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Preface

l I 1sTORIANS who believe history to be the story of man’s rise to
civilization tend to define civilization to include the acceptance

by all classes of their place within the socioeconomic system. The
history that results, even when it appears in a liberal guise, is essen-
tially that of accommodation and acceptance. This is the “bor
style that was fundamentally challenged by C. L. R. Ja
Marxist interpretation of the Haitian slave revolutic
Aptheker in his pioneer study of American negro sl
slaves worked on the land,” wrote James in 19
tionary peasants everywhere, they aimed at !
oppressors.” Likewise, Aptheker demolished
moonlight” myths of the southern United Stat
slave revolts were occasional aberrations, con
“discontent and rebelliousness were not only
but, indeed, characteristic of American negro
at a slavery conference in 1976, he went f
assert that “resistance, not acquiescence, is
Aptheker’s clarion call in 1976 and James
struggle led by Toussaint I'Ouverture were p
this book, which seeks to achieve for the sl
Indies what James and Aptheker did for tk
United States. Coming a generation late:
bound in some respects to go even further
short of the pioneer populists’ pure Marx
slavement was clearly part of that pe
g‘Ct consigned by traditional historiog
ut having decided that slave resistan
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Preface 13
that white writers have more often than not distorted tl.1e account, one
is still left with th(? n_eed to analyze the degrees of resistance open to
slaves and the var-la_thrrlsrlpr[e.‘_'q!‘t}s from place to place and from time
to time. Doing SO involves de.l_umun_g the mdns,ungt_hoq;.&lgq wen
resistance and accommodat_lon, or between true political resistance
and apparent accommodation. On.e must de.ade not just why at a

iven time some slaves rebelled, while others did not, but—most diffi-
cult and contentious of all—why, at every stage, some actually collabo-
rated with the dominant class, while others risked all to rebel. Histo-
rians who seek to restore an independent ideology to the Afro-

American slaves must acknowledge that such an ideology was surely
more complex than the simple reactive ethos suggested by Aptheker
and James.

Above all, the ideology of resistance to slavery in the Americas was
not simply an extension of an external ideology, any more than Afro-
American resistance was simply a phase in a progressive scenario
dreamed up by certain Eurocentric historians. Yet the very idea that
slave resistance was not an isolated phenomenon but part of a con-
tinuum is an aid to understanding. West Indian slaves inherited and
melded traditions of resistance both from the Amerindians, whom
they largely replaced, and from their own African forebears. They
also bequeathed a tradition to their Afro-Caribbean descendants, who
formed a downtrodden black majority even after formal slavery had
ended. The Amerindian and African backgrounds form the sub-
stance of my Introduction; what happened to the former slaves after
slavery ended is the subject of the book’s brief Epilogue.

In considering actual slave revolts, I started with a rather oversim-
ple formulation predicating a tripartite, sequential model of slave
revolts and a set of four “conducive situations.” I divided revolts into
those of the maroon type, those led by unassimilated Africans, and
the late slave rebellions led by creole (colony-born) members of the

-

slave elite. My preliminary analysis borrowed from many different = -

theories of popular rebellion and suggested that resistance might
flare into revolt under conditions of extreme oppression, where unas-
similable elements were found in the subject population, where the
forces of control were weakened, or where slave expectations became
frustrated .3 »

At the general level this analysis still has its merits, chief being its
concentration on intrinsic forces and the playing down of abstract and
€Xtraneous influences, including all the ideologies of the Age of Revo-
lution (1775-1815) that loom so large in many accounts. Yet as 1
wrote T found it necessary to refine and expand my initial analysis
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simple rebellions an s
it was necessary to
actual revolts, or rather, EWe
came to nothing were clearly of a | ‘
than a prolonged revolt or a mass ARG AWAY: |
simply aborted revolts, at least Potenttally similar
barely embryonic, mere mutterings of disconte
the masters’ fears, rather than real threats to the regime.
One of my basic assumptions is that the slave system wz
largely by the slaves. But one must not understate the com
the shaping. The first, and shortest, of this book’s five parts a
plantation slave society and reevaluates forms of resistance s 0
rebellion with the slaves’ influence on the system in mind. I attemp

80 beyond the simple analysis of day-to-day resistance first p
by Raymond and Alice Bauer i

