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CHAPTER 5 )

Africa, Africans, and the Idea of Abolition

The “traffic” in “rational beings” will continue until th(ig )

“pecuniary interests of Europeans can be diverted into another channel? EQ"‘
This was the advice the elderly Quaker docto 4 fo“t'flz;& ‘
his protégé John Coakley Lettsom shortly beforé his death i 1780, after a
dozen years of intermittent and unsuccessful lobbying against the Atlantic
slave system. The eminent English physician had been instrumental in 1767
in arranging for the first London reprints of Anthony Benezet’s publica-
tions." In 1768 Fothergill had read in manuscript the research Granville
Sharp had begun to assemble against the practice of slaveholding on En-
ghsh soil. Fothergill had given Sharp financial and moral support four
years later, in 1772, when the case of James Somerset lay before Lord
Mansfield and the Court of King’s Bench. In the subsequent months, he
had hosted the American Quaker abolitionist John Woolman and had
introduced Benezet’s colleague William Dillwyn to Granville Sharp and
other antislavery enthusiasts in England. Fothergill, moreover, had studied
the emancipation schemes that circulated during the 1770s with great inter-

est. He had expressed enthusiasm for the “Spanish Regulations,” which

Granville Sharp had shared with the sympathetic during the American war.
Perhaps inspired by Maurice Morgann’s Plan Jor the Abolition of Slavery in
the West Indies, Fothergill in 1772 had written optimistically (though in
private) of colonizing liberated slaves in the Americas, perhaps, he sug-

.- gested, in the new British colonies of Tobago or Saint Vincent.?

1. John Coakley Lettsom, ed., The Works of John Fothergill . . . , 3 vols. (London,

;.1783—1784), LI, xlvi-xlvii. The Benezet pamphlet was first published as 4 Caution and

Warning to Great Britain and Her Colonies in a Short Representation of the Calamitous
tate of the Enslaved Negroes in the British Dominions: Collected from Various Authors,
nd Submitted to the Serious Consideration of All, More Especially of Those in Power

hiladelphia, 1766). For John Fothergill’s role in shepherding the text through publica-
on by the Society of Friends in England, see MS Minutes of the Meeting for Sufferings,

XXXII (May 22, 1767), 68, Library of the Society of Friends (LSF), London; MS

inutes of the Committee on Friends Books (n.d., 1767), 39, LSF.
2. John Fothergill to Granville Sharp [1768?], [17727], MS Granville Sharp, Received
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Letterbook, 1768-1772, Historical Society of Pennsylvania (HSP), Philadelphia; Fother-
gill to Sharp, Feb. 2,1772, in Betsy C. Corner and Chr

istopher C. Booth, eds., Chains of
Friendship: Selected Lettors of Dr. John Fothergill of London (Cambridge, Mass., 1971),
374-375; Sharp to Fotherg

ill, Feb. 8; 1772, MS Granville Sharp Letterbook, fols. 46-48,
York Minster Library (YML); Sharp to Anthony Benezet, Jan. 7, 1774, Granville Sharp
MSS, D3549 13/1/Bug, Gloucestershire Record Office (GRO); Fothergill to John Pem-
berton, Aug. 29, 1772, Pemberton Papers, XXXV, fol. 165, HSP.

3. Fothergill to Pemberton, June 14, 1779, Portfolio MSS, XXXVIIL, fol. ng, LSF s R.
Hingston Fox, Dr. John Fothergill and His Friends- Chapters in Eghteenth Century Life

(London, 1919); Fothergill to Sharp, Mar. 11, 1779, n Prince Hoare, Memoirs of Granville
Sharp . . . (London, 1820), 188.
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AFRICA. & FRICANS, AND Tip IDEA OF ABOLITION

instead be acquired from Africa, and that Africans might be taught, as he
saw it, the value of a hard day’s work. Smeathman also became intrigued
with attaining power and influence on the coast, and he married three
daughters of local rulers in quick succession. He left Sierra Leone in 1775
for Grenada in the British West Indies at the behest of sugar planters who
hired him to exterminate ants; the self-styled “flycatcher” had become in
Africa an expert on insects. There, t00, he took to the study of plantation
agronomy, certain, he told Fothergill, that with a suitable mixture of skills
and labor he could produce staple crops along the Atlantic coast of Africa
for export to Europe, if given the chance to return. T hese reports per-
suaded the aged Quaker physician by the late 1770s that slave trade aboli-
tion. might \bf described as promoting, rather than reduci@iﬁys:m—
e ¢. The way to end slavery in thmnies, Fothergill told Lettsom aft:;r
“the Smeathman expedition, was to transfer British sugar production from

COT—.

the Caribbean to Africa, “where it scems to have heen indigenous, and
thrives luxurianml where “the natives” might “be employed as ser-
vants for hire, and not as slaves cbll'il;;iiecl to labour by the dread of
@rture.”* Here was the alternative channel through which the pecuniary
interests of Europe might be diverted. Here was a way to attain the produce
of the Americas without a dependence on the Middle Passage.

The development of alternatives to the Atlantic slave trade in the late

eighteenth century, in every mstance, depended on the hope of encourag-y , -
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g a trade in African commodities rather than human bodies. although the
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character and content of The proposals would vary. Dreams of reordering

4. Smeathman’s expedition is now detailed splendidly in Deirdre Coleman, Romantic
Colonization and\Britzﬁx’/z Ante-Slavery (Cambridge, 2005), 28-97. See also Stephen J.
Braidwood, Black Poor and White Phalanthropists: London’s Blacks and the Foundation
of the Sierra Leone Settlement, 1786-1791 (Liverpool, 1994), 6--12, and discussion in
notes f)“ 35 -37;‘and Henry Smcathman, Proposals for Printing by Subscription, Vovages
and Travels in Africa and the West-Indies, Jrom the Year 1771 to the Yoar 1779 1716['24.3‘1:11(?
[London, 1780]. For Lettsom’s account of Fothergill’s advice, see John Coakley Lettsom,
@emoirs of John Fothergill, M.D., etc., 4th ed. (London, 1786), 69-70. Let'tsom pub-
lished this idea anonymously 1n 1780s, in the weeks before Fothergill’s death. Gentle-
man’s Magazine, and Historical Chronicle, L (1780), 458. Lettsom confessed to be the
autl?or of this essay several vears later. Lettsom to Dr. Cuming, Oct. 20, 1787, in Thomas
P C.ftlgrew, ed., Memoirs of the Life and Writings of 7. C. Lel).wm, with a Selection from
His Correspondence. 3 vols. (London, 1817), 11, 135.
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5. K. G. Davies, The Royal African Company (London, 1957), €p- 97~ 152; James A.
Rawley, The Transatlantic Slave Trade: A History (New York, 1981), 141-169. For the
challenge to the Royal Africa Company’s monopoly, see Tim Keirn, “Monopoly, Eco-
pomic Thought, and the Royal African Company,” in John Brewer and Susan Staves,
eds., Early Modern Conceptions of Property (London. 1996), 427~ 466; Kenneth Morgan,
ed., The British Transatlantic Slave Trade, 1L, The Royal African Company (London,
2003), X—XXIV} and James A. Rawley, “Richard Harris, Slave Trader Spokcsman,” in
Rawley, London, Me! ropolis of the Slave Trade (Columbia, Mo., 20083), 57-70-

6. A. P. Newton, “British Enterprise in Tropical Africa” in J. Holland Rose, AP
Newton, and E. A. Benians, The Cambridge History of the British Empire, 8 vols. (1929-
1959; rpt. Cambridge, 1961), 11, 633-635; Davies, The Royal African Company, 121-122,
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7- David Hancock, Citizens of the World: London Merchants and the Integration of the
British Atlantic Comma nity,

17351785 (Cambridge, 1995), 172-220. This practice had
early eighteenth-cen[ury precedents. London slave trader Humphry Morice dealt exten-
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the coast. James A. Rawley, “Humphry Morice: Foremost London Slave Merchant of His

Time,” in Rawley, London, Metropolis of the Slave Trade, 4546, 48, 50. For Miles Barber
and Co., which operated from the Sherbro River, sce Walter Rodney, 4 History of the
Upper Guinea Coast, 1450-1800 (Oxford, 1970), 251-253, and Melinda Elder, The Slave
Trade and the Economic Development of Eighteenth-Century Lancaster (Halifax, Eng.,
1992), 59-60. In 1763, former company factor Richard Brew constructed a “castle”
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a slave trader, sought from the king in 1764 an exclusive claim to a discovery
he advertised as “the greatest that has been made in commerce” since
1492—a West African harbor positioned to divert gold caravans away from
the Sahara and toward the Atlantic coast and British merchants. When
lobbying for support, these speculators often resorted to the vocabulary of
imperial power. They predicted increased revenue for the Treasury, en-
larged markets for British manufactures, and growth of the merchant ma-}
rine. And they warned darkly of the consequences if Britain should “be toof
late in her application to Negroe princes” for the rights to inland gold
fields. The French, they predicted, would be the first to exploit the natural
resources of the continent should the state fail to act quickly.® These warn-
ings about the dangers presented by French power, in one instance, trans-
formed British enterprise on the coast. The merchants Samuel Touchet
and Thomas Cuming wanted access to the French-controlled trade in gum
arabic, an item used in the refinement of silks and other textiles. So in 1758
they successfully urged on the eldcr/YVllhdm Pitt an expedition to Capturef

the French tradmg base at Saint Loms selling the plan to the first mlmster

Rz

as a means of reducing the economic power of a bitter rival.”
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cotton, indigo. pepper, medicines, and potash. The company at timeg took
the further step of sending to the coast seeds, mills, and techniciang to
up its own plantations. The Royal Africa Company attempted indigo along
the Sherbo River in the 1690s and again, with brief success, at Cape Coagt
Castle early in the eighteenth century. These modest achievements owe
much to the initiative of Sir Dalby Thomas, the energetic and ambitioyg
chief factor at Cape Coast Castle from 1703 and probably the first Bri
official to espouse agricultural “improvement” in West Africa. Before hig
death in 1712, he wrote officials in London about supplementing the severa]
acres of indigo at Cape Coast with corn, cotton, and sugar worked by sl
labor, in the hope that, in time, the region could support a British col
These ideas continued to circulate long after Thomas left the scene. In
the Royal Africa Company funded a short-lived project to seek gold m
near the coast. In 1718 they considered manufacturing rum. Exploratio
the African interior figured in the fiction of Daniel Defoe,
two defenses of the Royal Africa Company
fictional Captain Singleton on a transcontinental trek through southern
- Africa. James Brydges, the duke of Chandos and a prominent voice in
company affairs, renewed plantation schemes a decade

ater, convinced that
Africa could “become as beneficial to England as America is to Spain.”

Under his leadership, inthe early 1720s, the Royal Africa Cdimpany sent to
Cape Coast Castle gins to foster an export trade in cotton and teams of
Cornish miners to draw ores from Akan gold fields.'*

ave’
ony.
1715

Ines.

in the 17108, and sent his

10. David Eltis, The Rise of African Slavery in the
241-244; Robin Law, “King Agaja of Dahomey, the S]
West African Plant

Americas (Cambridge, 2000),
ave Trade, and the Question of
ations: The Embassy of Bulfinche Lambe and Adomo Tomo to
England, 17261732 Jour. Imperial and Commonwealth Hist., XIX, no. 2 (
158; Davies, The Royal African Company, 132-133, 220- 221,
tory of the Upper Guinea Coast, 167-170; Tattersfield,
Kwame Yeboa Daaku, Trade and Politics on the Gold Cq st, 1600-1720: A Study of the
African Reaction to Furopean Trade (Oxford, 1970), 45-46; Colin Palmer, Human
Cargoes: The British Slave Trade to Spanish America, 1700-1739 (Urbana, 11l., 1981), 56;
Tim Keirn, “Daniel Defoe and the Royal African Company,” Bulletin of the Institute of

Historical Research, 1.X1 (1988), 243-247; Roxann Wheeler, The Complexion of Race:

Cate;gories of Difference in Eighteenth-Century British Culture (Philadelphia, 2000), 107-
109; Larry Stewart, The Rise of Public Science: Rhetoric, Technology, and Natural Philos-

ophy in Newtonian Britain, 1660-1750 (Cambridge, 1992), 320-324; Joseph E. Inikori,

1991), 155
344-345; Rodney, 4 His-
The Forgotten Trade, 91-92;

n of
who published

" cattered forts during the e1
Scwgm:@:—

AVRICA, AFRELAS
AP RO

and imaginec
These projects, both real ‘mf_], imagine
¢ S ; : i A
British to establish ascen}dqrfz“}} 7y
O O e sappiosici 24
thews British visitors sulfered from 1‘3’
ean _ rom g
D dpe litical authority, moreover, reste
o pol oture of Senegal in 1758,.the.
- 1 C i St At o 02 b -
e v diers, traders, and artx
frica. Factors, soldiers, ,
o ghteenth cent

Little more than tra&lxmsheldfag ’Sﬁi
the British )?‘ifl, trﬂ)muteor annuafr A
g)xnmer;eoperl to British ships. A 11(;3;
the coastal towns, however, preven;e( )
dements, an opposition that the S.d:;e, ‘
inclined to overcome. T he_hundreds

i r Afr ound. &
who outfitted ships for Africa tour ‘
“uncertain long-term nve:

s R

fticing than u
enticing than u : e
' 5 to lan
where they lacked secure claims to &
\merican colonists in the m:
against the American colonists in the 1

The Chaining of a Continent: Export Deman
South of the Sahara, 14501870 (Mona, ja;nz;
Inikori, Africans and the Industrial Revolu
presented in this paragraph aml‘thc pagés

deserves a more extended discussion than 1t‘(
that comparable ambitions developed elsew‘1
with comparably limited results. The 1t

tury, .
and legitimate commerce in .

ions, colonies, |
;2:;‘“: Dutch, see Inikori, Africani and th(:r 2
For the French, see William B. Lo?env
Response to Blacks, 15301880 (Bloomington.
11. For general statements on Furopean v

tury, see J. D. Fage, “African Societies
century, . D.

Present, no. 125 (November 1989)7 97~115}£ a
Country’: The Realities of Power in Afro- : ;
Coast,” Itinerario, XVIII (1994), 50-64- |
work on the coast are evoked in Hanco’ck, i
“‘Companies Are Always Ungra.teful‘ : Jam
African Trade,” African Economic Hestory,

Drudgery of the Slave Trade, 1750-1790, 1



TONS

edicines, and potash. The company at times took
g to the coast sceds, mills, and technicians to set
he Royal Africa Company attempted indigo along
69os and again, with brief success, at Cape Coast
:enth century. These modest achievements owed
Sir Dalby Thomas, the energetic and ambitious
st Castle from 1703 and probably the first British
Jtural “improvement” in West Africa. Before his
fcials in London about supplementing the several
‘0ast with corn, cotton, and sugar worked by slave
n time, the region could support a British colony.
 circulate long after Thomas left the scene. In 1715
ay funded a short-lived project to seck gold mines
ey considered manufacturing rum. Exploration of
‘ed in the fiction of Daniel Defoe, who published
yal Africa Company in the 1710s, and sent his
ton on a transcontinental trek through southern
the duke of Chandos and a prominent voice in
1 plantation schemes a decade later, convinced that
s beneficial to England as America is to '3pa1n

the early 1720s, the Royal ATica Company sent to
to foster an export trade in cotton and teams of

ores from Akan gold fields.'"

