African English Colonial American Slavery Sentiment and Practice:  Racial legalized and Preserved
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We were carried to these white people’s country to work for them…we conducted immediately to the merchants yard, where we were pent up together, like so many sheep in a fold, without regard to sex or age…Why are we torn from our family and friends, to toil for your luxury and lust of gain?

During the European colonization of America the English colonist used speculations on biological racial classifications, religious affiliation and undeniable economic and productive benefit (Labor) to rationalize the legalization and racialization of English Colonial slavery.  
The racial speculations, for the most part, came to fruition in England.  The ideas spread globally and were eventually adopted by the English colonist as part of the justification for enslaving African immigrants and colonists.  The exploitation of the African immigrants and colonists helped to remedy the English colonial labor dilemma.  In addition the labor helped to uplift the English colonial economy, infrastructure and colonial ethos/culture.  The developments, which were mostly afforded through exploit, combined to allow for the creation of the independent English America. 
The Science of Racial Hierarchy
“Order is heaven’s first law; and, this confessed, some are, and must be, greater than the rest.”

One European philosophy came to fruition during the period of American colonization.  The approach was scientific: anthropologic and was accepted as such.  The claim was that there were biological differences between the races (Euro-African-Hispanic-Asian).  Historian’s claim that the English colonies were, “a society whose leaders and intellectuals did not doubt the propriety of racial ranking- with Indians below whites, and blacks below everybody else.  Under this universal umbrella, arguments did not contrast equality with inequality”
   

The sentiment was elaborated upon to claim that the differences accounted for varying levels of psychological, intellectual and physical development.  The designations favored the Euro heavily over the African race.  In the present day the author, historian and intellect Michael L Blakey explains the detriment to the logic.  Blakey asserts that the “simplification” of racial categories, to superior and inferior, leads to “a lack of criticism that does not empower or enable human progress.”
  

The reality is that the “identification of blacks as separate and unequal species had obvious appeal as an argument for slavery”.  
Furthermore one slave owner proclaimed, in response to Morton’s Crania Aegyptiaca, that “We…should consider him as our benefactor, for aiding most materially in giving to the Negro his true position as an inferior race.”
 

The classifications installed a sensation into the Euro that helped to rationalize the enslavement of the lowest status.  The African was dominated and enslaved, by Europeans and Iberians, partially upon the principles of racial hierarchy.  Not to be outdone the English colonial white slave owner promoted, perpetuated and justified the oppression and enslavement of Africans partially based on the scientific sentiment.
One of the most notable and venerated Anthropologist, Charles Darwin, speaks to the heathenism and incivility of the manipulation, when he stated, “If the misery of our poor be caused not by the laws of nature, but by our institutions, great is our sin.”  (Charles Darwin- Voyage of the Beagle-)

African Faith (Muslim) vs. English (Christian)
(Generalized for time)
The designation of racial inferiority to the African existed alongside the idea that religious affiliation was rationale for enslavement.  The rationale proclaimed that the African was heathenize and non-Protestant (Muslim).  Therefore, the African could be enslaved for the purposes of giving them an “opportunity” to be closer to “God’s people”.
White slave owners toted themselves as helping the African “heathen people” to gain access to the “immunities afforded to Christians”.  The colonies used the Africans religious status as a means to make racial English colonial slavery.  In the early process to make racial the English colonial slave structure, one rationale for disproportionate enslavement of Africans over any alternative asserts that, “If they [African indentured and slaves] proved ungovernable they could be chastised with less qualms and with greater severity than in the case of whites.”  The premise for the common sentiment was often that degrading the African was more moral than enslaving whites, “because the negroes represented heathen people who could not claim the immunities afforded to [white] Christians.”
 
The slave owning predominantly Christian English colonist claimed to be allowing the African’s to escape damnation.  The slave owners insisted that through enslavement the Africans could be saved.  Ironically, the slave owning mentality was obnoxious and heathenize.  Furthermore, the enslavement of human beings is not a way to gain atonement from the heavens.        

In addition to justifying enslavement the racial hierarchy ignored the reality of any African societal, religious, philosophical, civil, explorative and industrial accomplishments.  Furthermore there is overwhelming proof that Africa, and all the other minimized racial classifications, had achieved respectively their own religious and civil successes equal to or above the developments in Europe.  In direction contradiction to European action the commonly accepted faith of the enslaved African proclaimed in its guiding text that,

“Allah desires no injustice to his creatures” [Koran 3:108]
Regardless, the realities to African equivalency to and advance of Euro people were ignored.  To the contrary Scientific/Anthropological speculations, not historical reality, were accepted by slave owning English colonist.  The result was the rationalization for installing racist institutions into American society.  In short, the status of “black” as inferior to “white” allowed for white colonial Americans to justify the enslavement, and minimization of African American’s.  

