from On-.o.<nmn« thesis e i veall
consistently antidemocratic slaveholder’s philosophy was the domin:
view that emerged from the antebellum South.
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; ‘ intraracial purposes they were
Edmund Ruffin combined universalist arguments for slavery wigp, most signs would suggest Smﬂmmo.w Huahw o WE Wmn e
a full rendition of the historical thesis that blacks as a race hag - fiercely democratic in their wo. .nnm T
demonstrated 3 peculiar intellectual inferiority and msnwvun:w opposed to any formal umnmuwz:_ob_o E.W e e g
for freedom; even Fitzhugh maintained that the inherent “chjq. among whites. The reactionary eleme

could not readily force their values on such a m.ow:._uﬂwonm w”
e political democracy in the Old mozzm. and particularly
awummomwrimmr was no sham: universal white Em-::ucm. suffrage
M”annn in most states during the late wnnn?w:cﬁ.. mxu.:umm and
candidates closely identified i_.aw a .:Ewnw belt” or p anter
interest were sometimes defeated in bitterly noEnmnma elections
which revealed a vigorous two-party system and a high _96_.&
popular interest and participation. The “plain folk,” mostly mn:.m.

Y necked back-country farmers with their own frontier-type tradi-
tions, were not, despite their relative poverty, economically or
socially dependent, in any full sense, on the planter elite; and
with the extension of the suffrage in the 1830s this element
acquired a political leverage that required some upper-class
accommodation. 47

like’ .nvﬁ.wnﬂnu of the Negro was in itself a persuasive argumen
for his enslavement 45

Moreover, it is questionable that even an “ethnically qualj.

fied” argument for aristocracy and slavery as being good in them.

Taylor describes as “Southern mugwumps,” men who had re.
treated from politics in the 1820s and 1830s, partly because of
their temperamental and ideological opposition to the changing
character of public life. It also is noteworthy that most of the
paternalist ideologues were from Virginia and South Carolina,
the most conservative Southern states. Their point of view was
ot so commonly expressed by the proslavery apologists of the
newer and increasingly dominant Southwestern states, where a
quasi-democratic ethos and a forthright emphasis on “Herren.

47. That the Old South experienced a “democratic revolution” (for whites
only) during the Jacksonian period has been argued most effectively by
Fletcher M. Green and Charles S. Sydnor (see Green, Democracy in the Old
South and Other Essays, ed. ]. Isaac Copeland [Nashville, 1969), pp. 65-86;
and Sydnor, The Development of Southern Sectionalism 1819-1848 [Baten
Rouge, La., 1948], Chapter XII), and has been reiterated in Clement Eaton'’s
The Growth of Southern Civilization, 1790-1860 (New York, 1961), pp.
172-175, 308-809. These historians recognize that this “democratization” was
largely political and did not in the end undermine the social and economic
dominance of the planter class, but contend that it did force the elite to

volk” mommmﬂmn% were made evident. 46 & & adjust to the new order because ijt impelled them to profess a “democratic™
T . - . 2 ideology and to work through democratic electoral processes. Green and
he over whelming majority of antebellum Southerners, it ¥ Sydnor have probably overstated their thesis because they have paid too little
should be recalled, either owned no slaves or were farmers who ] attention to persistently conservative and aristocratic facets of Southern life.

But recent historians of basically Marxist orientation, such as Eugene

owned Oﬂ:‘ a few. >—=~ocm- Many ::QO——U_HGQ; aspired to become Genovese and Barrington Moore, Jr. (see Moore’s Social Origins of Dictator-

Planters, there is little indication that they accepted a reaction- : ship and Democracy: Lord and Peasant in the Making in the Modern World
: s S 3 [Boston, 1966], Chapter Three), have gone to the other extreme by overlook-

ary social P m.z_ouomu hy or even understood it. On the confrary; ; ing almost entirely the fact that the Old South had even a limited democratic
45. Hughes, Treatise, pp. 238-243; Ruffin, Political Economy, pp. 10-19; aspect. .Hrnw..unnE to imply zn_»n the planters ns_nﬁ. pretty much r..rn the
Fitzhugh, Sociology for the South, pp. 82-83, and Cannibals Alll, p. 20. o hereditary aristocracy of a typical premodern and hierarchical agrarian so-
46. William R. Taylor, Cavalier and Yankee: The Old South and American : ciety. It admittedly strains credulity to anunm_vn.:un Old South as having been
National Character (New York, 1961) , pp. 55-65. Edmund Ruffin's eschewal in any profound sense democratic or egalitarian. There were immense in-

of a public career in the face of “democratic” tendencies that he refused to 5 equalities not only between masters and slaves but also between rich planters

_ ; p , A { and much of the nonslaveholding population. But it seems clear that the late
] N.WMMW t A%nﬂzﬁw_ﬂ M%M:—.-.M MN_M-H__ wwuwﬁmﬂ. AwwrmMu_..n: s Edmund Ruffin, South antebellum Southern oligarchy lacked the aura of unquestioned legitimacy
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68 THE BLACK IMAGE IN THE WHITE MIND