Cooperation proposed by Kenneth Stampp in 1

the refinements made by George Frederick
I a seminal article in 1967.5 Not only

toward_imposed labor and the mag
sub'o.rdmate'd People) be divided into
poh'tlcal Tésistance, but slaye attitud

8€ itself was most dan €rous t,
Part Ope j an BESALD them,
extended prole . Th :
naty p ; prolegomenon € core :
Conﬁ":il}’;na cc;nsxderatnon of actual slave plots and revg]ftst e book is, ]
MOTe than 3 ghing 2 British West Indies, which <. Though |
a third of the Caribbean region or includederrncolnprised 3
o .

re than a



colonies, exdudiﬁg, 1

muda and British Honduras and
the “marginal” colonies of The
occurred at the same time as serious
slavery period.® SRENCE
Following my original formulation, P
deal successively with maroons (es t]
rican-led revolts, and with the revolts that
formative period between the ending of the
1808 and the freeing of the British slaves in 18
the rather more extended treatment I now thi
{ transitional period that coincided with the American,
Haitian revolutions] These four core sections emphasize :.
lation, rather than the separation, of types and phases of revolt. They
illustrate how the maroons continued to provide an admired example
for rebellious slaves even after most maroon groups had come to «
terms with the slaveholding class and show that the pull of Mother
Africa remained strong even after the umbilical cord had been cut in
1808. These sections also show that/creole and elite slaves were promi-
nent in slave unrest far earlier than has previously been thought: the
two groups dominated the Jamaican slave of 1776 and were of
critical importance in the Antiguan slave plot forty years earlier. In-
deed, in Barbados, the first of the British sugar colonies, Governor
Willoughby as early as 1668 said, in effect, We can control the Af-
ricans by mixing the tribes, but what will happen when all our slaves
are creoles?” The discoveries that I have made all contribute to the
devaluation of outside influences upon slave attitudes and behavior.
Slave revolts, particularly their leadership, were seldom as blind
and insensate as the master class averred. At every stage there was far
more planning and calculation than any whites recognized. Just as
Caribs consciously played the English off against the French, gnd
maroons cannily played off white smallholders and ranchers against
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the owners of the capital and labor-ir
within the plantations slaves secretly
exploiting the planters’ fear of rebelli
cost the slaves less than actual revolt. A
tWest African and Afro-Caribbean folklore,
to the slaves as were the real-life heroes
Slave leaders were quite capable of utilizing the i
of Revolution when it suited them and were able to
sympathetic liberals without subscribing to liberal ide
a superficial way. The slaves even molded and used Ch

ways beyond the imagination of earnest and self-del 1

aries. L.
What, then, motivated slaves? And what was their ide
brief, slaves always resisted slavery and the plantation
ling where they could or had to. Their aim was that c
people—that is, of the vast majority throughout histe
make, or to re-create, a life of their own in the circumstan
they found themselves. This desire, simple and informal
was, amounted to a popular ideology even more important th:
which justified and explained the slaves’ subjugation.
The four situations conducive to slave rebellions that I origi
identified possibly mislead as much as they inform. They do no
dress themselves as much to the causes as to the occasions or for
slave revolts. Because they ignored the underlying ideolog
ture—of resistance they were boupd to seem contradictory ar
to perpetuate in the analysis the ignorance and p.uzzlgment
temporary whites. Surely, some slaves—like all subject peop
icht rebel when they were treated too harﬁgly; some slaves m
mlge | more readily than the others, and some might look espe
::,portunities offered by the temporary weakness of the m

: ight rebel only when their slow, insensible gains
while oth:irsz:‘:Snone of these conditions was necessarily cond
threatene I- ‘eir arvOgANE assumption of cultural superiori
ng. In er, whites were lulled or confused by those slaves
superior p(l)lw r;del‘ severe conditions, by those slaves thought
worked well U “actually collaborated, by the numbers of slaves
implacable who fight against rebels, and

ial defense or to
volunteered for colo m ntent with the gains they |

. ‘ ~slaves 3 last and P




prefer the former,

tal in the passage of

notion that an unequiv
exaggeration, if not a da
Marxist optimism could
forward, that the fori

modity producers in the e
Revolution is around the corn
dian, maroon, and slave resi
mythology of independen
gion, along with worthy cam,
Afro-Caribbean peasants an
that the spirit represented by
front of Duvalier’s palace in |
expressed in the designat




