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' The example I w1Il us is t e, rofOund ;remterpretatlon that
the study of United States lavery h passeql thrqugh in the course
of the last quarter of ace tury x}ee large themes in the study .,
of slavery have | undergonj‘ revision in the course of those years| '

" The first is the impact of [slavery ypon blh«:ts the second is thj: -

" profitability of :laveryr as an e n}o jc:institution; and 'the third .
is the comparative hlsﬂtory of sla vér lin the New World. : :

The story. of the transformation begins ‘Iuth Ulrich B, Phillips; .
for it was h1s i terpthlan n of slavycry that/was first overturned
Although Phill ps praduced a arge body. § work on slavery, his
prmc1pal book was ,A er i:an Negro avery, which wasifirst pub:

interpretation - of |the three

ttle space to a cdmpanson
parxson was a very | brief one
hgh in drawing it ie made
d to ourr first themg, that is, -
y 'h¢rz as plenty of goercion

1, {hut in; comparison| with the
harshness of t e Roman|| [ American régime .was, essen-
tially mild.”? n his | bo k P‘ llﬁps epljjed Ameriéan - lavery as

ere generally well cared-|
nished no more- severely than
| or Wi 1te indentured servants.
T x’s and most white schol-
¥ twentieth century, Phillips
. human behavior tpia consid-
'emble though us ally uns emﬁed exi nt It is not surprising
therefore that Phillips and. the majdrity of American historians |
- who followed his 1 ad’ should see theli eﬂic1enc1es of slavery and |
- the 'social and moral behavior ;of blagks. nder slavery as a result ‘
of the Negro's race and not as a consequ nnce of slavery. As Phillips | -
‘said when confParj ng Romin and sp ‘Jthe*,m slavery, the|character |
-~ of the two systems|diffgred- eéause tl}ie‘ race of the slave differed. |. .
nclyded; “the slaves Were negroes .who for the |

In the South, he ¢

most part were by racial ¢ uality syb
light-heartéd instead ofl glogmy, ingrati
whose very ldefects“ 1m11ted pa}ema isr

-1 Ulrich Bomhell Phlllipq, meri in Negro §
2 Ibid., 391-802. j %
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Althdugh Phalhps is sL)m gimes talled an a;a"loéis; for|slavery, -
the charge is not strictly’ dccufidte. Phi ips's work makes quite clear -
that he hought the endxﬁg Y Wi inah] 3t his reason \
fot thinking so was not t'nat,"i Ty ad fc blacks foj he was |

“not at all sure thqt it wa,” |

| tageous Eqr whites. “B)’ '

at were .
: nce and
carrying charges g In sh rt Phllllps s i 'terpre ion of the second
theme wps that slavery w}as unproﬁtabl to the,, individual planter, ' .
| whatevef value it mlghth ial/control over black . |
people. ' oo o
Phillips’s conceptmn a y [in g impa‘ct;o? blacks
and unpyofitable for whi inate 'A erpretation|of slav-
_ery untj} the late 1930s at istorians, it is true| denied
_his racisg explanations a well as hls descriptions of slavery as pa-
temalmt cl and a few white economic historiang lisagreed with his .
¢se dissentdrs were

a dlstl q mmonty ! : _ -
The;dissenters, howéve ‘ ‘dfter the
pubhc tion m 1956 of %ﬁiar In-
iplogical |
: as quite ,
exphcx e assumption that |-
“innatél hi with blagk skins,
] of slavery|in The
Phillips’s. [[n place
of a berlign system, Stampp portrayed ope in i 's'hxhen '
was harsh 4nd constant, work onerous and contin
ance by the slaves mdespreqd and justi ed Mdﬂ'
| lips, Stay pp concluded that slaVery '

"8 1bid., 384 4-392 : :

4Tlhe' principal dhsepter on; the questxon of p ;ﬁtabxhty
tory of Agriculture in the Sou{hzm Umzcd States 10-
1988y, |-}
.| = 8Kennetl M. Stampp, The Pcculmr Imhtutwn Slavery
- (New Yotk, 1956), vll K o
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-Phllhps was in fatlnig to lopk be (s}
complished?