Productive Benefits of African English Colonial Slavery
“It is significant to note that the first [African’s] in the New World were not from Africa but from Europe.  Their involvement in the European exploration of the New World in the fifthteenth and sixteenth centuries is an important commentary on the connections that had developed between Europe and Africa by that time.”

By the 15th century the Europeans saw the connections as a means to exploiting the Slave system of Africa to build the European empire in the “New World”.  During the period the, “Europeans were becoming accustomed to having [Africans] to their work; and already they were looking into the possibility of using them in other ways.”   Therefore it was logical that “as the Europeans turned their eyes towards the New World they would enlist the services [enslave and exploit] of the Africans”.
  In short, during their imperial conquest of the New World, European colonists were never without the assistance of the African indentured, soldier or slave. 
Following the lead of European and Iberian imperialist and 15th century exploitation, the English colonies utilized and benefited from African slavery.  The benefits came in many forms.  Initially slave labor was beneficial for stimulating the production of produce and other staples.  Eventually the trafficking and utilization of African slave labor helped to produce individual and economic benefits.  In addition the Carribean-English colonial connections bolstered the infrastructure of the English colonies.  African American slaves “were used in the construction of houses and forts in New Haven and New Hampshire.”  It is also notable that “By the middle of the century the refugees at Providence had found it desirable to employ [African American slaves] to help in the establishment of their colony.”
  Throughout colonial history, however, the benefits mostly themed around the intense and productive solution the African slaves became to the English colonies labor problem.  

The African American slaves were toted as very durable and tithe able people.  The assertions were proven true; for the African people are a strong and resilient people.  The abilities of the slaves filled the need for productive labor in the English colonies.  “It appeared to be the only solution to the problem of labor, and these colonists were not inclined to shrink from the enslavement of people if such a procedure was to have a salutary effect on the economic life of the colony.”
 
Colonial Economic Gain from African Trafficking
The narrative surrounding the English Colonial entrance into the African slave trade asserts that:  In short, a fleet of Slave ships would leave Europe or the Iberian Peninsula (predominantly Dutch prior to the establishment of the England Royal African Slave Company) and travel to Africa.  The fleet would trade European goods for African captives.  The captives were then brought to the colonies by the euro or Iberian slave transporters (middle passage).  The journey may or may not include a stop in the Caribbean.    

The Slaves were an important commodity to the “Atlantic market”.  The Atlantic market represented the vast and complex amount of communication which took place between purchaser (demand) and seller (supply).  The intense level of communication helped to establish common sentiment around Africans as amazingly durable and accessible purchases.  

After dissolution of the English Royal African Company in 1696 the African slave market was un-monopolized.  New Englanders and other slave exporters took advantage of the business opportunity. As a result, the supply of slaves that England was responsible for transporting, to the Spanish Caribbean and English colonial mainland, was far beyond their capabilities.  In 1713 the English mainland was forced to welcome the colonies into the slave trading loop.  New Englanders made a substantial profit from the transportation of slaves into the Caribbean and colonial England.  The income made the continuance of the trade very lucrative “; for the demand for able bodied field hands was so strong in the plantation colonies and the price was so high that the New England merchants could not resist the temptation to sell…”

The English colonies and the Caribbean
The Atlantic market, however, did not only traffic African slaves in addition it included many goods, luxuries and staples.
Staples, however, were not only sold across the Atlantic market.  There was an extreme demand for food in the Caribbean islands.  The islands Slave traffickers needed the food to feed African slaves.  
“These planters [Caribbean slave traffickers] relied almost entirely on imports of corn, salted pork, beef, and fish produced in mainland colonies from Virginia north to New England.”
  

The African slaves often were transported from Africa directly to the Caribbean.  In the Caribbean the slaves would be conditioned or broken-in by the slave traffickers.  The conditioned African slaves would then be marketed to the rest of the New World.  
“To English colonist, the Caribbean was central-…the main market for agricultural staples from the [English colonial] mainland…and the primary destination for English and colonial slave ships departing from Africa.”
   

The English colonist made a noticeable profit from the trading and selling of food to the Caribbean islands.  The islands mostly cultivated sugar, tobacco or other cash crops.  Both the slave owning and non-slave owning English colonist made a fair deal of profit from the trading of staples to the Caribbean colonies.  The market of food was essential to the success of the Caribbean island slave enterprise and the development of the English Colonies.  
English Caribbean history contributed in important ways to the growth of the Northern mainland colonies…Indeed, for much of the colonial period, shipments of slaves to North America constituted a mere side business for the main enterprise of supplying the Caribbean slave labor market.
 
The intense trade between the English colonies and the Caribbean relied on the African’s durability and their cost efficient and seemingly endless, productive and convenient supply.  