2 of African Slavery in the Americas (Cambridge, 2000),
Agaja of Dahomey, the Slave Trade, and the Question of
‘he Embassy of Bulfinche Lambe and Adomo Tomo to
‘mperial and Commonwealth Hist., XIX, no. 2 (1991), 155~
an Company, 132-133, 220221, 344-345: Rodney, A His-
tast, 167-170; Tattersfield, The Forgotten Trade, 91-92;
and Politics on the Gold Coast, 1600-1720: A Study of the
. Trade (Oxford, 1970). 45-46; Colin Palmer, Human
ade to Spanish America, 1700-1739 (Urbana, IlL., 1981), 36;
1d the Royal African Company.” Bulletin of the Institute of
88), 243—‘247; Roxann Wheeler, The Complexion of Race:
thteenth-Century British Culture (Philadelphia, 2000), 107-
:Jf Public Science: Rhetoric, lechnology. and Natural Pfu'los:
1660-1750 (Cambridge, 1992), 320 -324; Joseph E. Inikon,

,....-_....Am.. —

AFBRICA, AFRICANS, AND THE IDEA OF ARBOLITION ¢

These projects, both real and 1magined, were doomedb the inability of| f
the British to establish ascendancy anywhere in Africa. Like other Euroq 4
pcans, British visitors suffered from hi /gh mortality, on the coast, Mlhtary

and political authority, moreover, rested unambiguously w1th Afrlcan elites.
Until the capture of Seneg

al in 1758

: Brltlsh cu claim no temtory miA,
Africa. kactors soldlers traders, and artisans in the hundreds occupled the V '
scattered forts during the eighteenth century. But these establishments were
litle more’ ‘than tladlr}agzj‘%g_sts held at the pleasure of local rulers to X.‘iha_,!ﬂ
the British paid tribute or annual rent. The British garrisons kept the
commerce open to British ships. ‘African political and commercial elites in

the coastal towns, however, prevented the formation of sizable British set-

tlements, an opposition that the slave traders were neither equipped nor
inclined to overcome. The_hundreds of independent- British-merchants
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that comparable ambitions developed elsewhere in Europe during the eighteenth cen-
tury, with comparably limited results. The international history of schemes for planta-
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Africans and the Industrial Revolution in

12. On the weaknesses of Royal African Company oversight, sce Law, “King Agaja of
Dahomey, the Slaye Trade, and the Question of West African Plantations,” Four. Im-
perial and Commonwealth Hist., XIX, no. o (1991), 157-158, and Davies, The Royal

African Company, 344-349. For the Company of Merchants Trading to Africa, see
Eveline Christiana Martin, The British West African Settlements, 1750-1821: A Study in
Local Administration (London, 1927), 43-56.
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This restricted if judicious definition of national interest infuriated

those enamored with grandiose fantasies of establishing British imperial

power in Africa, notably Malach

Postlethwayt, a commentator too fre-

tlons

Postlethwaxt })Lll(,VCd that gledt wealth awaited the nation that

the good Will and friendship of the Natives, who do not allow Us even those Possessions

limited as they are to the bare Spots on which Our Forts and Factories are situated

without the Payment of an annual Quitrent, by way of acknowledgement of their Right.

The whole of the British Commerce also, as well in Slaves, as in Elephants Teeth and

Gold Dust, passes thro the hands of the Natives, who have ever expressed great Jealousy

atevery attempt made by Furopeans to discover the Nature and Produce of their Country

and particularly their Gold. . . .

When these circumstances are considered, it must be

submitted whether it be adviscable to give Encouragement to such an Undertaking. . . .

Whether there 1s any reasonable hope of Succeeding in it; and whether on the contrary,

there is not great Reason to fear, that the very attempt might, by embroiling us with the

Natives, and thercby affording the most favourable Opportunity to the designs of our

Enemies who have Settlements on the Coast, be productive of such Consequences, as

may endanger the British Possessions, and the valuable Branches of Commerce which we

now carry on mn that Country.”

“Lords of Trade Report to William Pitt on Mr. Thynne’s

Proposal to Work Gold Mines on the Coast of Africa,” Jan. 23, 1758, PRO CO 267/6. See
also Martin, The British West African Settlements, 24-25. For India, see P. J. Marshall,

“The British in Asia: Trade to Dominion, 1700-1765,” in Marshall, ed.,

The Oxford

History of the British Empire, 11, The Eighteenth Century (Oxford, 1998). 498. The

concern to protect West Indian cultivators of tropical crops is discussed briefly in Inikori,

Africans and the Industrial Revolution in England, 389-392,
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Politics on the Gold Coast. 16. North American and West ludian lobbyists almost cer-

tainly campaigned to prevent the development of plantation agriculture in West Alrica.

* Regrettably, that history remains unwritten.

14. Little of Postlethwayt’s correspondence appears to survive, but much can be
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Common Good: Empire, Religion, and Philosophy in Eighteenth-Century Britain (Cam-
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Century Propaganda and Public Controversy™ (Ph.D. diss., Indiana University, 1953), 1746). The first O [_:ers of the Royal Africa
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Ont., 2001), 25-26, 300-303; and Philip Gould, Barbaric Traffic: Commerce and Anti- Malachy Postlothwayt. .

. , 1758), 270-273.
slavery in the Eig/ztemt/z—Centmy Atlantic World (Cambridge, Mass., 2003), 21-24. rials (London, 1758)
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could discourage such free-for-alls by negotiating for all British traders 3 set
price from African suppliers. Furthermore, only sufficient funding for the
company’s forts in Africa could keep the French from encroaching on
British trade in the Gambia River and prevent the Dutch from seizin
control of traffic along the Gold Coast. Postlethwayt accepted that indeperf /
dent merchants would predominate in the carrying trade across the Atlan- g’
tic. He proposed for the Royal Africa Company a sphere of activity better 'E .
suited to its coastal establishment. In addition to warchousing captives for
British merchants, the forts could serve as stations from which to carry
“British Produce and Manufactures into the very heart of Africa, where
they have not yet reached.” Only a joint-stock company could perform this
task. And the prospects, he added parenthetically, were limitless. “It cer-
tainly is our own Fault,” he declared, “if we do not render the African
Trade as valuable to Great Britain as the Mines of Peru, Mexico, and the
Brazls are to the Spaniards and Portuguese'?

Few before the American Revolution went further than Postlethwayt in
unagining West Africa as a future seat of British power. The idea of a British
empire in Africa figured prominently in his several publications on trade
and commercial policy even after the Royal Africa Company lost its charter.
Irrl>creasingl); he looked with hope to the East India Company, which al-
ready had routine access to the textiles most valued by African consumers. { -

Even more, Postlethwayt explained, the East India Company possessed the

capital required to build forts and factories in the interior and, thereby,
forge alliances with “negro princes.” In time, he predicted trade with Africa

15. [Malachy Postlethwayt], The Afvican Trade, the Great Pillar and Support of

British Plantation Trade in America . . . (London, 1745), 45. See also Postlethwayt. The

Importance of Effectually Supporting the Roval African Company of England . . . (Lon-

don, 11745)., and Postlethwayvt, The National and Private Advantages of the African Trade

Cofmderm’: Being an Enquiry, How Far It Concerns the Trading Interest of Great

i ?nta,iu: Effectually to Support and Maintain the Forts and Settlements in Africa; Belong-
g to the Royal African Company of England . . . with a New and Correct M{lp (I;ondo;’.

4 1746). The first of these tracts the English Short Title Catalog wrongly attributes tt;‘»

- Charles Hayes, director of the Royal Africa Company. Postlethwayt identifies himself as
tl}e author in his In Honour to the Adminstration; the Importance of the African Expedi-
ton Considered: with Copies of the Memorials . . . the Whole as ]’lmém’d (1;1(1 Designed by
ﬂ{alac/ly FPostlethwayt . . . to Which Are Added, Observations, [llustrating the Said Memo-
- mals (London, 1758), 270-273. i
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slave trade ended, however, “a fair and honourable commerce” could take its

place and “civilize” the “natives.” At that point, white laborers could be

recruited from Europe to work the Caribbean sugar colonies as servants in
the place of énslaved Africans. This atémpt to justify Bt
Africa led Postlethwayt to recon51der some of hlS earlier statements. H' la er

sh™eoloiites 1 n

possessed the same “rational facultics” and were “as capa

and manufactural arts anﬁ trades as Europeans. Postlethwayt described the

Atlantic slave trade as ruinous for Africa. His publications may have been
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among the first tonggile that it led to the continent’s undelde\iil’gg‘;&.eli

“The whole countl_y _Mwe, > he observed n his Universal Dictionary

of Trade and Commerce, “and produced its treasures, merely for the use and

benefit of the rest of the world, and not at all for its own.” In 1757, three ¥
decades before the formation of the Society for Effecting the Abbiitién of the

Sla»e Trade, mdeed fo

whole system of the Africa trade.”!”

17. Postlethwayt. The Universal Dictionary of Trade and Commerce . . . | 2 vols., 3d
ed. (London, 1766), 1, vii, 25, 727. Postlethwayt the publicist was recogruzed at the time
and since as a “literary pirate” who liberally appropriated the ideas of others, especially
in his Unaversal Dictionary. Sce Richard Yeo, Encyclopaedic Visions: Screntific Diction-
artes and Enlightenment Culture (Cambridge, 2001), 21; Elspet Fraser, “Some Sources of
Postethwayt’s Dictionary,” Econoniic History, 111(1938), 25-32; and Fritz Redlich, “The
Earliest English Attempt at Theoretical Training for Business: A Bibliographical Note,””
History of Political Economy, 11 (1970), 109-204. For these reasons, it may seem possible
that the antislavery views published in the Universal Dictionary were silently extracted
from the work of others, and not Postlethwayt’s own. The work of this important ghthor
desperately needs more extensive study. There are, nonetheless, at least three reasons to
believe that antislavery opinions published in his work were in fact his own views. First,
they also appear in his works written to confront specific junctures in British imperial
affairs, notably Britain’s Commercial Interest, Explained and Improved. The antislavery
statements in the Universal Dictionary were not, then, mere transcriptions to which the
author attributed minimal importance. He also included them in his other publications.
.Secondg the introduction to the third edition of the Universal Dictonary specifically
identifies the passages on the Africa trade as the special contribution of the author.
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Malachy Postlethwayt contemplated antislavery measures in the 7508

. and 1760s, it must be emphasized, as a means of enlarging the British
Empire more than of promoting a re

* There were limits. therefore, to how far he would push_his antislavery

views. Postlethwayt never strayed far from his first concern with exm
the reach of British trade. Outside his bulky tom
there is no_evidence that he lobbied

(0L

es on British commerce,
Pjﬁ;ﬁtd\ or publigly for slave trade
abolition. For him, the cause of humanity never nattered more than ex-
tending the sphere of British power. Indeed. he tended to conflate the two,
assuming that colonization of the coast would be an unambiguous good for
the peoples of West Africa, about whom he actually knew little. What

seemed to bother Postlethwayt most about the slave trade, in fact, were the

ways it prevented the development of what he thought would be more

lucrative branches of commerce. '® Early abolitionjsts wpitine in the 1780s—
notably Thomas Clarkson and Olaudah_FEquiano—would d
E wn;ipggsjﬁxm%;(apd selectively) to bolster their case o

trade. Until his death, though,

raw on hi

st the slave

in 1766, Postlethwayt’s principal concern .

would remain with finding new ways to capture Africa’s natural wealth.

Lenterprise ou.the.coast would be-

Those ambitions to diversify

come increasingly common in the decade after the Seven Years? War with

s B

endeavour to cultivate a friendly, humane, and civilized commerce, with those people,

into the very center of their extensive country, than to content themselves only with

skimming a trifling portion of trade upon their sea-coasts? Has not the author of this

performance, to no purpose yet, many years since suggested ways and means, whereby

this might be done to the immense benefit of the British empire?” (vii). Finally, those

passages in the Universal Dictionary that were most critical of the Atlantic slave trade
were featured in sections set off as “remarks,” sections in the dictionary where Postleth-
wayt shifted from narrative and

description to opinion and prescription, a tendency
especi

ally pronounced on topics concerned with the national interest. Redlich, “An
Eighteenth Century Business Encyclopedia as a Carrier of Ideas,
Bulletin, XIX (1971), 80, 83, 87,
trade were complex,

" Harvard Library
97-98. Postlethwayt’s reasons for condemning the slave

as the analysis in these pages should suggest, but the critique itself
appears sincerely meant. Postlethwayt, moreover, was not alone in imagining African
colonization as a route to slave trade abolition at the close of the Seven Years” War. See
the anonymously published Plan for Improving the Trade at Senegal (London, 1763), as
cited in Coleman, Romantic Colonization and British Anti-Slavery, 208n2.

18. Postlethwayt, The Universal Dictionary of Trade and Commerce, 1, 685.
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the seizure of French trading posts along the Senegal River. The new prov-

ince of Senegambia, formally established in 1765, piesentcd the possibility
of extending British commerce beyond what Postlethwayt had mocked as a
mere coasting trade. Parliament seemed to anticipate this possibility by

,At 1t was authouzmg ncw go,,

“form Senegambia into personal fiefdoms in the same years that their peers

pursued similar prospects for speculation in those parts of the Americas
opened up by British conquest. Senegambia seemed to allow for the found-
ing of a permanent beachhead on the African coast. Within a year of arrival,
Governor Charles O’Hara had devised plans to establish white colonists
several hundred miles up the Senegal River, near what he thought to be
extensive gold mines and “prodigious quantities of Rice, Wax, Cotton,
Indigo, and Tobacco.” His successor, Matthias McNamara, would try to
arrange for a colony of convicts along the Senegal in 1776. Among commen-
tators in Britain, too, the new colony of Senegambia, like the new territories
in North America and the Caribbean, generated grand (even grandiose)
expectations. Thomas Whateley thought that it opened the way for an
“Improvement in Power, in Commerce, and in Scttlement, to a Degree, ;
perhaps, of Colomzation.” Arthur Young espoused the mtroduction of ;

“European customs and refinements” to create a demand for British manu- |

g

factures in what most regarded as an immensely populous region. johng
Campbell fastened on the commodities that might be acquired and pro-
posed encouraging “the Natives” to settle near the forts and cultivate export
crops. O'Hara predicted that, in time, Senegambia would become “one of
the richest Colonies, belonging to his Majesty,” that British colonists would

“extend over every part of this Continent that was worth while to settle.””!?

19. Martin, The Brutish West African Seitlements, 80-102; ). M. Gray, 4 History of the
Gambia (1940; rpt. London, 1966), 25.4-275: H. A. Wyndham, The Atlantic and Slavery
(London, 1935), 51 -58: Frederick Madden and David Fieldhouse, eds., Select Docu-
ments on the Constitutional History of the Bri(ish'E’m[)irf and Commonwealth: The
Foundations of a Colonial System of Governmendt, 111, Imperial Reconstruction, 1763~
1840: The Fuolution of Alternative Systems of Colonial Government (Westport, Conn.,
1985), 491- 505: Charles O’Hara to earl of Dartmouth and Board of Trade, 1765, July 26,
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A British empire in Africa, however, was more easily imagined thay ac
complished in the eighteenth century. The ,CighLCQJAIHY(;;L!‘S“QJ:&ML “rule?
in Senegambia turned out to be an unqualified failure for the Bri 'ghm

: di\saéiér;(br the Wolof peoples of .Séﬁ;ﬂgal,_)\’ithout colonists, Seneé;fﬁ&f
ed wholly

a few dozep
British residents. Charles O’Hara, governor from 1765 to 1776, moreover,

had little interest in and no skill for civil administration.
increase the volume of the slave trade by

~was a colony only in name. The elaborate constitution prov.