once that assumption is' made certaj
havior art precluded or atjleast made

slaye systems. Sthm p s interpretatjo n’ow largely supplanted Phil
‘jﬁs-that evolution in mterprr:tatlon ac

The starting pomt was u‘ndou te ly Stampp s assumption that
black slaves were no;more than “white’ men with black skins.” For

the Umted StatPs at other

mterpretations of|slaves’ be;
difficult to accépt. [No | ngey

carl their behavior b Jexpl ined by re
differences from ‘w ites, but must,
context of historical lor cultural expe:
the powet qf the mdster, which defe

'mstead ‘be ‘examined in the

erence to blologlcal or g netig

ience. [For Stampp that meant
mmed the environment that

sh

e i‘ay, for e
"to ] e sought in the pperation-of the

ped the life of the slave| Slipshod Work by slaves could no longer

racter of blacks, ag it was by
ample Its source
ystem. of p()wér that was slav-

did fot bring a ‘wealth of new

evidence to bear o the uestlon o how ‘sla.ve affect d blacks,
for he did. But the elevanice and si Ficance of that nev ev1dence :
in he qatne to it with a new concep-
It is. oteworthy in this regard that [the kinds ..
tised AWere- generatly the same as Phillips's,
and p mted lne'raty records from the time of

)

“In ttymg to expla En wh'
& overttftrnmg of .
of ow Stampp's co: ceptl' n of slave1 y superseded Phillips’s m the

shifts orcur in hxstorlcal inte pretanon .

ER
i

A
1 eo s1deru]|g here s

th t is mOre a matt"

but only a few are t'ken uf by the *réfeSsidﬁ;‘ The signi cant his-
' o widely
storians by’
Wi te h d aban hed a rac1al mterpretat_ion of .
: p spoke to them quite dn‘ecﬁy with |his frank
ass mptl n ‘that . N groes |were ““ini "a,tely white men with black
i ; in Ilp}}tlo,ok .Of hlStOl"lanS in turn, -

o
»
»
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ipn

it is true,|contained much new ev1denj i

Phill ps

e i

lacks was ‘the opposne of bemgql For
_ A

R
Yotk

d allong way from its at ‘;eptance of segr

P
3

ian, ile., its acceptance o -_;‘Negro inferior
cﬁal pu bhshed his mbnm?hental Amerzcarﬁ z {fin which
ramdtized the contrast betwéen: the Amer
American discriminatory- practices tow
, the: War against Nazi Germany had fu '

of Americans on. the error. f

1 ,i
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=xp1a1ned by the faéy: lthat by 1956 * ¢ society itself had

discrimi-
t Gunnar |

creed of equality
blacks.| Futther- |
er focused the at-

v1olat10n of the Constxtutu
vas.quite in tune w1th the times.

éAmencan Negro Slavery had been
m a different intellectual climate it

ting th
not res
- virty
ister,
-plade

e to do

3‘:

livﬂdud’ examples—
Feyplution
roblem in. American
1|the |set forth his dis- -
Elkins, to| be sure,

Stafnpp’s h}oks were

pccurred.

illips’s ‘assumption

6ne thi

: character| not the -
ipn of the beni. ‘

s to disagree wi h
' mattet in the te

ly ¢very example of

tillips or his follow-

f this unsatisfactory
t would show much
tha §1avery‘s impact
llkins’s contribution

LR

lve the issue in a y‘ I
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. also rst entefed as slaves, a-8am o

Sam: o was measured iin the fact t

" slavety had much the

_dngarole, ;. U e

B Life (Chicago, 1959), 82,

cléxL REVIEW
A ‘ t

imposed upon blac

there were, Elkins accgptes
slavery: that the 'slavihold
mous Sambo concept. Sa
but espon51ble lo_" b tlazy,

lying and stealing, [accompanied
sillines$ and talk inflated

bo, as Elkins described him, *

y bebavior] full.of

-

A A :
r [ revolution was tp emphasize eyen more |
'than St?ampp had don; ¢ the exu*’cmely heavy burden that slavery had