“Indian servitude and slavery were abject failures, and the attempts proved fruitless and wasteful.  The white servants were found to be unsatisfactory” For one, “there was no possibility that the supply [white labor] would satisfy the demand” In addition indentured servitude, mostly after 1640, was open to only white people.  The “perpetual servitude” of the African American slave “seemed inexhaustible and…presented none of the problems that white servants presented.”
  Therefore African American slaves were more productive, conveniently and morally enslaved, and conveniently relied upon to supply the demand for labor.

African Contribution to English colonial Infrastructure
Colonial American slaves were mostly used to plant and cultivate cash crops and produce.  The product would then be sold or traded locally before being sent abroad.  The local trade market helped to stimulate the colonial infrastructure and trade with the Native Americans.  The Caribbean connection combined with the local trade market to raise the English Colonial standard of living.  

The standard of living hike was both collective and individual.  The collective gain was observed in the advances the colonies made at the expense of exploited African immigrants and colonist.  The collective gain resulted from a collaboration of individual profit.  Taxes were one way in which the collective white freed could contribute to uplifting the colonies.  “New England saw fit to place a duty on imported Negroes.  In 1705 Massachusetts imposed a levy of 4$ per person, and in 1711 Rhode Island imposed a levy of 3$ for each Negro bought.”  The duties were enacted “primarily for revenue.”

In addition, the income from slave labor produce was often taxed by mainland England.  The taxation is commonly explained as mercantilism.  The Navigation Acts were one enactment which symbolizes the mainland taxation of the colonies.  As a result the mainland received incredible revenue.  England used the revenue towards the betterment of its nation and the defense of its colonies.  In short, the basic standard of living rose incredibly, for the English and English colonist, after the adoption of predominantly African chattel slavery.  

The individual increase in the standard of living allowed for the accumulation of excess.  Individual colonist gained profit which naturally resulted from the selling of produce and not having to compensate the laboring slave.  The excess was sold, by individual slave owners, inland or abroad for additional profit.  The profit was often used by non-slave owners towards philanthropic acts.  In contradiction the slave owners used the excess profit as capital (for purchasing more slaves), upkeep (minimal slave rations and housing) and leisure (native items and oversee products).  In any case the cycle was vicious, constant and economically lucrative to all parties involved, besides the African slave, in the elaborate trade system.  Therefore, “down to War for Independence New England merchants regarded the slave trade as vital to their economic life and the very heart of the highly profitable triangular trade.”
 
An additional benefit of African slavery, to America’s development, was its allowance of the English colonist to fight for independence from England.  The American slave labor structure allowed the English colonies to become economically independent from the English.  The allowance of economic independence made self-sustainability and defense feasible.   

Pre-dating predominant African American slavery the colonies had not been able to claim economic independence from their homeland.  Economic independence and self sustainability was afforded to the colonies mostly through the utilization of African slave labor and the supplying of the Caribbean market.  The reality of economic independence and self sustainability can be feasibly toted as contributing greatly to the colonies fight towards independence.    
US Colonial Chattel Slavery Made Racial

 Slavery in colonial America initially made no exceptions based on race.  The first chattel slaves in the English colonies were of a variety of racial complexions.  
“Chattel slavery in the North American colonies preceded the arrival of the first African men or women, who came to Virginia in 1619.”

The first chattel slaves were white, mostly poor, indentured servants whom arrived in the English colonies and found themselves “manipulated in the interests of the [Virginia] Company” and “held in servitude beyond a stipulated term,”
 
Furthermore the system of indenture “tended to pass into a property relation which asserted a control of varying extent over the bodies and liberties of their person during service as if they were things,”

It is also notable that the status of the first generation of African English Colonial immigrants was free rather than servant.  In 1624 the first African English colonial baby was born.  The mother was a free African Women named Isabell Williams.  
Perhaps the historically most important Black women of the first generation of Africans was Isabell Williams.  Her marriage to Anthoney, who had been on the same ship, resulted in the birth of probably the first Black child in America.  Baby Williams made his auspicious appearance in 1624.  The threesome was not listed as servants on the official registry, indicating that they were most likely free persons in the colony.
 
The selling and purchasing of indentured servants and slave occurred across racial and cultural lines.  One instance occurred in 1609 when a white man named Henry Spelman was “sold to a group of Native Americans by Captain John Smith.  In the same year, Thomas Salvage was traded to Native Americans for one of their own servants.”
 
In addition, there were instances in which free African colonist purchased slaves.  “Anthony and Mary Johnson…managed to gain their freedom and acquire a respectable estate of 250 acres…the Johnson’s operation was large enough to demand the labor of indentured servants and one black slave…Johnson traded with his white neighbors and hauled them into court when they attempted to take advantage of him.”
 