Inappropriate for a province that never boasted more than

He managed to
nstigating wars upriver. Byt
because he terrorized the Francophone African creoles residing along the
Senegal, Britain never reaped the full benefits of the gum trade. Dissension,
backbiting, and corruption plagued the first British “province” in Africa,
With the exception of the traders who imported gum from Senegal, few in
England mourned the loss when the French captured Saint Louis in 177G -
during the American Revolution.?" The settlement did succeed, however,

1766, PRO CO 267 /1: [Arthur You ng). Political Essays concern ing the Present State of the

British Empire: Par/icul(n‘/)‘ respecting: I Natural Advantages and Dimdv(mtages, 11
Constitution, 111, Agriculture, 1V. Manufuctures, V. The Colonies, and VI. Commerce
(London, 1772), 527-528: John Campbell, 4 Political Survey of Britain: Being a Series of
Reflections on the Situation, Lands, Inhabitants, Revenues, Colonies, and Commerce of
This Island; Intended to Shew That We Have Not Yot Approached Near the Summit of
Improvement, but That It Wil] A {fford Employment to Many Generations before They Push

to Their Utmost Extent the Natural Advantages of Great Britain; in Two Volumes (Lon-

don, 1774), 11, 633: Thomas W hateley, Considerations on the Trade and Finances of This

Kingdom, and on the Measure of Admin istration, with Respect to Those Great

Objects since the Conclusion of the Peace, 3d ed. (London, 1766), 11, 129-130.
20. The earlier history by M

National

artin, Gray, and Wyndham carefully avoid mention of
O’Hara’s depredations. His military career is outlined in William D. Griffin,
Charles O’Hara,” frish Sword, X, no. 40 (1972)
fighting in North America and the Caribbean during the American Revolution, sce
George C. Rogers, Jr., ed., “Letters of Charles O°Hara to the Duke of Grafton,” South
Carolina Historical and Genealogical Magazine, LXV, no. 3 (July 1964), 158-180, and
Andrew Jackson O’Shaughnessy, .4n Empire Divided: The American Revolution and the
British Caribbean (Philadelphia, 2000),

“General
, 179-187. For his subsequent role

232. Brief but more balanced assessments of
O’Hara’s administration appear in James F. Seating, West African Slavery and Atlan-
tic Commerce: The Senegal River Valley, 1700-1860 (Cambridge, 1993), 114, 153, and
Boubacar Barry, Senegambia and the Atlantic Slave Trade ( Cambridge, 1998), 67-68, 87.
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in producing a constituency in Britain for the colonization of Africa. De-
spite the obvious hazards, despite the undistinguished results of the first

experiment, those who had resided in Senegambia for any length of time

returned to Britain convinc

chance, they could build a fortune for ihemselves: and perhaps for the
O e i AR e s

nation, tog.
The British defeat in the American war gave the Senegambia veterans

additional arguments for a second attempt at colonization. The familiar

Jures remained: the mysteries of the unexplored interior, the likel
o e -~ P . W - A
in Africa for British goods, the potential for commodity production.in.a

tropical climate. What made the I)TQ;E(»)»S?[SV of the 1780s different, what¥ E
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quences of American independence. The loss of the thirteen North Ameri-
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ned to rob the empire of Ay " JARGES, @ vast

sl)i)ﬁfff)? al uop and the principal source of foodstuffs for C
plantations. In the end, of course, American independence proved less
detrimental to the imperial economy than was feared. After the American
war, British Atlantic trade would enter a period of explosive growth; at its
close, though, no one could know what the future held. It seemed possible
that Britain would need to look elsewhere for markets, for commodities, for
provisions to supply the West Indian colonies. If the American rebellion
succeeded, Senegambia governor John Clarke predicted in 1777, “the re-
maining Provinces of the Empire may rise in their Claims to public atten-

PO

tion.” The Gambia River district, the opposition g‘;adﬂ'y Ternpld Luttrell

declared in 1777, might provide ‘every valuable production we receive from
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America” “With proper care,” he argued, “the advancement of the general
e

= . . . . . . .
frade to Africa” might *“save the debris of this once mighty empire, when
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!nurserles, and an extension of your commerce to Africa.” he told the House
of Commons, “may yet maintain the British realm in splendor and pros-
perity, when her colonies on the other side of the Atlantic are totally

separated from her empire.”!

21. John Cannon, “The Loss of America,” in H. T. Dickinson, ed., Britain and the
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Empire in Africa, several entrepreneurs agreed, could compensate f,
losses in America. Between 1783 and 1788, more than a dozen scheme
materialized to transform or expand British enterprise on the African coas|
Returned Senegambia administrators came forward with plans to coloniy,
the Gambia River district, to which Britain retained exclusive trading right
at the peace. The British government struggled during and after the Ameg;
can war to find a place to dump felons sentenced to transportation. Charle
O’Hara led a delegation to Whitehall that proposed a convict colony sey.
eral hundred miles up the Gambia River. A rival, Edward Morse, bom
barded the government in the same years with schemes to populate the
region with British settlers and diversify the export trade. He stressed no
only the likely take in staple crops. A colony on the Gambia, he argued,
might also provision the Caribbean 1slands with “lumber, corn, and other

Necessaries which heretofore they received from America.” In a similar =+ §
report, Daniel Houghton, a returned Senegambia soldier and future ex- .

plorer of the Gambia, urged that Africa could supply crops no longer

available within British territories. He recommended particularly the great

quantity and high quality of Gambia cotton as a substitute for the planta-
tions lost with the return ot Tobago to France at the peace of 1785.2

England from the Earliest Period to the Year 1803, from Which Last-Mentioned Epoch It Is
Continued Downwards in the Work Entitled “Hansard’s Farliamentary Debates” . . . .36
vols. (London, 1806-1820), XIX, 307, 308, 314. 315. The relation between the loss of
America and fantasies of possession in Africa is described well in Coleman, Romantic
Colonization and British Ante-Slavery, 2-3, 5, 20-22.

22. “Minutes of the Committee of the House of Commons Respecting a Plan for the
Transporting of Felons to the Island of Le Maine in the River Gambia,” PRO HO 7/1
Alan Frost, Convicts and Empire: A Naval Question, 1776-1811 (Oxford, 1980), 8 -9, 28-
37; Frost, Botany Bay M. irages: lllusions of Australia’s Convict Beginnings (Melbourne,
1994), 101-109; Patrick Webb, “Guests of the Crown: Convicts and Liberated Slaves on
McCarthy Island, the Gambia,” Geographical Fournal, CLX (1994), 136-142; Edward
Morse to Lord Sydney, Mar. 6, 1783, PRO CO 267/7; Morse, “A Comparative Statement
of the Advantages and Disadvantages to Be Expected from the Territory of the River
Gambia in the Hands of the African Company or Erected in a Colony,” PRO CO 267/8;
Daniel Francis Houghton to Thomas Townshend, Feb. 24, 1783, PRO CO 267/20;
Robin Hallett, The Penetration of Africa: European Exploration in North and West
Africa to 1815 (New York, 1965), 219-224. The reader should keep in mind that the West

African coast was just one of several regions considered for British colonization after the
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ATRICA, AFRICANS, AND THE IDEA OF ARGIITION

British adventurers nominated almost every region in West Africa for ex-
ploration or colonization by the British during the 1780s. The government
considered sending felons to Sierra Leone, Sio Tomé, and Cape das Voltas
before settling in 1786 on the South Pacific and Botany Bay.2* An army
lieutenant in 1785 urged William Pitt to reorganize the Gold Coast establish-
ment by vesting authority for the forts in the crown, instituting agriculture in
the place of the transatlantic slave trade, dispatching convicts to Cape Coast
Castle to serve as colonists, and acquiring African labor for the settlements
by rcdéeming slaves destined for the Middle Passage.?* All of these schemes
were ambitious. Some bordered on the sublime. With the loss of North
America, advised an adventurer named Henry Trafford, Britain had to look
to the eastern Atlantic to secure its economic future. In 1783, he pestered the
Shelburne ministry with what he called a “Plan of an Universal Revolution
of Commerce,” premised on a “re-transplantation of East and West Indian,
North and South American Trades, into Africa.” He looked forward to the
day, he wrote, when Africa would be “traded, travelled and traversed, with
the same efficacy and security as Europe.” These were the same months in
which Henry Smeathman, the originator of the Sierra Leone scheme,
sought patrons for his plans to “civilize Africa,” imagining himself, in cach
instance, as the founder of a new nation, a “Romulus, or Mahomed.”
perhaps, or, as he wrote to John Coakley Lettsom, “almost a Penn .23

American war. This was a moment when entrepreneurs also pushed expeditions against
Panama, Peru, and Chile, expeditions conceived as voyages of conquests that might yield
a British empire in South America. See Alan Frost, “Shaking Off the Spanish Yoke:
British Schemes to Revolutionise America, 1739-1807," in Margarette Lincoln, ed..
Science and Exploration in the Factfic: European Vovages to the Southern Oceans in the
Eighteenth Centiry (Woodbridge, Suffolk, Eng., 1998), 27-32.

23. Frost, Convicts and Empire, 37-49; Frost, Botany Bay Mirages, 17-18. A House of
Commons committee appointed to consider the convict question noted that Cape Das
Voltas could serve as a home for British loyalists. A. G. L. Shaw, Convicts and the
Colonies: A Study of Penal Transportation Sfrom Great Britain and Ireland to Australia
and Other Purts of the British Empire (London, 1966), 47.

24. The Papers of William Pitt, first earl of Chatham, PRO 30/8/363.

25. Henry Trafford to Lord Grantham, Mar. 5, 1783, Grantham Papers, L2g/$40/341,
Bedfordshire Record Office; Trafford to earl of Shelburne, Mar. 5, 1783, Shelburne
Papers, GLIL, fol. 75. William L. Clements Library, Ann Arbor, Mich.; “Plan of an

Universal Revolution of Commerce,” Feb. 14,1783, ibid., fols. 152, 177 ff.; Henry Smeath-
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In some quarters, the assessment of €conomic interest w
The prospect of new sources for raw cotton intrigued several merchangg
London trader Richard Oswald in 1783 directed factors at his Bance [slang
fort to “buy all the Cotton Wool you can get . .

- n this trade with the Na
tives, and endeavour to le

arn whether it may not be possible to persuade
those people to increase the culture of that article, as a commodity of ex:
change and commerce.” To support his ambitions for Sierra [
Smeathman quietly lined up two London investors
projectin exchange for potential returns in raw cotton.?
facturers seem not to have troubled themselv.
nize the African coast. But some djd display
ing high-quality cotton from the continent. In 1786, the Privy Council
Committee for Trade and Plantations began a
to increase the volume of raw
to liberate the nation from a continued dependence

on forcign suppliers
and meet the exploding

demand in Britain and Europe for Lancashire
textiles.?” Ultimately, Mancunians would draw the bulk of their cotton
 supplies from India, the British Caribbean, and the southern United

i States.
g In 1787, though, when the subject was still in question,a.ggy_:gQg@gQMwChﬁg'
i ter firms were pushing for the Gambia and Cape Coast Castle as “the most
i likely place to try the Experiment” in cotton planting since, ““‘Upon-the

R

man to Lettsom, July 16, 1784, in Pettigrew. ed., Memoirs of the Life and Writings of §. C.
Lettsom, 111, 275-276. George Chalmers, an official at the Board of "Trade, dismissed
Trafford as “a madman or an Ideot.” Chalmers cited in Coleman, Romantic Colonization
and British Anti-Slavery, 15.

26. Richard Oswald to Captain Griffiths, July 4, 1783, in Sheila Lambert, ed., FHouse
of Commons Sessional Fapers of the Eighteenth Century, LXVIIL, Minutes of the Evidence
on the Slave Trade, 1788 and 1789 (Wilmington, Del., 1975), 283; Braidwood, Black Poor
and White Philanthropists, 94. Oswald took some interest, briefly, in Smeathman’s
proposals following the American war. Smeathman to Lettsom, July 16, 1784, in Petti-
grew, ed., Memoirs of the Life and Writings of 7. C. Lettsom, 272.

27. Caribbean governors were directed to encourage cotton planting in the British

West Indies. At the recommendation of Joseph Banks, Polish scientist Anton Hove was

dispatched to India to study cotton cultivation on the subcontinent. Vincent Harlow, The
Founding of the Second British Empire, 17631793, 11, New Continents and Changing

Values (London, 1964), 280-293; David Mackay, In the Wake of Cook: Exploration,
Science, and Empire, 17801801 (London, 1985), 144-167.
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AFRICN, AFRICANS, ANE THE TURA OF ABOLITION

African continent,” “it grows . . . spontaneously.”” And in 1789, almost two

years after the city’s residents assembled thousands of signatures for its
petition to Parliament on behalf of abolition, the Manchester writer John
Lowe, Jr., argued publicly for, in the words of critic Deirdre Coleman, “the
practicability as well as profitability of substituting for the slave trade a
trade in African products.” Lowe insisted that Africa could “make us
amends, ten thousand fold,” for the loss of the American colonies.2®
Several scholars have discussed these proposals—notably Philip Curtin
and Vincent Harlow—but their importance, wrongly, has been measured
only in terms of their limited impact on policy and practice instead of their
consequences for black loyalists and abolitionists. With the important ex-
ception of the Sierra Leone scheme, these plans were nonstarters. Holding
European rivals at bay, keeping trade open to British merchants, minimiz-
mg costs—thesc remained the primary concerns in the African trade, and
for many decades after. Otherwise, the state delegated oversight to the slave
traders, who seem not to have cared about colonies or the prospects for
commercial agriculture. This hands-off policy resembled the stance gov-
ernment had taken toward the East India Company. But, because of its
sizable revenues and, after 1757, large territorial possessions, politicians
had started to take a direct interest in Indian affairs by the 1780s. The
African trade, by contrast, failed to win the sustained attention of a particu-
lar office or official. The British presence on the coast tended to rank low in
the hierarchy of bureaucratic priorities. Lord George Germain ordered two
regiments to Cape Coast Castle to defend British headquarters and to
destroy the Dutch trading station at Commenda during the American war.
But to avoid a drain on manpower, he sent a regiment of convicts that
proved more successful at antagonizing African allies than achieving their
modest military objectives.?® Always, ministers of state treated Africa like a

28. William Frodsham to the Lords Committee of the Privy Council of Trade. Nov.
30,1787, PRO BT 6/140; Coleman, Romantic Colonization and British Anti-Slavery, 16;
John Lowe, Jr., Liberty or Death; A Tract, by Which Is Vindicated the Obvious Prac-

- leability of Trading to the Coasts of Guinea, for Its Natural Products, in Lieu of the

Slave-Trade (Manchester, Eng., 1789), citation on 17.
29. Wilfrid Oldham. Britain’s Convicts to the Colonies, ed. W. Hugh Oldham (Syd-

- Dy, 1990). 72-80. Records of the British attack on the Dutch fort at Commenda in 1781
- may be traced in PRO CO 267/7.
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the African coast. These Africans who would colonize Africa were not
merely objects of charity, although their resettlement would require private
and public patronage. By deciding to settle in Africa, they fought to deter-
mine their fate. The black loyalists in London resisted in 1786 those who
would send them to Nova Scotia or the Bahamas instead. Those in Nova
Scotia, several years later, demanded the opportunity to migrate to resettle
in Sierra Leone, to escape from the white settlers who denied them land
and equality. To them, the colonization of the African coast meant some-
thing altogether different from what it had meant to an adventurer like
Henry Smeathman or what it would mean to abolitionists like Granville
Sharp. The coast presented an opportunity for independence, freedom,
and self-sufficiency.?!