Elking’s attack upgn the proble vfas twofold. Rather than de-
bate with Phillips h¢w many examples of harsh or mild treatment
] as. given/a descrlptlon of Negrpes under
ers them’lelves offered. This w the fa-

was docile,

mble but chronically given to

childlike

eed| this childlike quality that wag-the very

key to :his being: '8 linstead of ac ountmg for this behavxor on

caus of a second par of h1 argument: the introduction 0
tional comparison in4o the|discussion ; of the nature of slave
mg pon Frank Tangenbaum’s bog {Slave and Citizen, |

hided atin America, where B
'type: was not to. be four
over, Elkins went on, thé severe soc jal and psycholagical,
at after sIavery was
regat oﬁ of, o dlécrlmmatlon agai
cieties as ther 1w s in the United

ther ¢miphasi a when he asserted.
éame impact d blacks that the Nazi
i inm3tes. Usmg social psy

ther was no legal seg
if Latin American s
centjpl point was fuy

tratign carhps ha _
htera|ture, partlcuiar y the kwork of
argued that among tl e rea .‘ns fqr t

he development of S

or represented by S3
tive dev1ce erecte

] ;bo he was not sii
®

the master’s powerhft e slav was a:

On what was Elh(lf 5 s‘ne

8 Stamley M. Elkms, Stavayy 4 Pr Blem in X mefican' Insgitqti«_mal and

\ s@ .
| *—‘ O
‘.

Harry Stack. Sullival

3 etg',txon based‘?-,lec '

' grounds of race, as hlllli s and some other white historians were -
o proie to-do, Elkins aftributed it to the ‘special character
.' in, the Umted Statesi He .was able to do’ this with ‘conv

Iction be-
ery. Rely-
lacks had

impact of
bolished

1st, blacks | .. v
tes. Hxs T

that U.S.
i concen-
hological

iinbo, El-
d‘_against
nply play-

N .

infantile -
. jith childish; exaggeration. His relation- -
ship| with his mpste.' was|one of ui;ter .dependence and

- attachment: -it was i

of slavery . °
f interna- -

hublished

nd. More-

, Elkins |
unbo was |
es, a term |

Stampp.'

Intellectual -
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began w1th a new %&mptmn in thl% ise| that Sambo was
personality and got s1mply, a sham E’ protgc;i?e device

ted consciously by the slavé But unlike Stampp, Elkins did -
adyance or seek out ewﬂongmal sources to support his inter- .

msult manuscript squrces.
ary sources. Instead he rehe up¢
orf of his i mterpretaucms His use of !;;‘l analiogy or metaphor
ncentration camp was not new evidenee since it was simply
w way of conceptualizing old evidence.i| = | ..
kins’s concept of Sambo was at first slow ; to be accepted, but. -
ing|the middle and late 19605 it was proljably| the most widely -
Jstpdied, and quoted book on slavery since }]n cle Tom’s Cabin.. -
widespread acceptafce of the bogk is|certainly related to the
) evolutxon of th 19605 At a time w |J1‘;'thé issue of b}acki -
om President Lyndon John- !
the | al school board—&l-/.
seq "oy xplain much aboutl S
rast nvthat explanatwn was!
k chx vation and disadvan-!
i in the slave past. Blacks as,
e comfort from slav VEYXy's 'vlegéd ‘responsi-i ,
ed position of blacky in modern America. |
clinical psycholqg alsol| fitted in with a:
’ prdfe‘ision Is in i terdlsa-'

!

d he use other kinds
secdndary works for

atipn. Indeed, he:referred quite , 11:0 is “‘decision not -

s wha|wer quite fn agree-
, 1th Stampp that| Phllllpss rac] smTl s| inacceptable were |
nonethg ess frustrated thgt Stampp sm did ot alld him tgg
to
ture qf slavery’s impact on
an ev dential pajnt of view. Tt seemed
ether one accepted Phill ps’s or Stampp’s
the Sofurces. What Flkins
SAi: fa on of: manE histori-

show that the truly L
essive character of slavery was not ¢ overmg: "