The activity of purchasing slave labor and access to due process of law, made the Johnson’s aware of and able to receive equality.  Regardless of the initial sense of racial equality early separations in designation were observed in the varying sentences imposed upon “black” and “white” indentured laborers.  In the case where both “black” and “white” servants were caught attempting an escape the “black” servants received life terms of servitude while the “white” servants received an extension.  Through legal processes and social acceptance the institutions of the European chattel slavery and African indentured servitude were replaced with solely African chattel slavery.  
No African man or women who set foot in Virginia after 1640 had the benefit of indenture’s or the hope that their “service” would be anything but lifelong….In that year a black servant, John Punch, and two white servants were found guilty of attempting to run away from their master in Maryland.  The white were sentenced to four additional years of service, but Punch was to serve his master ‘or his assigns for the time of his natural life here or elsewhere’.

“Legalization” of African Slavery
The later in ignorable economic benefits of African slavery combined with overwhelming and accepted promotions of racial inferiority led the popular sovereignty of the colonies to legally place racial stipulations on slavery.  Acting upon the in ignorable, the colonies, throughout the colonial era, drafted and enforced a series of legislate which adjusted the designation of colonial slavery to being based on race.  Regardless of any justification or rationale for the enslavement of African’s, reality leads us to the conclusion that “The desirability of a permanent labor force led to the establishment of slavery by custom before it was firmly entrenched by legal recognition.”
 

As early as 1661 Virginia firmly legitimized the disproportionate enslavement of African immigrants and African Americans.  There was no statutory recognition of slavery in Virginia until 1661.  Steps in that direction had earlier been taken by modifying the definition of the condition of persons legally recognized as servants.  “Most of the…[African American slaves]…brought into Virginia after 1640 had no indentures or contracts and could not look forward to freedom after a specified term of service…The initial laws and those of succeeding years were designed to secure for the whites the title to negroes so that they could be held in perpetual servitude.”
 

The change placed African immigrants and colonist the only viable Colonial English slave.  The adjustments were accepted through popular sovereignty and implemented by law.  Local militia and courts imposed the laws.  The laws were drafted, in part, and taking context into consideration, because the popular sentiment was that the Native American and the white’s were not reliable, durable and easily subject able people.  

In the early colonial period the institution of slavery made a complete transformation to disproportionately designating chattel slave status to African servants.  The transformation was accompanied by the change in import from African indentured servants to solely African chattel slaves.  The changes occurred partially as a result of dominating European scientific philosophies concerning the classification and statuses of the human races.  Additionally undeniable economic and developmental benefits of slavery were a major motivator for the racial construction.  
Post-Colonial period-Present
The inherently racist (superiority & inferiority) construction would be forever engrained in the ethos of English America.  The racial construction was inbuilt mostly by the racist, slave owning declarers of independence and the constituents whom drafted the English American constitution.  Through indulging in the structure set before them the venerated American “founding fathers” gained individual accumulations of wealth, ergo political representation and power.  The founders used their positions to create legally binding compacts which established the white dominated “Union” of America.  The “Union” thrived in a nation afforded to it by African slave labor.

The “Union” would be defended, preserved and perpetuated beginning with its birth and continuing to present day America.  The institution of African American slavery, however, would eventually be abolished.  Unfortunately the abolition of slavery did not put to end the ideas and actions based on racial hierarchy.
  

The next century would prove as unsuccessful as the last.  Racial hierarchy survived the failed initiatives “Brown vs. Board (1954)” and the “Civil Rights Act of 1964”.  The majority of African American children continue to receive minimized educations in uneducable conditions.  In addition the rights of African Americans to protection and aide were invalidated through governmental inaction.  In 2005 the government ignored the devastation of “Hurricane Katrina”, in New Orleans.  The initial abandonment went for around five days before the government aided the stranded American victims.  The devastation ended, displaced and generally affected many American lives.  The majority of the American citizens devastated by Hurricane Katrina were African American.  The disaster and the disenfranchisement of African American access to adequate support and upward mobility is sad, historically founded, un-American and immoral.
The United States must work towards adjusting the racial hierarchies still prevelant in American culture.  The reality will forever remain that many varying races are present in sub-cultures throughout the United States.  The sub-cultures, which make up America, all have had extremely important roles in the development of the nation.  

Unfortunetely, racist historical ideology is perpetuated through the disenfranchisement and neglect of African Americans.  America must shed its ignorance and accept responsibility for its history.  The amendment process could then occur.  The Ammendment could simply be the dispersion of American privileges to All Americans equally.  

America could then fulfill itself.  America could become a nation, based on a concept beyond the restrictions and burden of race.  The new America could be a place where any culture could learn to co-exist resourcefully, civilly and co-operatively.  The nation could work to fulfill positive principles.  The principles could call for the collective to work together to secure the extension of all lives on Earth through civil and resourceful means.  The logic which allows for today’s thinking can be credited to America’s historical multi-cultural interactions.   
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