In the development of antislavery initiatives in late eighteenth-century

Britain, black self-assertion had been and could be decisive. Fugitive slaves *

e e
+had cffectlvelv _ended. slavehol,dmg in Bmam
Yeals Wﬂr by making slavcholdmg un

SN ———

untaxy “servitude in a “land of hbelt), they made slavery the subjcct of:
‘scrutmy They obhged slaveholders.to assert. Ll;::;muﬂaom J
_bfforce That determination to win freedom had led as well to the abohtlon
ofs]averv n Scotland in 1778. Inspired by the success of James Somerset,
the enslaved Joseph Knight initiated the pivotal contest in the Scottish
courts by escaping from the home of absentee planter John Wedderburn.
Thereafter, the vigilance of free blacks would make it difficult for slave-
owners to deport enslaved men and women from British soil. In one impor-

tant instance, black initiative had transformed the Atlantic slave trade into a
public scandal. In the spring of 1783 the sailor and former slave Olaudah

31. The petition of Peter Bestes, Sambo Freeman, Felix Holbrook, and Chester Joie,
Apr. 20. 1773, in Gary B. Nash, Race and Revolution (Madison, Wis., 1990), 174; Floyd J.
Miller, The Search for a Black Nationality: Black Emigration and Colonization, 1787~

1863 (Urbana, Ill., 1975), 4-28; W. Bryan Rommel-Ruiz, “Atlantic Revolutions: Slavery

and Freedom in Newport, Rhode Island, and Halifax, Nova Scotia” (Ph.D. diss., Uni-
versity of Michigan, 1999), 302-311, 366 -367; Braxdwood, Black Poor and thfrP/ulan—
thropists, 98-102; John Saillant, “Antiguan Methodism and Antislavery Activity: Anne
and Elizabeth Hart in the Eighteenth-Century Black Atlantic.” Church History, LXIX
(1999) 103, 106-107; Saillant, “‘Wipe Away All Tears from Their Eyes’ John Marrant’s

: Theolog\ in the Black Atlantic, 1785-1808,” Journal of Millennial Studies. 1, no. 2

(1999). Web site: http: //www.mille.org/publications /winterg8/saillant. PDF.
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Equiano drew Granville Sharp’s attention to the infamous case of the sia
ship Zong, from which Captain Luke Collingwood in 1781 tossed 13
enchained Africans into the Atlantic in order to clajm msuranc
cargo. Sharp responded to Equiano’s report by trying (and failin
the ship captain and his crew prosecuted for murder

e for l@st
g) to hay
and by Impressing
those in power “the necessity (incumbent upon the whole nation) to puta
immediate stop to the Slave Trade**? The incident caused a minor furor
the press and would be remembered by later antislavery campaigners ag
crucial to exposing the horrors of the slave trade. Black self-assertion after
the American war, in sum, continued attempts to secure rights and libertieg
in the years before, although the aims and strategies would change in
crucial ways.

Researchers still know far too little about the approxupately te usand

1 men and women of African descent who lived in the British Isles in the era f :
79 gﬂl; fyﬂ?ﬁ?i Iigfolgtf);ffKéy&questlons remain unanswered and, to a
fﬁ“fégree, unanswerable. Like the great majority of laboring peoples in the 5
early modern era, most black men and women living in Britain could neither -~
read nor write. With several notable exceptions, they did not publish. Letter
books do not survive. As a result, scholars have few opportunities to know
in detail what blacks were thin king and saying in these crucial

to what Africans were doing is

years. Access
also elusive. The strategies social historians

32. For black frecdom struggles in England during the eighteenth century, see espe-
cially Douglas A. Lorimer, “Black Slaves and English Liberty: A Re-Examination of
Racial Slavery in England,” Immigrants and Minorities, 111 (1984), 121-150, as well as
the works cited in chapter 1 of this book. The most thorough account of both Knight v.

Wedderburn and of the case of the slave ship Zong appear in F. O. Shyllon, Black

Slaves in Britain (London, 1974), 177-183, 184-199. For Granville Sharp’s response to

Equiano, see Hoare, Memoirs, 236, 241-244; Diary H (Mar. 19, 20, 21, May 19-22, 1783),
1, 4, Granville Sharp MSS, D3549 13/4/2; Sharp to William Lloyd Baker, May 22, 1783,
ibid. The papers Granville Sharp assembled on the Zong incident are preserved as
“Volume of Bound Manuscripts: Documents Relating to the Case of the Ship Zong,
1783. Entirely in Granville Sharp’s Hand,” National Maritime Museum, sec. 6: Rec/19.
From this collection, see especially Sharp to duke of Portland, July 18, 1783. Sharp’s carly
exchange of information with Equiano is referenced in Vincent Carretta, “Phillis Wheat-
ley, the Mansfield Decision of 1772, and the Choice of Identity,” in Klaus H. Schmidt and
Fritz Fleischmann, eds., Early America Re-Explored: New Readings in Colonial, Early
National, and Antebellum Culture (New York, 2000), 210.
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have used to reconstruct the experience of the English poor provide little
help in this instance. No institution before 1783 took a prolonged interest in
the several thousands living in or near London. The e state, the church, and

1mun1ty of Afrlcans n grltam

ety

local governments di did not treat the small ¢

as a distinctive g group. The British government neither enacted Tegislation
that bore specifically 6n the black population nor established administrative
units charged with special oversight. No occupations, moreover, were as-

signed excluswely to black workers. Blacks represented, instead, a small”

proportion of the much larger class of sailors, servants, and domestics. For

all of these reasons, Britain’s black ﬁéﬁﬁléﬁon is difficult to study in the
aggregate. Indeed, historians may never have more than very rough esti-
mates of the number of blacks in London, where the African population was
comparatively large and concentrated, and perhaps most measurable. The
fragments that scholars have culled from disparate sources—from the di-
aries and correspondence of slaveholders, from portraits, parish registers,
court records, wills, and runaway advertisements-—allow only for anecdotal
(if often elegant) histories that, unavoidably, focus heavily on the more
exceptional figures.*?

33. In addition to those cited above, the key works are: K[enneth] Little, Negroes in
Britain: A Study of Racial Relations in English Society, rev. ed. (London, 1972); James

Walvin, Black and White: The Negro and English Society, 1555-1945 (London, 1973);
Folarin Shyllon, Black People in Britain, 1555-1833 (London, 1977); Peter Fryer, Staying
Power: The History of Black People in Britain (London, 1984): James Walvin, England,
Slaves, and Freedom. 17761838 ( Jackson, Miss., 1986), 26-68; Keith A. Sandiford,
Measuring the Moment: Strategies of Protest in Eighteenth-Century Afro-English Writ-
ing (London, 1988); Gretchen Gerzina, Black London: Life before Emancipation (New
Brunswick, N.J.,1995); Norma M vers, Reconstructing the Black Past: Blacks in Britain, c.
1780-1830 (Portland, Ore.. 1996): and James Walvin, An African’s Life: The Life
and Times of Olaudah Equiano, 1745- -1797 (London, 1998). Compare with Sue Pea-
body, “There Are No Slaves in France™ The Political Culture of Race and Slavery in the
Ancien Regime (Oxford, 1996). Myers’s painstaking research on late cighteenth- and early
nineteenth—cemuly London has established a minimum population figure of ten thousand
with perhaps five thousand in Loudon. Her systematic attempt to make the best of
unsystematic sources hints that a more precise estimate, in the absence of new evidence,
may be unattainable. Tan Duffield. rightly, has drawn attention to the underused naval
Tecords as likely sources for learning about those blacks who resided in E ngland for a time

during the late eighteenth century. Sailors and port workers almost certainly constituted
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The exceptional figures matter quite a bit, though, to the histo
British antislavery. The writings of Boston captive Phillis heatley-

London grocer Ignatius Sancho, in particular, figured in the e;olving;m
slavery debate in Britain (lurihg the 1770s and 1780s, particularly
concerned the intellectual capacities of Africans and their descendan
White opponents of slavery described the accomplishments of these
black authors as a I‘f;l)llkgi@wvrlagi,g[‘“,QQS_UIII ptions, as evidence of Afric
competence, talent, and —-pll“o'mise. From Boston, the Reverend Thom
Woolridge wrote breathlessly to the earl of Dartmouth about Wheatley a
her talents. To him, she was a marvel. “I was astonish’d and could har
believe my own Eyes” when she sat to write, he effused. The contempo-
rary debate on the significance and meaning of race shaped the reaction
to Sancho’s letters, too. His would embarrass those “half-informed p '
losophers™ and “superficial investigators of human nature,” declared the
Monthly Review in 1784, who insist that “Negers as they are vulgarly called,
are inferior to any white nation in mental abilities.”” Reactions of this kind
fulfilled the hopes of his editor, Frances Crewe, who in 1782 had gathered
Sancho’s letters for publication with the express purpose of encouraging
antislavery sentiment. Sancho’s writings, she stated in the preface to his
Letters, should prove “that an untutored African may possess abilities equal
to an European.” During the 1780s several British opponents of slavery—
including Charles Crawford, Thomas Clarkson, George Gregory, William
Dickson, and Joseph Woods--would seize on both Wheatley and Sancho

capable of moral and cultural improvement. In

this way, as symbols of black accomplishment, these early black writers
assisted British arguments_against slavery at a crucial moment in their

AL

the largest occupational class for black men in this period. Ian Duffield, * ‘I Asked How
the Vessel Could Go’: The Contradictory Experiences of African and African Diaspora
Mariners and Port Workers in Britain, . 1750-1850,” in Anne J. Kershen, ed., Language,
Labour, and Migration (Aldershot, Eng., 2000), 121-154.

34. Thomas Woolridge cited in James Rawley, “The World of Phillis Wheatley,” New
England Quarterly, L (1977), 670; the Monthly Review and Frances Crewe are cited in
Vincent Carretta, ed., Letters of the Late Ignatius Sancho, an African (New York, 1998),
xvii, 4. Introductions to these works that place them in their cultural milieu are provided
by Sandiford, Measuring the Moment, 43-72, and Carretta, Unchained Voices: An Anthol-
ogy of Black Authors in the English-Speaking World of the Eighteenth Century (Lexington,
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Wheatley and Sancho, ‘though, were not mere symbols. T hey conmb £
uted to the antislavery discourse. of thqunod Both denounced the . slave :

system “expl

itly. Wheatley wrote of being “snatch’d from. Afric’s 1 fancy

happy seat.” Sancho condemned those who would vouch for Wheatley’s

talent but not her right to liberty. As early as 1766, he inveighed against the
“crucl and. capricious-tyrants” prevailing in the sugar colonies.’> Recent

assessments, moreover, have unveiled the political opinions sometimes
masked behind Wheatley’s neoclassical verse and Sancho’s playful Shan-
dyean prose. In different ways, the works of both  challenged.the socialand
moral order_that. made—slaw;holdmgwposmbl Moreover Wheatley and
Sancho undoubtedly expressed a degree of contempt for slavery in private
that surpassed in vehemence what ended up in print. The Sancho that
readers had in the 1780s (as now) is the Sancho that Frances Crewe chose
to produce. He emerges from his letters to Laurence Sterne as an un-
threatening and unchallenging figure.’® Researchers may never know if
Crewe withheld from publication other letters that would have cast Sancho

Ky:, 1996). 1-16. My discussion in this paragraph and the two that follow draws from the
large and growing literature on Phillis Wheatley and Ignatius Sancho. I have bencfited
particularly from the following. Sancho: Paul Edwards and Polly Rewt, eds., The Letters
of lgnatius Sancho (Edinburgh. 1g94); Reyahn King, cd.. fgnatius Sancho: An African
Man of Letters (London, 1997); and Markman Ellis, “Ignatius Sancho’s Letters: Senti-
mental Libertinism and the Politics of Form,” in Vincent Carretta and Philip Gould, eds..
Genius in Bondage: Literature of the Early Black Atlantic (Lexington, Ky., 2001), 199-
217. Wheatley: Mukhtar Al Isani, “The British Reception of Wheatley’s Poems on
Fournal of Negro History, LXVI (1981), 144-149; William 1. Robin-
son, Phillis Wheatley and Her Writings (New York, 1984); David Grimsted, “Anglo-
American Racismn and Phillis Wheatley’s ‘Sable Veil,’ ‘Length’ned Chain,’ and *Knitted
Heart”” in Ronald Hoffman and Peter J. Albert, eds., Women in the Age of the American
Revolution (Charlottesville, Va., 1988), 338-444; Frank Shuffleton, “On Her Own Foot-
ing: Phillis Wheatley in Freedom,” in Carretta and Gould, eds., , Gentus in Bondage, 175~
198; Kirstin Wilcox.
Literature, LXXI (1999). 1-29: [Helen Thomas], Romanticism and Slave Narratives:
Transatlantic Testimonies (Cambridge, 2000), 201~225.

35. Wheatley, *
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i a different light. Self-(:fmolMbjggk\\ﬁptuS probably ,
shapes the archival record, too. For many years, it had scemed to scholary
that the mixed-race New “ngland theologian Lemuel Haynes took
mterest in the institution of slavery until much later in life, untl man
years after American independence. When historian Ruth Bogin in 198
produced an unpublished antislavery manuscript that Haynes wroge in
1776, the discovery forced a reassessment of Haynes’s history and ead,
black antislavery thought. As the historian John Saillant has now show
in exquisite detail. Haynes took the occasion of the Declaration of Inde
pendence to circulate among his friends a challenge to the narrow defini
tion of liberty that prevailed within the patriot cause. “The oppressio
inherent in slavery,” he wrote, was “a much greater oppression” than wha
the colonists experienced and “which they, themselves. impose on an
other” Almost certainly there were other black men and women in thi
period who drafted antislavery manuscripts that they could not or would
not publish.?7 :
. These silences, in their own way; are crucial pieces of evidence. They
hejp clarify what made black protests in Britain duri_ng'threrv'l_78()‘_§‘_"a.iff§ren

black activists conjld gltlsl_vciyg The forms they chose and ,d)g?wstyAl‘és they
i; adopted in these texts would prove far less influential as antislavery po-
3 lemic than the works that Ottobah Cugoano and Olaudah Equiano would
'compose in the 1780s. The carlier publications succeeded more as inter-
“ventions in ongoing debates about the capacities of the African race than
as attempts toinflience the political future for colonial slavery. Because
Wheatley wiote abotit slavery obliqilely and, in most instan(,:es, without
reference to concrete injustices, her British readers, in 1773, could fixate on
the hypocrisy of American slaveholders, as they were inclined to do, rather
than scrutinize the slave trade that first brought her to Boston. The British
treated her as a wonder rather than a thinker. Because Sancho assumed the

persona of the jocular exile, his letters could be and were read in England as

37. Ruth Bogin, * ‘Liberty Further Extended’: A 1776 Antislavery Manuscript by
Lemuel Haynes,” William and Mary Quarterly, 3d Ser., XL (1983), 83~105. For Haynes,
sce the rich and complex study by John Saillant, Black Puritan, Black Republican: The
Lafe and Thought of Lemuel Haynes (Oxford, 2003), Haynes cited on 16.
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sve. The forms they chose and the styles they
wld prove far less influential as antislavery po-
Ottobah Cugoano and Olaudah Equiano would
re earlier publications succeeded more as mter-
es about the capacities of the African rac tha
R political future for colonial slavery. Because
very obliquely ékncijin most instances, without
tices, her British readers, in 1773, could fixate on

slaveholders, as they were inclined to do, rather

~ ade that first brought her to Boston. The British

her than a thinker. Because Sancho assumed the

., his letters could be and were read in England as
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effusions of sentiment rather than as protests against empire and slavery,
Bléck men and women like Sancho and Wheatley—those who hadrg):
quired the cultural knowledge necessary to acquire an audience for the?‘
words—must have despised Atlantic slavery almost uniformly. But beforI
the 1780s, they seem not to have agitated publicly and explicitly for sl .
trade abolition or a comprehensive emancipation. A similar conclusion r::Ze
be ~offercd for the several thousand African men and women ix; Britaiz
before and during the American war whose voices the surviving records do
not report. The runaway ads attest to their desire for freedom. Through
flight, they helped end slaveholding in Britain. Among blacks in Brita%n
there must have been countless protests against the slave system during the
eightc.euth century that went unrecorded or remain undiscovered gBu(t
tllFl‘e 1S no Cii?lﬁl}g_@m qm_qggj‘iilﬁted, organized campaign among bldclzsme}
England before the 1780s to Vaboli-s‘l;‘;lmavéry);n 'tthve colonies or slave tmdin/’k
n the Atlantic. If such a campaign did cx15t,1tleftnomarl; —
Events transpired diff in New