+1

al

alers. 0
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" more cxamples of 0 pressmn Rauher, that oppresslon
- shown by pomtmg fo the presence of Sambo under U,

and in the Nazi cont%entratlon -éamps, and his absence f

American slavery.. -
4 Today, 'sixteen yea’rs later, there are few hlstonans
" Elkins’s mterpretatxoh The concept of Sambo has been 1
by investigators intoj Urited States slavery as well as'b
of slavery in Latin Ametica, Indeed, it is ]ust this over
W1dely accepted v1ew§——and in such short space of time—-
nonhistoriaris to shake th¢1r heads in disbelief or shrug th
ers in, puzzlement. 'How was this lnterpreh e edifice topt

1
|

Slgmﬁcantly enough, the’ unravehng of Elkins's inte
began, as his own ang _Stampp’s reipterpretations had be
a prevailing assuniption about the
be observed here that if any proof i
. of the central nole pﬁyed by bresént day concerns in.the 1

‘2 dissatisfaction wn;t\
enthetically, it might

th
B

I

, tation of the past;’t
| is certainly a casé in
i-the catalyst to reint :Fucutwn has been’a new assumpti
 from a concern abou
of Elkms s Sambo tm;
little or no room far
resistance to slavery,
- bos, they could hard

e revolution in the hlstorlography

for, if s],m;cxy transformed Africans
lly be independent persons living a

nificance, or even ca,ﬁ’ymg out resistance to slavery, Fur
fx

oint, At wrtually each shift in inte

the present. In the case of the o
new conccptual point was that }
r black mdmduahty, mdépendenc.

cm"ild be
S. slavery -
rom’ Latin

v+1ho accept |

¢pudiated ’
y students
turning of
that causes
eir should-
pled? -
rpretation
gun, from
past. Par- '
is needed
eintérpre-
of slavery
rpretation
n derived
rerturning
Llkins left
e, OF ‘even
into Sam-
life of sig-.
thermore,

haw could thcre be blackt subculture duzing slavery,
the music of thq blues and black religion might emerge ]
the very essence of a Sambo was that he had accepted t
-and attitudes of the. white master class? Miny whites
blacks .came to: _object to Elkins's mterpretatmn on

m which =
ter, when
e values

s welln.as,_,,___.

just these

grounds. Kenneth Stampp, for example, objected. to the Elkms

formulation V1rtiua11£' from: the beginning. He objected,
lpects, partly be¢ause Sambo denied blacks autonomy

Tresistance to slavery| and partly because the existence

‘could/not be fouhd in the Kind of sources Stampp had
in, namely manuscript and printed remains from' geople
during slavery, In ;“971 Sta*npp published a skillful and

crlth?e of Sambo, arguing that there was no evidential

4

B

1
o
L ‘

and even
f.Sambo
onﬁdence
ho lived

bersuasive
basis for’ -

]
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, whodegan to F jith fresh eyes

g that Sambos existed in sxgmﬁcant {x

3f slavery. More sy teixlﬁatrcally than evelr

Why sttomdns -(?aange T}té‘zr Mmds

bp’s repudlat;on f'%mbo has beenif‘;i;POrted

he character of sl er){ s impact on bl
Hhillips and Standpp in’their general sty

ally upon sources wmtten by; whltes 1f a

dequately written unul the point’ of ;uew

mbers in the slave

of the

to the analysis.? Amd to a certain d gret* that was what

did in his Peculzatr Instztwtzon thoug
1y was sllght i .'

at all upon.one and only in 2 minor

that fact, among other consideratiton

om them. One group of these testim

ral score of slave nairratlves written by Tur

slave era, usudlly under the influence,

1igh voluminous, these sources are extre

r..

L his use o‘f slave

v, Stampp drew -

upon. the other.

y tricky fo inter- = -
d kept historians .
ies from flaves is
jaway slgves dur-

t the ing tigation .

abolitionists, T%chre essentlally ;* tis avery plopagan- -

i¢ other group is composed of feminisc
the 1920s and 1930s when Fisk Uni

the South. Although selectlon“s from all|
Wblished for a long time, it is only since

the narratxves for his Slave Commumt

#in A. Botkin, ed., Lay Mi}* Burden Down: 4 F.