In the end, therefore,

the planter class, whatever its o
feelings, endeavored to

maintain its de facto he
ing a “democratic” appeal, one which took i
beliefs, desires, and phobias of an enfranchised
majority, No successful Southern
to the “aristocracy,”

theoretical sanction

Wn inpe,

nto account
nonslavehg]
politician, whatever his
was able to talk like Fitzhugh and

give
to the enslavement or subordinatig
whites. When politici

n of
ans justified slavery, they almost invar
did so largely in term

H.mc:‘
s of race; the nonslaveholders feared black,
as potential competitors and op

posed emancipation as a threat o
their own “equal” status as whites. Because of inherent limita.
tions on their ability to rule as they saw fit, the dominant clasg
had to be content with a public defense of slavery that contra-
dicted any consistently aristocratic pretensions they may haye

Quﬂm

ght endanger bla
reality. The fundamental insecurity

ment mandatory was revealed by the hysterical reaction of
Southern conservatives to the publi

cation in 1857 of Hintop
Rowan Helper's The Impending Cris

is of the South, an attack on
the slave system from a lower-class wh

ite point of view.4® Not at
all sure of the adherence of nonslaveholding whites to slavery
itself, much less to a reactionary view of its implications, spokes-
men for the planter class were generally willing to gain the
necessary support for their concrete interests on any platform
that would sanction them, even if it sacrificed their full ideologi-
cal ambitions. In the last analysis, therefore, Herrenvolk egali-
tarianism - was the dominant Public ideology of the South,
because it was the only one likely to ensure a consensus.

Spokesmen for the class of large planters were able to endorse

hypocrisy because they them-
selves had never denied that i i

ck servitude as a concrete
that made such an adjust.

lority of race was one justifica-
N noted that Fitzhugh, who had

that surrounds an established seigneurial class with a privileged status recog-
nized and accepted by the community as a whole.

48. This reaction is discussed in the introduction to Hin
The Impending Crisis of the South: How to Meet It, ed.

bridge, Mass., 1968) , pp. xv-xix. ‘
son (Cambridge ) » pp _fCQ/h

ton Rowan Helper,
George M. Fredrick-

gemony by mak. ]

tieg

el
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. s nces within an
anyone to confine Hun—&ﬂ &%Mnnxwawﬂn B e
than jive—as only
arder spective
uhwn..w h

< cial d in paternalistic
&nmno%nﬁw:ﬁ:ﬂwmm which ought to be nnMMUHMrwn %ﬁ inherent
Ewimoa Emwcm nevertheless always argu
. ns—ha
jtutions
instity

. lavement gnﬁ-
of the Negro racc Bm&nn”.w Mmpmnwn.. antebellum
istics he very . s i
aracteristic , And at t hing its climax,
._.”WEH& and =nnnw”m““mo:wﬂ conflict was mvwmﬂwnﬂhnmmp factor and
riod, when Emn ut an increasing stress oﬂ.n% gap between the
ﬂﬁwcwr himsel jwqma:nuﬂ of the theoreti ;ons that the effort
consented to an n:». the most dramatic Ea_nws.&mmnn world view
races. Indeed, Mﬁnnmaa_mﬁm a genuinely ﬂaﬂw ophobia can be
to develop an ; cessions to racism an ; mnum:q_mu between
s aorted by mm-.—n emphasis in Fitzhugh's €.=mn a defense of
i
861 w Hmm.w Fitzhugh had warned agai
1861.
1857 and

C 1

A led his own grow-
ticle “Free Negroes in Hayti,” he revea
1859 ar

ing tribute to “‘ethnology, 2
- rerest in racial doctrines. Paying
ing 1nte€

* whi ow “been
ected fifty years since,’ which had n

m ibe how
study almost =m%.p ity of a science,” he went on to descr
the dign
elevated to

e mHWHﬂ.-
S heir former savag
“relapsing into thel ion” revealed
Haitian Emn_nm M,Mn&ne wﬁn Haitian %mm:nMMn%MEnowc. the
o E%wMHM mea he cited Count J omnmﬂw WH”MMHW The Moral and
basic Ne ’ acism, who X ited
European 1 . n the Uni
EEMM, o“mzwowwﬁ“a& of Races sm_ma wzwm;mwﬂw ”5 unequivocal
Intellec - h still held ba bso-
. But Fitzhug : oes had an abs
States in 1856. . s assertion that Negr i -
Gobineau’s as : traits. ke ac
nunoﬂmanMn Mm@. unchangeable set of ﬁaaamﬁwﬂwnn&mnﬁo current
e ﬂ#ﬂ& M:: the Haitian experience mnsosm&na freedom but
_.Soﬁm mom the Negro to make progress ﬁﬁ#wn might eventu-
inapt! Mm that it was still an open n_somﬁozuswos@nn. Fitzhugh
L de of him under slavery4® In 186 & In a review of
ally be MMM his capitulation to extréeme Hﬂn ﬂ.mE.w ﬂr form, Fitz-
wuuo_mzmm.m Negroes and Negro BRa0EY .5 o..wa Boummuwmﬁ
M_”Mr Mo:&ﬁ@nn that Van Evrie had vuoﬁmna.m om a different
: that the negro i
ing, demonstrative. proof, that the
HMMM“ =W3&nm=< from the white man. He then shows
§ » ?

wa p
found in the

i i,” ’ iew, XXVII
49, George Fitzhugh, “Free Negroes in Hayti, De Bow’s Review,

(November, 1859) , 527-549.
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