L uspi ently_during the 1770s in New England, where
Africans and their descendants did organize a publlcmc;;l;ndlgnto ;bolish ;
§\lg}{9}j in the region. In the years before thevRex;olutiormw War, enslaved 7 4
People across New England petitioned the colonial goven;ment; for their -
liberty. In Massachusetts, particularly, that campaign showed coordination,

sawy:.an(‘i 'pcrsistence. It represented an extension of earlier attempts by
some individuals to achieve liberty through freedom suits in the colony’s
courts, where slaves, unusually, had long enjoyed limited rights under
the hm‘c There, in Massachusetts, the enslave(i lobbied for province-wide
emancipation at least three times in 1773, twice in 1774, and again in 1777
jfl‘u‘ise. efforts were carefully orchestrated. Organizers launched the 1773.
nitiative through a kind of steering committee, perhaps modeled on the

P ol

committees of corres  their white neighbors had forme
mittees of correspondence that their white neighbors had formed when

38. z}'\l)out Wheatley, the Monthly Review mused on how “this ingenious young
;Zﬁ?r::l:;:l;l:]jﬁ; ':‘.The people of Boston,” it observed, “boast themsclves chit;ﬂy on
" S berty. One such act as the purchase of her freedom would. in our
:II:EIIOH, ~}'lave done more honour than hanging a thousand trees with ribb(;us and
Wilcox, “The Body iuto Print,” Am A[i/l](/l(l ;\({(0:“4 / {g‘?f) HW:‘“’ ot reof th
) Ll 1LXO 999), 1: and Carretta. ed., Letlers of the

Late Ignatius Sq ncho, Xv-xx.
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- mobilizing against British authority. They distributed antislavery cireyls
to state legislators and town governments throughout the province,
Somerset case seems to have sparked the first antislavery petition in 7y
“Felix,” the author, alluded vaguely to the hopes raised among blag
in New England who had learned of Mansfield’s decision. Thereafte
though, the momentum for political organizing owed most to the broad
spirit of rebellion in the colonies. A petition of April 1773 appealed ¢
~ plicitly to the honor of Massachusetts patriots, to “men who have ma
- suchanoble stand™ for liberty. Two months later. with growing confidenc
{ black petitioners_invoked a claim to natural ri ht‘f—; By 1774,

campaigne
such as the “African” writing to the Massachusetts Spy were giving increa
ing attention to the hypocrisy of their white neighbors. C&ﬁ};;% your
experience with ours, insisted Caesar Sarter in the Essex Journal an
Merrimack Packet. “Now if you are sensible that Slavery is in itself, and i
its consequences, a great evil; why will you not Pity and relieve the poor,
distressed, enslaved Africans?” By the time Prince Hall led a dozen black.

petitioners to the legislature in 1777, he and his colleagues had come to link

American liberty with freedom for Africans in America: in petitioning for

rights, we have acted as you acted, Prince Hall and his colleagues ex

plained; like you, we have waited patiently for our grievances to be ad- ‘
dressed; our peaceable requests too have been ignored; if your cause is

legitimate, so is ours; “every principle from which America has acted in the

Cours of their unhappy Deficulties with Great Britain pleads stronger than

a thousand arguments in favour of your petitioners.” Hall and his associates
¢ did not threaten violence. But the logic of the argument in 1777 pointed to
sllthe possibility of even more direct forms of resistance.

39. The Appendix; or, Some Observations on the Expediency of the Petition of the
Africans, Living in Boston etc. Lately Presented to the General Assembly of This Province;
to Which Is Annexed, the Petition Referred to; Likewise, Thoughts on Slavery; with a
Useful Extract from the Massachusetts Sy, of January 28, 1773, by Way of an Address to
the Members of the Assembly; by a Lover of Constitutional Liberty (Boston, [1773]), 13- 15

James Swan, 4 Disuasion to Great-Britain and the Colonzes, from the Slave-Trade to
Africa, 2d ed. (Boston, 1773), ix-x; John Allen, An Oration on the Beautics of Liberty, or
the Essential Raghts of the Americans; Delivered at the Second Baptist-Church in Boston,
upon the Last Annual Thanksgiving, Dec. 3d, 1772, Dedicated to the Right Honorable the
Earl of Dartmouth; Published by the . . . Request of Many; by a British Bostonian, 4th ed.
(Boston, 1773), 75-78: Sidney Kaplan, The Black Presence in the Era of the American
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If they could seize opportunity, they could not greate it” So C. L. R

i ote of enslaved men and women 1n Saint Domingue on the eve of

he Haiti R . . )
the Haitian Revolution. Slave insurrections in the Americas often occurred

in moments of political crisis or in time of war. The Stono Rebellion that un

S

settled white South Carolina in 1739 broke out th

Idecla;idmyar&?jl”Spain. The aborted C"'orrs'h}»)‘iracy‘by Africans and Irish to
yurn Manhattan to the ground in 1741 took shape when the city stood vul-

nerable to the threat of Spanish invasion. Tacky’s revolt in Jamaica fi
_the bloodiest to occur in the British Caribbean/during the eighteer:tl(:ne .
: tury, started in 1760, shortly after soldiers typically assigned to the Clelf—
El)atrols left to assist the British invasion of French Guadeloupe durinj :}\C
‘Seven Years” War. An insurrection scare occurred in Jamaica again in ;)77(lp y

not long after the British government ordered a regiment from the island to

assist th 1 : CriC
e army in North America. Thousands of enslaved men_and women

escaped their bondage during tt i :
ir bondage during the American Revolution.® Later, perhaps
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most famously, the slave insurrection that culminated in the Haitian Rev,

tion_began when the overthrow of the French monarchy

among elites in Saint Domingue destabilized the authoritaria
discouraged slave rebellion. Without the
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nascent movement first would need political entrepreneurs who possessed
the status and resources sufficient to sustain a novel undertaking through its
first tentative stages, through the period when even the sympathetic would
regard the cause as futile. Any number of groups or coalitions in the British
Isles could have qualified for this role. But the small, impoverished, socially

- dependent, politically powerless, and culturally marginal black population

in Britain, though, may have been among the least equipped.

[t would have been difficult for black men and women in Britain to do any
more than they did before the American war. Few had the leisure to study the
structure of the Atlantic slave system and draw up schemes for reform And
few possessed the social and economic independence required to canvass
for legislative change. Not many could have imagined for themselves the role
of “abolitionist” before the 1780s, when, with the exception of Granville
Sharp, there was no such thing in Britain as an “abolitionist.”” The daily
work of survival imposed far more limited horizons and suggested mori
restricted ambitions. Even Ignatius Sancho, among the most educated and
cosmopolitan black men living in England before the Revolutionary War.
would do little more than address sentimental appeals to Laurence Steme’
The great majority, like Ukawsaw Gronniosaw, battled more Iegulaxly with

the cvervda) 111d1gnmes of poverty 150lat10n and despdn ah Fq mano i

tronagc to agltate for lefmm And even he appears not to thC cons1delcd

L
>

B o

campalgmrlg for sldve trade abolition until.the undl780&;,uf£e&tlmiwgm- ' ,}33 ’
ning of the ()uaker campaign in England and the publication .of.James

Ramsay’s Fss(w 1n 178 9
4. As late 35 1779, Equiano was 1 makin

e

as dn An&hcdn II]lelOlldr

wiierc

Saciety for k Lﬁectlng the Abohtfm,l of tl thc Slav !

):'on tLl“g:quﬁ1canycoas?gé an mdlcatlon per ml)sh of i

42. .Carrctta, ed., The Letters of the Late [gnatius Sancho, 331; James Albert Ukawsaw
C]ronmosaw, Wonderous Grace Displaye’d in the Life and Conversion of James Albert
Ukawsaw Gronwiosaw, an African Prince, Giving an Account of the Religion, Customs,
gfamms ete., of the Native of Zaara, in Africa; as Related by Himself (Bath, 1772):
Yar;ctld ed., Olaudah Equiano: The Interesting Narrative and Other Writings (New
thoer Colifi)t :O -223. Equiano took an interest in serving as an Anglican missionary on

¢ encouragement of Matthias McNamara, who in 1775 had succeeded

Cha
tles O'Hara as the British governor of Senegambia.




PiYN S

ing among blacks in New Eng]
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from colonial resistance to imperial authony,
a similar way, antislavery organizing among blacks in Britain wou]

during the late 1780s as new allies surfaced and new openings by
apparent. The era of the Rcvolutionary War left many free black

that they had earned recognition as loy

$ convineeqd

of King’s Bench, they had received from I

protection from involuntary exile. The British army in North America hy,

granted liberty to enslaved men and women who expressed their “alle.

giance” to the king by flecing from colonists in rebellion. Some
won protection from the British state after the American w.
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ity that had :legitimacy in the eyes of the.state. They were <Dug;
ore Regiment™ or “the Black Pioneers.” Brigadier General Samuel Birch
New Yorl City presented hlac oyalists with passports granting then the
right to leave North America with the British army. Black loyalists in Lon-
don destined for Sierra Leone each secured from the statgmc;eugﬁcaggg that
declared the bearer a “faithful Loyal Subject” and “a Freeman of the Colony
of Sierra Leona.” London philanthropists designated as “corporals” the
representatives elected by “the Black Poor.”#3

Th

eTaily to gre nition and protection invited free blacks

iperal state, | encotitaged Iree blacks throughout
ISR
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on whlc

clves as an in-
bjects, it would be hard to deter

their understanding of British commitments manifest in practice. In-

creasingly, during the 1780s, they brought their grievances directly to the

British government. The Nova Scotia settlers lobbied the governors of the

province and thereafter the administration of William Pitt to insist on the

land and supplies they had been promised on embarking from New York.

When that did not work, they petitioned for transportation to Sierra Leone.

The elected leaders of “the Black Poor”

insisted on Sierra Leone as the

ideal setting for resettlement and then, months later, fought the scheme as

they becamme concerned about the government’s true intentions in shipping

them to the coast.*

A formal relationship with the state seemed to allow a right to be heard.

Olaudah t(lu ano. tumed his ])osmon as a government functionary 111t0 a

pTatform from which to criticize his empIO) ers. Administrators at t thc Brit-

ish'naval board in 1766 appomted Equiano as “Commuissary of Provisions

and Stores for the Black Poor to Sierra Leona.”

He was to serve, in effect, as

a British emissary. But Equiano became unsettled by the mismanagement

and corruption that plagued the planning for the expedition and its launch.

British officials responded by treating Equiano like a troublesome function-

ary. They dismissed him and then compensated him for his service. lmpor-

tantly, he presented those protests, and himself, in explicitly racial terms.

He stood forward as the sB(_kcsman for a constituency, not merely hlmsdf

and denounced the abuse of African migrants as disconcerting ev idence of

British treachery.*®

allowing certain black writers to tackle the problem of slavery comprehensively and

collectively (100-115). See also James W. St. G. Walker, “Myth. History, and Revisions:

The Black Loyalists Revisited.”” dcadiensis, XXIX
44. Gary B. Nash, “Thomas Peters: Millwright
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and Deliverer,” in Nash and David G.

Sweet, Struggle and Survival in Colonial America (Berkeley, Calif., 1981), 77-84; Walker,
“Myth, History, and Revisions,” dcadiensis, XXIX (1999), 88-89; Braidwood, Black Poor
and Whate Philanthropists, 129-143; Rommel-Ruiz, “Atlantic Revolutions,” 354-357.
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Black leaders like Equiano who emerged in London during the 1
increasingly took public positions on what the imperial state ought to
They took advantage of the emerging antislavery movement to cla
public voice for themselves. The campaign against the British slave trag
transformed Equiano’s life even as he helped to shape it. In 178 E

had seen the L)logussongaku*aqwglMirv movements in Phlladelphi
Later in the vear, he led a delegation of eight Africans t6 Grace Chure
Street Meeting in London to thank the Socicty .of Friends for publishin
antislavery tracts. He conducted a spirited attack on proslavery writers i
the daily press in the winter of 1788, when the first antislavery petitior
descended on the House of Commons. In those months, he headed
committee of free blacks in sending public letters of praise to allies ik :
Granville Sharp and avowed sympathizers in Parliament such as William
Pitt, Charles James Fox, and William Dolben. Equiano was almost certainl
the most famous black person in England by 1788, even before the public
tion of the now classic narrative of his own life in 1789. But he represented
Just one of many blacks in England who took the opportunity presented by

the developing antislavery movement to denounce human bondage and tell -
their own story. 0

If the British antislavery movement helped Africans attain a place on the
public stage, it could not impose a script. The emerging class of African

+| leaders sometimes.pushed the antislavery cause far beyond the aims of its
e T s y Lz s

\British organizers. In some respects, Ottobah _Cugoano’s Thoughts and

SSentiments on the Fvil of Slavery (1787) ?Eg:ﬁres‘eﬁrted a pastiche of earlier
works by Anthony Benezet, James Ramsay, and Thomas Clarkson, pam-
phlets that Quaker abolitionists in London subsidized and republished. He
paraphrased their tracts liberally. In other respects, though, Cugoano took
an unusually broad view of the problem of slavery. Most British antislavery
writers avoided sweeping critiques of the imperial project when trying to
win support for slave trade abolition. Cuggiilo, by contrast, described.the
explmtéflf)vn- of Africans as symptomatic H%i_; thedarger cnmes attending

B AR 5 U

Phalanthropists, 102-103, 149~158. This aspect of Equiano’s career is also treated at
length in Walvin, 4n African’s Life, 141-149.

46. Carretta, ed., Olaudah Equiano, 224~ 295, 326-348; Morning Chronicle, Feb. 20,
1788; Donna T. Andrew, comp., London Debating Societies, 17761797, London Record
Society, Publications, XXX (1994), records 1312, 1318, 1513.
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European expansion, a point that he developed through lengthy quotations

fI‘O{l}W’S History of America, which detalled Spanish
depredations in the Tndies. No less unusual was thg Eronouneed emphasis
1€ _SOVerel

s in Britan Tavored reasoned arguments over 1 I
; er im
iefemiads,Cu drew on Granville” l’gu : passioned
j “Cugoang drew on Granville Sharp’s Revolutionary era quartet’
to cast reform as a Chuist duty an : 1oat] :
inspiration f \ S " ‘r“'p l.tlon. If Cugoano drew
insj n from the Society for Effecting the Abolition of the Slave Trade
. . . . K
he displayed no fidelity to their restricted goals. The committee would
never have endorsed Cugoano’s bold denunciations of the crown, the
Church of England, and Parliament for licensing oppression. Nor would
he al Slitionists have embra i : tal r
the abolitonists have embraced his call for a “total abolition of slavery.” or
. Y

“ . . 3 iatant
a universal emanci aves.” Cugoar '
: cipation of slaves.” Cugoano understood the antislavery!, 3
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p perial state vested with expansive pOWCLS of enforcement.

He I]l"d-:\’t_l'laave been the first of any color to recommend that the Royal Navy
- o 1 1 ey, 5 2 ; ®
patrol the Atlantic Ocean and intercept metetmfits Haflicking m slaves. His

Thoughts and Sentiments represen'{eﬁd the most radical antislavery publica-
tion printed in Britain before 1788.47
The emerging antislavery campaigns of the 1780s, then, broadened the

een

H

]
sense of the possible among some exiled Africans. Thereafter, black radi- 1
cals like R‘pbert Wedderburn would hold forth publicly on the “Horrors of f

Slavery,” and sometimes with a directness that would make white abolition- !

i

o S T T . .
ists uncomfortable.* The difference in tone, spint, content, and form that“‘; !

t
H

separates the works of Ignatius Sancho in the 1760s from Ottobah Gugoano
in the 1780s hints at the sharp break separamig the moments in which they |
wrote. Before the 1780s, before the antislavery movements crystallized,

|
{

. 47. Kcith Sandiford provides an especially nuanced treatment of Cugoano in Measur-
ing the Moment, 93-177. See also Paul Edwards’s introduction to Ottobah Cugoano,
Tho‘ugh,ts and Sentiments on the Evils of Slavery, ed. Paul Edwards (London, qugi
[O‘ngirmlly published as Ottobah Cugoano, Thoughts and Sentiments on the E’vi]\ana',
Wicked Traffic of the Slavery and Commerce of the Human Spectes . . . (London, 1787)].
On Cugoano’s invocation of state power, see Saillant, “Antiguan Methodism and Anti-
slavery Activity)” Church Hist., LXIX (1999). 108-109.