5). The Fisk collecnon is Unuwritten History of
f Negro Ex-Slaves (Nashvi‘ile, 1945): The slave

n{l commented upon in Charles H. Nichols, Many
ount of Their Bondage and Frecdom Q,enden,

g

i

L
t
|
i

(=

of former slaves

tsity and then the

governnxeﬁt undertook to mterwéw former slaves|still liv-

f hese soufces had’

{19

:P

L

67—

1.that they have

15ed extensively byxhlstorlans 1 John Bla sm ame relied heaw-

blishe_d n 1972.

e Negro’s § ersonahty .

92,
d * ]aurn of Negro

storyo Siqug! (Chx- :

lavary: Autobipgraiieigal

rra

ives were ¢xtensively

hoysand Goné: The Ex-
therlands, 1968)., e
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‘which became one of the publlshmg events of 1974.

‘ argument has merlt to 1t They,
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and George Ranqk drew pri apall upon the slave reminiscences
for his book, From|Sundown o Sunup, which appeared in the same
year. Eugene Genovese's Roll; Jordan, Roll, published in 1974,
was based heavily upon ma u’scrlpt ources, in the Stampp-Phillips

| tradigion, but'also drew much more|extensively on the lave remi-

niscehices thandid either Stqmpp s gr Phllllps s books.
THe use of these new solrrces m' the slaves themselves has

munify that was quite autonq)mous, full of cultutal and)|social va-
d controlled in only limitéd ways by the master. By impli-

as no only ¢onsiderably Tess. burdehsome than Elkms ontended

by Stampp This line of argument has been pushed ev n further

. from a different evidgntial base in the work of Rﬁbert ogel and

Stanley Engerman in their controvel'sml book, T'ime on he Gross,

a,much greater extent than gither Phllhps or Stamifp Unfortu-
nately, the evidence and.some of the
Engerman are seriously flawg eye

If it is clear that the flood fi’ ne evxdence Whether t adltlonal o

ought, to be noted that o ce again- |
A ophical or -
1deolog1cal ob;ectlons tq the implicdtions that Elkins's Sambo held

or novel, destroyed  Sambo,

e writers themnselves make this

. quite plain. George Ralwxck ‘for example, in’ delmeatln the’ au-

tonomous and varied hfe of black under slavery in his baok, From

Sundown to Sunup; admits that at\one timeé he" hed accepted the
- idea of Samba, His repudaatton f|it came, apparently, when he’ -
dmitted, of the “implicit racism.

was able to purge hlmself as Ihe

_ ‘ iatjon of Elkins’s confeption of
. Genovese, Blassmgame and Rawick depict a slave. com- R

if not by intention, slavery is depicted in these recent studies. -

is concept of Sambo; but less onerous even than that descrlbed '

| singalml
- of trymn |
- Stampp

. in thei) | |

“only{H |
- on the ‘

nity (Wes ‘

and ¢lf |

slaver)g N
more|q |

their fir
the beg |

" 11Géor

12 Evjge |
1074) %%
18 Thor |
. 1R |
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R

'txsm” frof whlch h§% thought the cor c<hpt was dlerived.™ '

Fogel and Engerm;m do not: hxde the1 motives, efther, for

in their sustained criticisml Gf Smmpp for stt ssing the Hurden of
slaveryjon Negrogs they im ly an even greaten( ohjection t¢ Elkins’s
more |qppressive picture-in|the formi of Sambp. Undoub
their decision to end tl:en‘ historiographic

7083, w1th Stampp s work that prevent i ¢

eed, it mlght be sald as Thomas Kuh
0 51m11ar alteratloms in sclentlﬁc canc

. evidenc unn} a new way of concewmg the prol
mulated|® : Lo
Anpther, more socidl incentive toa reformulatf
that led ito a r,ep:udxatlon%Sambo as the t
the I\‘e o Revolution of the late 1960s. Althpu
of the{ Negro Revolution emphasized the unfa 1
placed-upon blacks, the later stage of the mo
phasit e the special character of blacks: their §
tion and|ghetto, their s1ngu$r contribiitions -In
: theirjEp cial speech and foad, ethos and psychd
ingly, all .of ‘these characteiistics of Negro life
amox'xﬁl the slaves as d‘escribrd in Genovese's/| Rawick’s,
singame’s recent studies of slave life. Rawick gven accuse |
of tryjng] to fit blacks into the behavioral pattgrn of whitep because
Stam]h:p” t}ad written of blacks as “white men|with black! skins.”*

1‘ s |
1

1 G P. Rawick, From Sundown to Sutmjy The M, )u g of the Bl&k Cammu-
nity (Westport, Conn,, 1972),.74, fn, 2.
ne D. Genovese, Roll, Jord?m, Roll 1Tlg_/World the |Slaves Made (New York, |
_1974), Av apd passim. : : ‘
s §. Kuhn, The Stmcturp of Sczenttﬁc Revolut bnis (Chicago, ﬁ962), 115,

; From Sundown to Sunup,( 78, r : ’

I ) ' v
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" Black cultural natxonalism in short, made it diffictlt to hdld on to

-a view of slavery’s 1mp%ict that $eeméd to deny a cultura] past to - |

Negroes. | .

The Elkins mterpre tion of thé' comparatxve history of
" has also been sharply revised. One of; the'central contentiofs in the
: Elkms-Tannenba m i terpzrétamon was. that in’ Latin América the
slave was a person, while in North America he was only a|piece of
property, a thing.| Since the éss il 'f difference was psychological

or conceptual, Elkins rotef the dctual ‘physical treatment of a

slave was irrelevant in icomphrl g' he ‘slave systems of North and

‘South America. One of the ways El {ins attempted to establish his
distinction was by assertm differdnces in the law of-sl very in
‘the United States and in Latlb Am fical But the law, as a measure
of social conceptions, turncd ut to ﬂ' madequate for hls ,urposes.
Investigations showed,|for ex:

United States, the ‘slave was s

of property. That the iaw in

sponsible for any crime he or}
- was quite different from any {

mate property, like dogs or h

though its owners wete; Furt

states the judges again Land agai

mllder than in other parts of{the N ’ World’ "

~ Undoubtedly the most striking piece ‘of evidence to sug‘gest t e_._: :
mildness of treatment in the{Unite 'States was that after the final
closing of the slave trade from Afric in 1808 the slave populati(m :

~of the United States grew at.about 2,5 percent per year right down
to the Cjvil War, a rate not much lo er.than that for whlqé ‘$outh-

erners. No other slave societyin the New World wés able ﬁo equal .
that:rate and virtually none was abl¢ to mam;am itg slave{popula-
' tion without substantial ang const nt importations from; Africa.. .

It seems reasonable to concﬂqde than] one of tha pnnc1pal Teasons

% . . T




1

( Why sttonans (b{hange Their.’ Mind}

* the Unilted Statés was able to do thexs was bem se the labqr exacted
- from the slaves and the ph ical care prevvu4 ed them were more

conda ] ; -

T ~xplanatlon advanced; by Tannenbau and Elkips for the - 1]

allegdd flifference betwegn North jand Souith. BT | y
. also been serlousiy undermthed 'They had |
- Cathglif Church and the, h(ime governments

ity of : : )
guese| " studi slavery " é
-show itl; nd Saint < .} | y
Domingue rarely mtervened egr “
master and slave.!® In sum, ' ather than se“
slavery ps the most oppresive in the New Wa
and ElRins described it, the most recent worli
the milfest in the Westem ‘Hemisphere. In m
U. B.|Phillips’s mterpretatx?n has ietumed
. Undoubtedly, as I am sure you recogmzet
~_be drayn from the rise and fall of Elkins's
" nature pf United States slav¢ry is that historicz
Philoggphy or ideology may suggest a new mterpretatlo but in
the end, all interpretjtion must be tested pgainst the avallablé
evidende. Nowhere is the ggpitral role of evidence clearer ih causing
ashift |in historical inter{¥etations than in [the questidn of the
profitability of slavery. As|I noted earlier, tampp- sharp],y dis-
agreed fwith Phillips about wheth#r slavery s = F system produced ‘