48. Tain McCalman, ed., The Horrors of Slavery. and Other Writings by Robert Wed-
derburn (Edinburgh, 1991); Peter Linebaugh and Marcus Rediker, "[:/’l() I/l'lanvv-H('adcd
Hydra: Sailors, Slaves, and Commaoners, and the Hidden History of the Rcvor[u,/ionar)'

Atlantic (Boston, 2000), 287-3260.
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liberty movements during the fourteen months he commanded British

forces in North America at the close of the Revolutionary War. Hig pre-
decessor, Henry Clinton, had offered freedom to slaves who deserted pa-
triot owners and then organized the escaped into labor and auxiliary corps.
As a result, when Carleton arrived in New York in May 1782, he found more
than three thousand black loyalists residing in the vicinity of British army
headquarters. Some had participated in the campaigns against the Ameri-
can rebels. Others had exploited the chaos of war to fin
British lines. Carleton also knew of similar aspirations am
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Carleton took charge of the North Ameri

can command too late to con-

sider establishing an army of former bondsmen. The British government

intended to negotiate a peace in 1782, not p
the retreat, though, Carleton had a free hand
the fate of fugitive slaves who had come to
and liberty. The seventh article of the prelim

rolong the war. In conducting
and thus decisive influence on
the British seeking protection
inary peace terms circulated in

the spring of 1783 required Britain to withdraw from the United States

«without causing any destruction or carrying away any Negroes or other

Property of the American inhabitants,” as So

uth Carolina merchant-planter

Henry Laurens had advised. By the time word of the agreement reached
North America, the British already had evacuated from Georgia and South

Carolina as many as ten thousand black men, women, and children, many

of whom were destined for enslavement to British loyalists in the Floridas

or the Caribbean. Re-enslavement also wo

uld have been the fate of the

black Joyalists residing in New York if Carleton had chosen to honor the
American interpretation of the peace treaty. Ata pivotal meeting at Orange-
town, New York, on May 6, 1783, Carleton informed a shocked George .

' Washington of his intention to take the liberated.slaves livine in.New. York gm,s{,.\

had freed the rebels’ slaves fromig

servitude, Carleton explained. They could no longer be considered prop-

erty. Carleton and his entourage (which inch

rice Morgann) took great pleasure, it is clear, in posturing as liberators
S Ml dient - St

before the commander in chief of the Cont

his aides insisted that all escaped slaves shou

1ded the emancipationist Mau-

1d be regarded as property and

therefore returned to their rightful owners. With equal passion, the British
delegates maintained that they had a moral duty to honor their promise to
the black men and women who had earned protection from the crown.””
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~.a cause for shame for'a *“Man of Honour.to.execy

By standing his ground, Carleton determined Bri
black loyalists in New York. “The English

recalled the Methodist preacher and South C

tish policy towarq
had compassion upon

arolina fugitive Boston Ki
True to his word, Carleton provided for their transportation to Nova S¢,
with twenty-three thousand other American loyalists and tried to al”rahg
for their proper settlement in the provinee.5! Although Carleton had acteq -
on his own, his actions recgzivcd ;heﬁb,lessmg of Ih&M@M’ mﬂlsf.ﬁf In

the words of first minister Lord North, who returned to office in Apri 1789
the government deemed the policy “an act of justice” and “perfectly jus

fiable.” Secretary of State Charles James Fox declared that returnin
« former slaves after offering “a Prornisgg{f{Lngg ”* duri A

g i e TN . .
tary Thomas Townshend (Lord Sydney) in 1784 directed Nova Sco
governor John Parr to give “protection and favour” to the black emigrant

When they evaded these orders in the late 1780s, Nova Scotia administra- -

tors, in the end, would incur the wrath of the Pitt ministry. The black

veteran Thomas Peters traveled to London in 1791 to expose the way

Canadian officials mistreated black families and conspired to exploit their
poverty. William Pitt’s government responded with a curt directive that

ordered Nova Scotia administrators to award the former slaves the land and

provisions they were due. “In consideration of their Services,” Henry

Themselves: The ‘Black Loyalist’ Diaspora to the Bahamas, 1783-¢.1820,” in Verene A.

Shepherd, ed., Working Slavery, Pricing Freedom: Ferspectives from the Caribbean,
Africa, and the African Duaspora (New York, 2002), 44-68; John W. Pulis, “Bridg-
ing Troubled Waters: Moses Baker, George Licle, and African American Diaspora to
Jamaica,” in Pulis, ed., Moving On, 183-219.

51 “I recommend them to your protection, and beg you will apply

to Governor Parr,
that in case they settle near any of the towns they

have a town lot as at Shelburne, and
if as towns at a distance, their grant

” Guy Carleton to Charles James Fox, Oct.
21, 1783, in Great Britain, Royal Commission on His

Historical Manuscripts in the Royal Institution of Great Britain (London, 190g), 1V,
420. See also Graham Russell Hodges, ed., The Black Loyalist Directory: African Ameri-
cans in Exile after the American Revolution (New York, 1996), xvi; “Memoirs of the
Life of Boston King, a Black Preacher; Written by Himself, during His Residence at

Kingswood-School,” Methodist Magazine (March 1798), in Carretta, ed., Unchained
Voices, 356.
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Dundas explained, George III was “anxious that they should be grati-
fied.””* The British government backed these commitments with money—

the Treasury spent more than thirty thousand pounds. transporting.hlack

loyalists from Nova Scotia and London to Sierra Leone between 1 1786 and

1792.” Of equal importance, successive administrations refused o return

to America those who had sought freedom with the British army and
xcfu%d to com M&;&Lhmcd&am;ﬂaveownem for the laborers they had

lost, as the peace treaty of 1783 seemed to require.*

The protection that British authorities extended to the black loyalists
would seem to indicate a measure of official sympathy for the “Negro.” But
there was a less heartening story here, too. If Briish commanders some-

tlmes acted hl\e llberat(ns they did not usuallv bchdve like humanitarians.

Slaves of loyahsts before the American war remained Slaves of loyalists after
the American war. Enslaved men and women seized as COﬂytI aband” dur-
ing the conflict faced an uncertain fate. Loyalists appropriated some as
compensation for their lost property. Others scem to have been shipped to
the Caribbean and sold as slaves, though the exact numbers may never be
known. Black freedom-seckers, moreover, often suffered egregiously from
the sometimes dire conditions in British military camps. Countless thou-
sands died from disease and inadequate provisions. Many found them-
selves left behind during the British evacuations at war’s end. Cornwallis,
alone, expelled and then abandoned more than two thousand black men,
women, and children when leaving Yorktown in the summer of 1782. Even
the liberated who left with the British often fared poorly. Black loyalists in
Nova Scotia received the smallest, least promising lots and suffered the

52. Lord North to Sir Guy Carleton, Aug. 8, Dec. 4. 1783, Lord Sydney to John Parr,
Oct. 5,1784, and Henry Dundas to Parr, Aug. 6, 1791, all in Walker, The Black Loyalists,
1730, 21, 26, 115; North to Carleton, Dec. 4, 1783, in Wilson, The Loyal Blacks, 6ongs;
Charles James Fox cited in Philip M. Hamer et al., eds., The Papers of Henry Laurens, 16
vols. (Columbia, S.C., {1968]-2003), XVI, 251n1.

53. On the initial Sierra Leone expedition organized in 1786 and 1787, the Treasury
disbursed £14,747 135s. 9d. The exodus from Nova Scotia cost nearly £15,592 13s.
Braidwood\, Black Poor and White Philanthropists, 161; Walker, The Black Loyalists, 135-
136, 143n5g.

54. Amett G. Lindsay, “Diplomatic Relations between the United States and Great
Britain Bearing on the Return of the Negro Slaves, 1788-1828. Four. Negro Hist., V
(1920 ): 391- 419.
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longest delays in having their claims to land tulfilled. If the Treasury
an effort to find a home for the exiles in Sierra Leone, it also rushed the §
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_ing the runaways to their owners in the new United States, as the peace
treaty prescribed, would have provided a way to expedite the repayment of
prewar debts to British merchans. In material terms, Britain had little to
gain by securing the liberty of the black loyalists in Nova Scotia.

What, then, were British officials doing when they guaranteed freedom
and protection to escaped slaves in the years after the American war con-
cluded? And what do these actions suggest about British attitudes toward
blacks in the years when abolitionism first took shape? Many in Britain

- thought extreme those writers who denied the very humanity of Aficans.
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i from these exchanges between British and Old Calabar merchants wy,
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of the British slave trade in the Bight of Biafra in the late eighteenth Century;
The Ekpe traders sent their children to Liverpool to reside temporarify
with British merchants so that they could build and strengthen connectiop,

with prominent families in the trade. The correspondence that resulte

, “permeated.” according to one study, by

including firearms. to
g )

African purchasers. So British traders placed a p
ority on cultivating peaceable relations with local merchants and sovereigns -
in the hopes of keeping commerce open and on favorable terms. Atop the
slaving forts dotting the coast, armaments pointed seaward. English traders

Were in no position to wage war on the peoples with whom they traded. But
they had

a particular interest in keeping merchants from other European
nations from intruding on the sections of the coast they regarded as their
own. Such attempts at monopoly, though, were rarely successful. African

traders appreciated the importance of playing competitors off one another,
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Americans, circa 1600-1780.” in Bernard Bailyn and Philip D. Morgan, eds., Strangers
within the Realm: Cultural Margins of the First British Empere (Chapel Hill, N.C.,
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izmd did so exceedingly well. For this reason, British agents in Africa fretted
incessantly about their fragile position on the coast.®® Within the Company

of Merchants Trading to Africa, there was a preoccupation with accom-

modating the needs and interests of their African partners. British slave
traders, for example, opposed government plans tb‘tl*énsport large ship-
ments ofwlj:nglishrcqnvict‘s to Cape Coast Castle in the eérly >1478f)s'l>)'eéa{i£é
they feared"’t}i'é':Schemé;“‘W'oulcl render the British Nation odious to the
Na,t.ives of the Country, and be thereby a Means of greatly injuring the
A‘fncan Tx:ade.”“" The Fantees and Commendas lost several hundred sol-
dm:s helping th? British seize the Dutch trading fort of Elmina in 1780
during the American Revolution. When the British returned the fort to the
Dutch at the close of the war, their angered allies at Commenda, “exasper-
ated to the point of Madness™ by 1786, threatened to halt all jtrade with
English merchants until they were compensated for the soldiers needlessly

sacrificed in what looked, in the aftermath, to be a frivolous expedition. b
The British shipped tens of thousands of Aficans across the Atlantic
each year by the end of the eighteenth century. When the wrong Africans
ended up enslaved, however, extravagant attempts to atone for the error
often followed. An act of Parliament prohibited British traders from kid-
népping Africans from the coast and selling them into slavery in the colo-
hics. And the Company of Merchants * Tading to Africa routi‘nel\' directed
its employees to prevent illegal seizures.5? But these measures ;3()111(1 not

59 [Tweed]. Considerations and Remarks on the Present State of the Trade to Africa;
witﬁ' Some Account of the British Settlements in T hat Country, a,n;l the I')J,Iricru(%.; of’z‘/ui
Natives since the Peace; Candidly Stated and Considered in,‘ a Letter Addrc.:srd to t/u;
Peo/l)lf’ i Power More Farticularly, and the Nation in General: by « C('?1/l{:ﬂ1én Who
R&Y{dt’(/ 'Uj)uv(l,n[.y of Fifteen Years in That Country (London. 177’1):,/ John Peter Defnarin
4 Yraa-tme upon the Trade from Great-Britain to Afvica: Humbly KR(,’('()IINII(WId(’(l to //1;
Attention of Government {(London, 1772). '
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stop unscrupulous ship captains from ensnaring free persons of cas
slaves supposedly fixed to the coast. In 1777 Captain Benjamin Hughe
Liverpool sold into slavery two freemen he had hired at Annamabge
assist in navigating his ship to the West Indies. Several y

ears earlier, ¢
prince of Badagry on the Sl

ave Coast had responded to a similar stunt
Captain James Johnson also of Liverpool by taking nine British hostage
from a later ship i retaliation. To head off a similar conflict, the Comp
of Merchants Trading to Africa went to unusua

I lengths to assuage th
injured partics

at Annamaboe. First, they arranged passage to Jamaica for:

kinsman, Cofee Aboan. so he could identify the surviving captive, Qua

mino Amissah. The committee then brought Aboan and Amissah back
England and, on Amissah’s behalf, filed a suit against Captain Hughes

o]
Cousiderable effort was made to return Amissah home in good health

Damages recovered in the suit were sent forward to Annamaboe in the hope
of making restitution.o Throughout the ordeal, the committee of mer- -
chants made a point of alerting Amissah’s “Friends and Relations” to “the

Pains the Committee have taken to see Justice done to him.

importance to the trade of this Country”” Because Amissah’
Aboan, had shown some reluctance to leave England, the committee called
on the governor at Cape Coast Castle to see that Aboan returned home to
his kin, “lest his absence should be attended by any bad consequence to
the trade.” On such matters, where profits were at stake, the Company of
Merchants Trading to Africa displayed exceptional vigilance. Four years
after the fact, and long after the nine English hostages had perished, the

committee was still trying to bring Captain James Johnson to Justice.o4
pends more on the attachment of the Slaves, than on their feeble Force in Civil and
Military Servants.” Rutherford to William Knox, Sept. 23, 1778, PRO

63. Samuel Poirer to Samuel Green, Dec. 21,1
Hope, Dec. a5,

T 70/69, fol. 130.
776, Feb. 1, 6, 1777, Poirer to Charles
1776, Company of Merchants Trading to Aftica to governor at Cape
Coast Castle, Jan. 2, 1777, Dec. 30,1778, Rutherford to Benjamin Hughes, Aug. 27, Sept.
3, 1777, Rutherford to Capt. Thomas Eagles, May 27, Oct. 21, Nov. 11, 1778, Rutherford
to Guion Forbes, Mar. 3, 1779, and Rutherford to Capt. Joseph Roberts Wood, Mar. 3,
1779, all in PRO T 70/6g, fols. 122-125, 129, 130, 132, 133, 134.