4 e e

ey J. Stein, Vassouras: A rdz:lzar{ Coﬁpq Cpur:{;y, 1850-1900 {Cambridge,

7); Charles Boxer, Race Relations i the [Portuguése Colonial Eupire, 1415~
. 1825 (0 ord, 1963); David Brion Davis, The Problem of Sjavery.in Westkrn Culturé
(Ithaca;|New York, 1966), chaps. 8 and 9; Carl N: Degler, Neither ‘Black |nor White:
Slavery. ind Race Relations in Bradil and the Uniled States (New .York, 1971), chap. Y
2; Franklin W. Knight, Slave Society in Cibp duririg. the |[Nineteenth: Cengury (Madx\}
son; 197)); Gwendolyn Midlo Hall Social Control in Slgve Plantation Bocieties: A |
Comparifon of St. Domingue and Guba (Ba timore, 1971);|Frederick P, Bowser, The
_ African §lave in Colonial Peru, 152 if.| 1974), chap. 4. After not-
" ing numgrous examples of blasph| se of torture by their mas- |
. ters, Co! nxalmer observes drily that "

" cerned a}the violence which. dm '
. A. Palmgr, ‘“Religion and Magid i y, 1570-1650’
0 Engerm n and Eugene D. Geno ., Race ,arid Slauqry in the Western Hemi- |
Sphere: ulntztatwe Studies ton,N] 1975)/315; see

Toplin, Slavery and Race Relaf fions in LatinfAmerica
.~ a rer:ent nid excellent collection of hew resej in which'21l but one of
" articles’ t_e crmcal in one fashion .or anothdr/of the Elkins-T

by : { : Bl




an adequate proﬁt but he hah no been able to make the e;point .
conclusxvely By the nme that Elk ns wrote, however thnre had.
sue. In

onstrated through the use of econo
that slavcry was profitable for slav
‘the work' of scholars like Stampp who had drawn upon s:
individual plantation records in se¢king to determine th
economic return to planters. ‘Cont
‘evidence for the whole South, thu
representativeness that had hmlted
rad and Meyer concluded&haﬁonthmrage a planterwh i
edm slaves and land could expect

sions was clearly the result of |new technlques as well as|
tl&txcal evidence. Slgmﬁcantly, it w. s soon accepted by m

stability of this interpretation is ome of the achlevement of the
new economlc history or chometnc :

objections to established mterpret:lxons are not the onl

of new interpretations, Some of them arise from the use of
taken from the nonhistorical disciplines. Essentially the| i
gained from nonhistorical disciplin s\are- of two kinds. The

[ s

18 Alfred H. Com'ad and’ John R. Meyer, “The Economics of Slavery in the An'_te-
Bellum South,” Journal of Political Economy, LXVI (1958), 95-130, -

17 Hugh G. Aitken, ed., Did Slavery Pay? (Boston, 1971), collects most of the litera-
ture; see especially the arncles by Yasukichi Yasuba, Robert Evans, Jrs and. Richard
-, Sutch for replications of the original Conrad and Meyer mterpretauon Rpbert W.
Fogel and Stanley Engerman, “The Economics of Slavery,” in Fogel and Engerman,
eds., The Reinterpretation pf American Economic History (New 'York, 1971) |also sup-
l;:m Conrad and Meyer. For a survey and analysls of the broader issues Lvolved in