64. Company of Merchants Trading to Africa to governor and council, Cape Coast

Castle, Dec. 30, 1778, Rutherford to Capt. Thoburn, Mar. 5, 1779, Rutherford to gover-
nor and council at Cape Coast Castle, Mar. 11, 1779, Rutherford to James Clegg, Aug. 9.
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[ ] It generosity toward cer

the needs of state, such gestures

deed, this looked like the only way to salvage his languishing hopes of o4
tablishing a colonial settlement under British authority near Sierra Leone
Few in Britain had taken an interest in the Journal of his
African coast. Unable to attract sufficient subscribers, he could not publish
his memoirs. The mercurial adventurer, nonetheless, was determined t

find a sponsor. “I must and will go to Africa,”” he would tell John Coakle

Lettsom in 1784. And so he readied himself the next year to travel to the |
Coast as a manager for “an eminent African merchant house in the city” to

oversce “a very important enterprise of commerce and agriculture.” Yet h

i

venture, a suspicion borne out by the ariexpéc
s - s

'
|
I
i

ot

¢ received from
reasury officials looking to establish a new v
‘three vears later. He could sense the emerging attention, in 1783, to the
exploitation of Africans and the problem of slavery. Smeathianekngyy that
Fothergill and Lettsom had recommended sugar 1)}0(111Cti()tl on the West
African coast as a substitiite for plantationis il the West Tndics. 1T Kiew
that the Soc;e Eyqﬂ Friends had petitioned Pathaﬁle ] wn" zﬁglidon of the
| slave trade in June 1783. SOMIIEQISBB;E\(T“QMGQ;&S that fall, and for u;‘;n;
months after, for funds to establish a frec labor experiment in Sierra Leone.
"This would give him the opportunity, it must have seemed to the ambitious
Smeathman, for wealth, power, fame, and respect.”’
The colonization of Africa could serve moral as well as commercial
ends, Smeathman would tell the Society of Friends. It could transform
i empire into an.agent of civilization, justice and mercy as well asﬁmﬁéﬁa
i of wealth. The Senegambia veterans had emphasized the prdsbécts for
" Immoﬁt Smeathman, by contrast, thought a free labor settlement
strategically placed could transform Africa itself, although he never lost

77. Smeathman to Lettsom, Apr. 17, July 16, 1784, Oct. 15, 1785, and Elizabeth
Smeathman to Lettsom, Jan. 3, 1787, all in Pettigrew, ed., Memoirs of the Life and
Writings of . C. Lettsom, 111, 201, 270, 275-276, 281-287; Curtin, The Image of Africa,
95-97.
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sight of the ways he might profit personally. In this way, Smeathman’s

>ward i(;rtam ‘needy” Africans couli serve plan recalled the expansionist aims promoted at midcentury by Malachy
U] Postlethwayt, perhaps more than the more limited efforts to promote com-

mercial agriculture in Africa. The peoples of the Grain Coast, Smeathman .

way to salvage his languishing hopes of es- observed, failed to value prlvate property and thus neglected theand’s nat-

under British authority near Sierra Leone. u'rzrbount » Rather than exploiting their potential wealth, “their strength is Vv
erest in the journal of his travels along the , in general exhausted upon silly and trivial exertions.”” Smeathman did not
sufficient subscribers, he could not publish attribute these shortcomings to a natural deficiency among black peoples.
dventurer, nonetheless, was determined to Indeed, he clg_r_lg‘unced those who regarded Africans as inferior to Euro-
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London Quakers, as a group, refused Smeathman’s
in 1783 and 1784. They doubted his integrity and inter
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therefore, embraced the fundamentals of the Sierra
In the fall of 1785 he commented publicly on how

properly conceived, could serve the cause of liberty. New colonies, Gran:
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3, ville Sharp observed, presented the unusual opportunity to design public
e kit e f scratch S N ; NS .
s in St:ltuHQ11§ {r__(sz scratch. Sharp hoped tov revive and txdn‘splant to Westy“»

I Africa the archaic Anglo-Saxon system of franklpledge, which he thought

the only form of government capable of guaranteeing authority, order, and -

hiberty. Like the Georgia_trustees a half century earlier, Sharp wanted to

* forbid thcéngrossmcnt of land in the new colony.
; private landholdings and recommended a day’s 1
exchange, so debtors could clear obligations by ser
flgreat detail, he prescribed the forms of worship he thought most likely to
~encourage the propagation of the gospel among settlers in West Africa.
Because Sharp had given the subject some thought, and because he had a

€8,

arp.

Leone project at once; ,
the proposed settlement, -

He proposed a ban on
abor as the medium of

ice to public works. In

Country Near Four Years (London, 1786), both printed in C. B. Wadstrom, An Essay on

Colonization, Particularly Applied to the Western Coast of Africa . .
1794), 197-209, citations on 200, 201, 203, 204.

79. Smeathman to Lettsom, July 16, 1784,
Writings of ¥. C. Lettsom, 111, 2

-, I, pt. 2 (London,

in Pettigrew, ed., Memoirs of the Life and
75-276. As Deirdre Coleman has pointed out, Smeath-
man seems to have been either deeply ambivalent or thoroughly inconsistent about the
ethics of slaving. In letters to patrons in England, he described in lurid detail the heart-

wrenching misery of captives aboard ships bound for the Americ

as. At the same time, he
seems to have been

a sometime participant in the slave trade, catching slaves for sale in
the years he was catching termites to study. His emancipation scheme p
and opportunity for the unfree and dispossessed. Yet he hoped to create
mndustrious, malleable workers who, as refugees and exi
family,

romised liberty
a settlement of

es, had lost all moorings to
custom, or culture. Coleman, Romantic Colonization and British Anti-Slavery,
30, 32, 38-39, 49-51.
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well-earned reputation as an advocate for former slaves, he would have
substantial influence over the regulations established for the “Black Poor™
sent to Sierra Leone in 1787. Although he took steps to encourage the
cultivation of export crops in the colony, his primary concern was to estab
tlish an exemplary polity in the eastern Atlantic, “A Province of F feedom”

Granville Sharp had transformed a primarily commercial enterprise into a
philanthropic venture that aimed to advance an antislavery agenda.
Antislavery colonization had other advocates as well in the mid-1780s

Before and after Henry Smeathman’s death, the Quaker ingenue Willian;
Thornton promoted a similar project as an antislavery initiative on both
sides of the Atlantic. The native of Tortola in the Virgin‘lslands first took to
the idea in 1784, when he kept company in Paris with Smeathman, who just
then was looking for patrons for his Sierra Leone fantasy. In Lond:)n. a yec;tr
later, Thornton talked up the plan among his Quaker brjethren asa su’re way
to abolish the slave trade. In New York and Rhode Island, where he residec/l
in the late 1780s, he put the scheme before free blacks looking to migrate

to an independent settlement of their own. Like Smeathman, Thornton {}
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hoped to combine commerce and hilanthropy, though, in this case, his
~ : : s 2ol 1 < s b
philanthropy seems to have been more sincere y meant. Thornton placed
less emphasis on the wealth the colony would produce for investors and
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of castoffs from around the British Atlantic. Thorton, by contrast, hop
to bring over to Africa those slaves who had been manumitted iy
Americas.¥!

These proposals differed in aim and purpose from the colonization plans
that dominated antislavery efforts in the United States several decades Iy
during the early nineteenth century. Abolitionists in the carly Republie
would hope to encourage manumissions in America by reassuring thejr
tellow citizens that liberated slaves would leave the nation’s shores Onéé
free. Some colonizationists in the United States did care about the welfare of
black Americans. The projects tended to gain political support in the early

Republic, however, because they seemed to solve the problem of slavery by
‘nidding the nation of black men and women, perhaps entirely. Brit
colonizationists also hoped that liberated slaves would migrate from the
:’plantation colonies to establish new free settlements in Africa. Smeathman,

Sharp, and Thornton, though, had no desire to cleanse the Britisl, Carib-#
bean colonies of its black population. The British public and the British
state, they knew, worried far more about the preservation of wealth and -
power than the promotion of racial purity in the sugar islands. Colonization, -
.~ ¢ ,to these British idealists, represented an effort to reconceive the defimitionof

because a more morally defensible footin

SRS

in 1785 paired an emancipation scheme for the British West Indies with a
proposal to establish a colony of English and black settlers on the African

: ga‘ES?.PPF to put empire on what thiey Considered a more politically favorable

coast. As slavery was phased out in the Caribbean, he argued, new sources

81. Thornton sent details of his scheme in 1789 to the Society for Effecting the
Abolition of the Slave Trade and the Socictie des Amis des Noirs, hoping that abolition-
ists would help defray the initial costs. Even with their lack of support, Thornton gave up
on the project grudgingly. In 1792, he shifted his energies toward sketching a design for
the new United States Capitol in the District of Columbia, for which he is best known by
students of the carly American Republic. But as late as 1791, while in Tortola, his
birthplace, he was petitioning the governing council of the British Virgin Islands to
express enthusiasm for a free settlement in Africa. These activities are now splendidly
detailed in C. M. Harris, ed., Papers of William Thornton, 1, 17811802 (Charlottesville,
Va., 1995), 19-62, 70-85, 99-117, 123-127, 129-130. For an early version of Thornton’s
Africa scheme, see Thornton, “General Outlines of a Settlement on the Tooth or Ivory
Coast of Africa,” ibid., 38-41.
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sment in Africa. These activities are now splendldly
s of William Thornton, 1, 1781-1802 (Clmrlottﬁsv:ll?
23-127, 129-130. For an early version of Thornton's

neral Outlines of a Settlement on the Tooth or Ivory

\//(But undustandy;&

SERTOA, AFRICA \ SoOAND THE oA OF ABOLITION
of wealth could flow into the British Isles from the eastern Atlantic. In the ¥
long run, he insisted, this made good economic sense. “It will hardly be
M
believed,” he wrote of the Atlantic slave trade, “that a commercial nation
extended itself so strenuously to destrO) and exterminate those people who

might have been excellent customers.”s2

The peculiar character of the chief promoters myjured the reputation of

these initiatives at the time and since. A ¢oarse-and grandiose adventurer
(Smeathman), a self-absorbed and immature Quaker (Thornton), and an §
eccentric philanthropist (Sharp) numbered among the most committed
proponents of antislavery colonization. Acquaintances often g(‘)ulﬁgiﬂ}yr
Jjudgment. Smeathman was “always in a huny,j Lettsom reflected in 1787, |
“unfortunate in his projects, and disappointed in most of his schemes.” The |
Reverend Samuel Hopkins of Rhode Island considered William Thornton |
“flighty and unsteady,” as did most of the free blacks in Newport_ and ¢
Boston to whom Thornton failed to sell his.scheme.®* The sympathetic, it/

seems, respected Sharp’s ardor more than his good seuse. This was not, on

the whole, an auspicious collection of leaders for what was, i any case, a
difficult undertaking. The colonization schemes, moreover, left an undlstm~

e

guished legacy. T hey would prove meﬂ"ectwe as an annslavery stmteg) as ] fw-*"

both British and American experience in ‘the nineteenili™ &éntury would ;
.. ?

fsh(m * The future of the British h antislavery moyement, it may seem appar- {

|

ent in retrospect, lay with an attack on the slave trade, not with the modest

and tmsticcesstul a attempts t9 Colonue Africa in the decades that followed e

/ \!

)t happen (once. [again) is as important as \%

‘hat did. “The Varlet) of xantlsldvexy measures floated 1 the &" ?é’%:j
1780s—fr0m comprehensive emancipation to the colonization of il

Africa—underscores tl

detzulm y

OS an

ertainty with which the first antxslave%ac%
ISts proceeded. No one knew which” antlslaverv strateg\ would have thc c

82. Gleorge] Gregory, Essays Historical and Moral (London, 1785), 326-3928.

83. Diary of Thomas Wilkinson. n. d., 1785, Lettsom to William T hornton, Nov. 28,
1786, and Samuel Hopkins to Moses Brown, Mar. 7, 1787, all in Harris, ed., Papers of
William Thornton, 29n, 36, 57n, 58n.

84. Seymour Drescher, The Mighty Experiment: Free Labor versus Slave Labor in
British Emancipation (Oxford, 2002), 88-100. Subsequent antislavery colonization

Projects are discussed in detail in Coleman, Romantic Colonization and British Anti-
Slavﬁry, chaps. 2 and 3.
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best chance of success. Every imaginable means of bringing down the
system looked unpromising. Establishing a “Province of Freedom? ot
West African coast may look wholly inadequate in retrospect. Bug v
Smeathman and Sharp published their colonization schemes in the

. 1780s, few expected that slave trade legislation could become the subject

~ - popularagitation in a
L b Yot 1a

et

: be persuaded to enact abolitionist agitation two decades later. Indeed,

all their limits, this was one clear advantage of the colonsation schem
Y, ;:They could be lagnchggL,bAyﬂ.pri\{,a,gﬁ,ﬁsubgczip{tjgg_gl}il with li;pited state.
assistance. They did not require, necessarily, the cocrcive force of legis]
tion or a direct confrontation with vested interests.

T

Colonization, moreover, made sense in the context of what its prop
nents thought they knew at the time. They simply assumed that the “luxy:

riant” African soil would support agricultural “improvement.” They felt.

certain that local elites in Sierra Leone would accept the presence of col

nial settlers, if those settlers traded peaceably and refrained from participa: -
tion in the slave trade. The antislavery potential of these schemes followeda -
., dogic_comprehensible to utopian reformers-in the late cighteenth century.
Like Maurice Morgann before 1em, theplanners thought change would be -

*
1
3

most easily achieved by modeling alternatives, by allowing the force of ex-
R ;

as pl[}y)ft%{‘]it@g}g&s, as opportunities to nstruct Africans and Europeans alike
abotit their own best interests. West Africans would learn of the European

demand for staple crops. European merchants would discover the riches to

LY

climate. The colonizationists were naive in thinking that lucrative pradctice's
' like the Atlantic slave trade and colonial slavery would be surrendered
voluntarily. They were far too optimistic about how quickly change could
be accomplished this way. The planners, moreover, overlooked or ignored
the obvious obstacles. They disregarded the mortality rates suffered by
migrants to the coast. They recognized only gradually the problem of
controlling the actions of the men and women they sent to Sierra Leone.
They showed little appreciation of the touchy diplomatic questions that
would arise over relations with local elites. And they severely underesti-
mated the financial costs that such an experiment would require. The

vague, unspecific manner in which they invoked-the idea of “Africa” be-

persuaded by the productivity and efficiency of free labor ina _tropical

/
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trayed the ways that the imagination had outraced actual information.85 Yet

these shortcomings, and their consequences, proved far more evident in

retrospect than at the time. Granville Sharp nearly exhausted his personal
wealth to sustain the floundering venture in 1788 because he tho
Sierra Leone project “the most effectual means of des
trade.” The more level-headed Evangelicals gathered around Member of
Parliament William Wilberforce would enidorse the antisla
of the Sierra Leone CXl)eiriiVIvl"lCI‘lbt in 1791 by securing from
government-chartered company

very potential

Parliament a
to place the project on a more secure
financial footing. %6

in_fact, shared

asgﬁi’ilén(i:liAﬁ'i“c‘awpossessgdwsubstantia] natural wealth that could find a prof.

itable market iu;Eu,x;Qpe. The

y both aimed at the same ultimate gi)gl::“’tlle

‘overthrow of slavery in British America. And the chain of effects they

predicted derived from similar judgments about the power of economic

incentive. Outlawing the Aglartic-gtive trade, abohtionists argued, neces-
sarily would clear the way for legitimate commerce with Africa and encour-
age manumission in the British West Indies, predictions that proved nearly
as naive as the faith colonizationists placed in the far-reaching effects that
would follow from a tiny settlement in Sierra Leone. The programs differed
less in assumptions, goals, or rationale than in how and where their propo-
nents elected to intervene. If colonizationists looked with he
ments at the margins of the empire.
established interests at the center.

2pe.fo experi:
the abolitionists chose to challehge
It colonizationists planned to model "
alternatives to slavery, abolitionists hoped to cripple human bondage in the

colonies by preventing planters from purchasing new slaves.

Slgve trade abolition, as a political agenda, had certain a ver ¢
e ; . et . }

bus chapter. No one
i R

on did not require, as emancipation would, a protracted struggle with the
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Postlethwayt, the erstwhile propagandist for the Royal Africa Company.
Benczet dwelled at length on the fertility of the African soil in his three
maJor pubhcatlons on the slave trade, first Prlnted n 1762, 1767, and 1771 177

32

respectlvdy The continent produced “vast quantities of rice and other
grain,” he wrote in Some Historical Account of Guinea, and “plenty of fruits
and roots; palm wine and oyl, and fish in great abundance with much tame
and wild cattle.” Benezet intended these statements to show that European
demand for slave labor destroyed otherwise peaceful and productive so-
cieties. Benezet was far more consistently the moralist. But he followed
Postlethwayt closely when describing how the Atlantic slave trade harmed
African societies and the welcome consequences that would follow from its
abolition. Benezet regretted that by breeding “Confusion and Bloodshed.
and all the Extremities of temporary Misery,” British traders had instilled in/
Africans “a general Detestation and Scorn of the Christian Name.” If Euro-
peans would honor their faith, the “cruel wars amongst the blacks” would
end and, he added, again following Postlethwayt, “a fair and honourable
commerce, in time, take place throughout that vast country.” Benezetin
trath, hdd only the most limited inter est in the gr¢ owth of Atlantic com-
) Quaker schoolteadlu tended‘ t(y)ﬁ;g?
picious of the profit motive. Yet he belicved that even the stdtesmen n-
II)OWQC«IIS to Bwﬂg@ﬂd not 1gnorc the fact that Afrlca held
“vast treasures of materials necessary for the trade and manufactwcs of
Great-Britain” and Could supply “most of the commoditics” typically im-
ported from the colonies.*

88. Anthony Benezet, Some Historical Account of Guinea, Its Situation, Produce, and
the General Disposition of Its [nhabitants; with an Inquiry into the Rise and Progress of
the Slave Trade, Its Nature, and Lamentable Effects; Also a Republication of the Senti-
ments of Several Authors of Note, on This Interesting Subject; Particularly an Extract of a
Treatise Written by Granville Sharp (London, 1772), 22-23, 68, 144; Benezet, 4 Cantion
and Warning to Great Britain and Her Colonies in a Short Representation of the Calami-
tous State of the Enslaved Negroes in the British Dominions (Philadelphia, 1767). 20.
SDCVeral commentators have noted the way Benezet could be cagey about his sources.

avid Brion Davis called attention to Benezet's choice to avoid reference to insurrections
:zd sympathy for slave insurrections in his antislavery tracts. Maurice Jackson has
fmgr;gletsl:‘;de;:;:\\lnlunglv that Benezet likely drew much of his information about Africa
aved men and women he instructed at his school in Philadelphia. Davis,
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Boston abolitionist James Swan also emphasized the benefits the emp

stood to win from a reorganization of the Africa trade. In a couscious g

+ of Anthony Benezet, he described in 1772 how the Atlantic slaye tra
fomented war in Africa, discouraged agriculture, and depopulated the ¢
tinent. And he agreed with Benezet that Britain, therefore, missed an op.
portunity to propagate the Christian religion in Africa. Swan, however,
less hesitant than Benezet to embrace the idea of a commercial en

Ire
Africa. Nor did Swan have

gualms about openly prajsingﬂ,Pyostlethw}l}rt an
his writings. For too long, Swan agreed, the British slave trade had blinded
British merchants to their true interests, so that they
such commodities as Europe might consume”
Years® War, Postlethwayt had been unwilling to espouse slave trade abolj-

tion outright. Despite his growing reservations, he understood

its impor-~
tance to imperial trade. In 1772, 1n_the midst of the Revolutionary move-

‘ment in colonial America, Swan felt able to ¢ 1spense with such caution He

“never once think of
" Writing during the Sev

called on European merchants to give up the slave trade enti

ntirely. In its
place, he offered a variation-oii Postlethwayt’s initial proposal: an establish-
ment of incorporated trading companies that would export European and

American manufactures to the coast in exchange for crops and minerals
drawn from the African soil

These economic arguments on l)ehgﬁl’f of abolition went unnoticed in

. { Britain before the Revolutionary War. British commentators before 1775
. Vg e

N

o })’i‘éiérre(l to castigate” merican colonists for owning slaves. They cared
" rather less about the Atlantic slave trade in African labor. "That_inclina-
tion dissipated as American abolitionists began to point out the. hgpocrisy_‘
. of §ff§f§i""6?ffﬁ§””6ra011iﬂ élzivér;g as the experience of defeat in Bri-
’ tafﬁ}')‘?5}1“1131{33%ﬁ“ﬁ’?‘é"c‘ﬁﬁfﬁ*}“s*é‘?ﬁﬁﬁrof imperial insgim(;;?zxg?;actices.
i Moreover, the postwar schemes to colonize Africa,
tated the evolution of abolitionist argument. If [lenry Smeathman proved

unable to persuade the Society of Friends to support
Sierra Leone in 1783,

as we have seen, facili-

the colonization of
he showed them how to link antislavery with schemes
to improve British enterprise in Africa. The Quaker leadership broached

594; Maurice Jackson, ‘Ethiopia Shall Soon Stretch Her Hands unto God’: Anthony
Benezet and the Atlantic Antislavery Revolution” (Ph.D.

diss., Georgetown University,
2001), 196-197.

89. Swan, 4 Disuasion o Great-Britain and the Colonies, 29.
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“In 1784 James Ramsay still aimed first at the ameliorati

CAL AFRICANS, AND THE iDva O ABOLITION
the issue gingerly in their opening salvo against the slave trade in 1783, al-

luding vaguely to the “rich” “vegetable and mineral productions” of Africa
and the “advantages” to be expected from a “well-regulated commerce,”90

James Ramsay of Teston, however. was the first in Britain to describe n
dctail,\ht\)‘w. gb/gngg;m,Md.vpmmate,&iti&h&gﬂ‘r_g ercial growth. His second
antislavery publication—A4»n Inquiry into the Eﬂf«zctsof Putting a Stop to the
African Slave Trade, and of Granting Liberty to the Slaves in the British
Sugar Colonies (1z§_4)—dealt with the subject at length. In several respects,

the pamphlet simply repackaged ideas that others had floated before. Ram-
say argued that Britain should lead the way in civilizing Africa thereby,
pron}Q[ﬂgﬂg%@ﬁ@fﬂ)ﬂrﬂ.and\dgggg@@nce on European goods. LChe slave trade,
lxe'xi‘i‘)airltgij}_g(l, harmed the national interest. Ramsay deplored a system

-t

that allowed British traders operating on the West African coast to provide

S On this

e

thousands of slaves each.year to French”and Duich ‘merchan

matter; Ramsay could be quite arch. “If we deliberately contribute to our
rivals’ naval importance, shall we deserye pity when we are crushed under
it?” Here was yet another nstance in which private interests had been

permitted to undermune the public good. Ramsay was certain that a com-

modity trade with Africa held out far better prospects for the development
of national wealth. Staple crop production in the eastern Atlantic, more-
over, would prevent further dependence on the strategically vulnerable
Caribbean colonies. As a start in this direction, he recommended the
ntroduction of sugar, tobacco. and indigo in the former Portuguese island
colony of Sao Tomé, where the inhabitants, he noted, already were accul-

turated to Christianity and European mores. From there, “negroe teachers

and artisans”’nﬁght be sent to the African mainland to “instruct anc m

Q“V\Xw%»@xw
prove the heathen.”!

A T e R

n and reform of

slay wJIéwfg'gféwfaeﬁ’("‘fti;B’/cfél)()lition of the slave trade as a means

colonial
omal

90. Society of F riends, London Meeting for Sufferings, The Case of Our Fellow-
Crmtun'.y, the Oppressed Africans, Res/)(fc(ﬁd{)‘ Recommended to the Serious Considera-
tion of the Legislature of Great-Britain, by the People Called Quakers (London, 1783), 5.

91. James Ramsay, 4n nquiry inlo the Effects of Putting a Stop to the African Slave
Trade, and of (}mnling Liberty to the Slaves in the British Sugar Colonics; by the Author
of the Essay on the Treatment and Conversion of African Slaves in the British Sugar
Colonges (London, 1784), 21, 40.
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those hostﬂe to slavery [ocate new avenues for attack. Josiah Tucker took

" accustomed to its artificially inflated price. But if the West Indian colonies
* did pursue independence, Ramsay added truculently, they should be per- -

toward that end. It seemed to him, and others, that abolition of the shav
trade would force planters to take better care of the men, women, ap
children in their charge. In this way, abolition might accomplish the kind ¢
gradual emancipation that he now accepted lay outside the power of Parlis
ment to effect. Butif Ramsay had decided to live with the limits on impe
authority, he remained angered by the audacity of the North America
rebels. And in this, his second antislavery treatise, he made no effort g
disguise his irritation. Rdmsw) ackno“ ledgcd that slave trade abolmo
might drive the West Indlan co]onu,s mnto a umos;r\kwth the new Umted,
States. His own opinion was that a second American Revolution in the‘
"Caribbean was unlikely since the comparatively expensive sugar
tin"the British West Indies could only find a market in Britain, wher

" not have to compete with cheaper French sugar and where consumers were

mitted to go. Instead, Britain should turn to Africa where it might enjoy -
an extensive and free »trdde without the mﬂatxon -producing monopolies
favored b) “the West Indian sugar producers or the unpald debts of Carib-
bean landholders. Indeed, Ramsay seemed to think this, in the long run,
the best way of responding to American independence. If the sun was
setting on the western empire, he thought there dawned in the east hopes
for new enterprise unburdened by ungrateful British colonists.**

The reevaluation of commercial policy after the American_war hel ed

the occasion of the debate iii 8% on Trish Tade duties to call for a restruc:
turing of the sugar trade. And he cast his antislavery proposals as part of a
broader protest against the restraints imposed on British commerce by
mercantilist regulations. Jﬁglze;l}m iucker\ wanted the slave trade abolished
and thought the hidden hand of free markets could do the work. “All the
réasomngs, moral arguments, or eloquence in the world” would achieve
little, he wrote in an echo of John Fothergill, “till some other method can be
devised for sy

lying Europe with sugars, and other produce of the south-
ern climates at a chea;ber rafe than what we receive through the medium of

slavery” Tucker had Tong thoughg’ Flree iabor cheaper" than_ slave labor

Foreign colonies produced sugar at les5 éxpense, he wrote 1n 1785, because

92. Ibid.
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the institution was less brutal and more carefully regulated by metropolitan
authorities. Free Workers in India, he rnoted,Ploduced the ch

of all. Thls proved that “the mhabltants of Great Britain < are tledﬁa&:ﬁwn at
pzesent to such exorbitant prices as the _monopolizing Planter or his agent
shall be pleased to extort from them” and verified “that of al] the monopo-
lies, SIdVCI’) 15 the most prejudicial to the true interests of a great trading
nation.” Jlbemh/duon of Irish trade. then presented..an. QPROItUNItY to

Lleapest sugaz

ABOLITYION .

%expose the nratlondhtles of the mercantilist s

 incréase the demand for cheaper sugars grown by free labor. Unable to fix

prices, British Caribbean planters would no longer be able to compete.
Then imports could be drawn from Africa mnstead, w here, Tucker thoug,ht
they would be found cheapest ofall, since “the sugar-cane grows spontane-
ously,” and “rice, cotton, indico, and other articles of great value, may be
raised with very little trouble.” In less than half a century, as a conse-
quence, “not only Great Britain and Ir. eland, but also all of Europe may he
supplied (if they please) with sugars and all the products of the warmer cli-
mates, without slavery, without colonies, without governments and place-
men, without fees and perquisites, without forts and guarda-costas, without
contracts, and without jobbs 93

In the nineteenth century, the antislavery movement came to serve the

==

broadc

n mercantilism and the promotion of what hlSt()IldllS know
Iee trade imperialismSjust as Josiah Tucker had hoped, ate

elghteenth century, though, most antlsla\ ‘ery cam J)‘uwnels dlsplayed onlv
the most limited mterest n the emerging. science of pohmmcalgug:gono\pi;
Instead, insofar as possible, the abolitionists embraced established ed.ortho-
doxies. They did not want to appeal as 1fthu would innovate too much.
ndeed, in the first vears of the campaign, the (,ommlttec for Effecting the
Abohtlon of the Slave Ti rade declared a commitment to the essential pringci:
ples of mcrcanuhsm Its publicists professed a fidelity to maxims earlier
antlslaverv enthusldsts had rejected, ignored, or slighted: sugar cultivation
was vital to British | nterests: naval strength should remain a priority; com-
petitive advantage should be sought. over European rivals; and British
g00ds ought to be carried in British ships. To these maxims, the abolition-

ists added two corr ectives: slav ery neither-was the only nor the best way to

93. Josiah Tucker, Reflections on the Present Matters in Dispute between Great Britain
and Irelap - (London, 1785), 9. 13, 14, 16, 17.
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cultivate sugar, and the slave trade interfered with the n

PLoganat o

mercial interests in Africa.

These arguments received their most complete elaboration in the wo
ofThgﬂqiglgykson, the driving spirit behind the Committee for Effect;
the Abolition (7)?1(1;8“5121\76 Trade at its founding in 1787 and, in the ey
years, its chief propagandist. His Essay on the Impolicy of the Afvican Sla
Trade Qﬁ) represented the first British antislavery trac

4 ymoral };bbLeni_o/f?s,laxegy

i

rafige of arguments on behalf of legitimate commerce that had circulated
Britain since Postlethwayt published in the 1750s, 1f not before. Indee
Clarkson explicitly cited Postlethwayt to show that even erstwhile defend:
ers of the slave trade preferred an export trade in tropical produce once
they understood the vast gains that abolition would yield. Clarkson de:
parted from his predecessors, however, by putting empirical meat on the

theoretical bone_swgﬁf__@_b()litionislg argument. He armed himself with spe-

ation’s true ¢

NN

0. DASS v

entirely and confine itself exclusively to the polit
J . . ‘e e .
cal and economic case for abolition. It synthesized and publicized th

e wide

cifics. He tabulated the potential value to British manufacturers of African-

woods, spices, dyes, and medicines; he calculated the advantage of pur-
* chasing rice, indigo, and tobacco from Africa rather than America; he

- recounted, one individual at a time, the loss of twenty-two of the twenty-five

1
i

i and he relayed anecd

: British sailors employed on a recent slaving voyage;

after

Ciman i o

he cited twenty-six

| plantations where planters cultivated sugar without purchasing new slaves;

lote evidencing that good treatment and \}
plentiful provisions resulted in productive and ‘l‘eggs;ébellious workers. All |

of the data served to buttress tll‘éﬂﬁé’;‘éﬁﬁﬁfﬁbolishing the slave trade would
further commerce, promote manufactures, and boRFRETONS [strengthi*

By the time Clarkson pubﬁéhéd in the summer of 1788, Just five years

after Smeathman first circulated his colonization scheme, the

\ henefits ¢

f legitimate commer

i abolitionist

cirgles. Baptist min

e had

ister Robert Robinson told his Cambridge

congregation that “the numerous -emoluments of African cominerce are
capable of amazing augmentation.” In Birmingham, Joseph Priestley spoke
of purchasing sugar_from Africa with British_manufactures and “without

94. Tlhomas] Clarkson, An Essay on the Impolicy of the African Slave Trade (Lon-
don, 1788), Postlethwayt cited on 25-26.
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A ATRICANS, anp THE IDERA or ARGILITION

the expense of settling and defending plantations of our own.” A black
writer in Britain cataloged for Charles Jenkinson, the first minister of trade,
the many benefits that slave trade abolition might bring. “A commercial
Intercourse with Africa,” Olaudah Equiano explained, “opens an inex-
haustible Source of Wealth to the manufacturing interest of Great Britain;
and to all which the Slave Trade is a physical Obstruction.” “The Popula-
tion, Bowels, and Surface of Africa abound in valuable an
the hidden treasures of Countries will be brought to light and Circulation.”
“Industry, Enterprise, and Mining will have their full Scope, proportiona-
bly as they civilize. In a Word, it lays open an endless Field of Commerce to
the British Manufacturer and Merchant Adventurer,”9

d useful Returns;

husiasm for British expansion into Africa

may seem deeply ironic, if not tragic. Later generations i West Africa and |
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assertion of imperial authority and the -expansion of British comme
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The Conflict Resolved