e question of profitability, see Hamld D. Wgodman, “The Proﬁtabllity Slavery:
A Hiftorical Perennial,” Journal ‘of Southern|History, XXIX (1963), $03-825. The
Woodman piece is also reprmted in the Axtkeq collectxon. :
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{strate the mvanant' ature s 2 :ecn of hihmcn beings
me-and, often, .thrgy } 'h c#:squptibp human |
ot denved* from*ﬁﬂ pe of linsight might’ be s fid to-be
1stor\1cal hanges. A n|example |
1sproved the printiple: of jacquired
4y -that somg¢, trait of |
ited from a sub]ect s
ple, when P gychology
Negro racial inferi- |
gplanations for Negro -
or|insthe past; any'more than they coull in the prejent. , |
‘These transhistorical ni ights from other disciplines [are rare .
compdred to the second kifid: those advanced by the nonhistorical :
- social i 1sc1p1mes These ar1 deri eld generall' from modem socio-
lkiﬁs; as
jical psy- |
in developmg hlﬁ idea o Sambo and in comp ring the .
for of slaves with tht of the inmates Nazi conc¢ntration
| The only proper w3 y in whiich these fin ings about human. | ’
for or motivation frpm the pocial disciplines may be used
'r is when they ca ‘ be dochmented ¥ evidence from ;he,
28! For the ‘historian, ' nlike the social splenust ddals with -
from a d1fferent< te and, therefore often with dxﬁerent ;
| assumpuons, and expPectati n| 1stor1cal tp assume ‘
withojt specific COHObOT ive evi tal attern of | A

or can be xplained by referg: usions dr m from |
stigation of peopleitoday. [  that is to assyme that |
motivation and the causes of ‘
fme. Yet, as every historian ¥
ulses that givé rise fo human.
fith,culture. In effect, it was '
| One o} the reasons hlS conq~ptlon : as ultin
| ated v ' ings lacked hi I
" rical f 1dence His assump ion or : etaphor at slavery wis a form
of con emratlon camp d1d p@t squ 1é W1th the facts of plantation |
life 2 l : ed ;heir dwﬁ sense of |
18Th aount of documml@t i gssa th presence mt past ofa .
modern | e:;avxoral phttem or{att{tlide is;: . course, a different thuestxo The only | -

point I [Want to make here is thaf some historical validation is needed {n order to- -
. apply aji odem socxal sc1ence! inte tgreg.anon to a soc1ety or: institution in the past. |




K

*

/ mergly assumed it. : ., :

‘ence of a' pattern of behavioxJ without evidence draWn'
- past to document it. “Even the mi st conservative pare
* married their daughters off-young, he writes in regar
_slave family, “did not get hysuencal if their unmar;xed da

'\.
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l

powerlessness similarly cou)d riot withstand the onslaug]
dence from the slave narratives and reminiscences and fr
tical sources. He never esta 11$hed the existence of S:

Nor should it be theught at Elkins is alone in this.
tie modern social science con ep‘tlods to the period under
gatlon Fogel and Engerman’ introduetion of the modg
economic market into the history of slavery provides seve
grotesque examples. Here 15 heklr explanation for the dg

investi-

rather;
arth of

revolts and runaways: . . . for|the a%rage slave, who . expe’cted
his lot to be that of a laborer the costs of revplution, or even ﬂig}_l't,
were not worth the gains of q asﬂfr edom [in the North]-except

under special c1rcumstances such las the separation of a 1

; n from

his wife or parents from thei children.”s® Eugene ‘Genovese has

no social science model i m mind in'd scrlbmg his conceptlo_
slave famlly, but he-commits a similar error by asserting 1

ot pregnant, It was not a nice thing to do, but it:was not
1saster either.”20 The statement is undocumented and 'jt
> know how 1t, could be documented, given the. nature

e exist-

is hard |
of the

séurces on slave behavioxJ Nﬁ'f% bild ‘dnyone guess from Geno-
vese’s description that it was 'the masters, not the slave| parents,
ho decided when and with whom marriage took place. [Without

d cumentatlon there is always the danger that the historj
see In the past what he wants to ﬁnd not what was there,

an will

Up until now the burden of my|argument has been that new

historical interpretations are:advanced for ajvariety of reasons, but.
I‘Lat only'those interpretations| that are supp rted by historical evi- .

dence survive collective professional exami ation. Thus [Elkins’s,
Sambo has been largely repudiated, while| Conrad and Meyer’s

assertion. of the profitability of slayery flourishes still. T
yet a further reason, however,|why histofians change their

b "

19 Robert William, Fogel and Stgnley L. Eh ime on. the Cross:
omics of American Negro’lslavery (2 vols., B ston, 1974), 1, 244,
20 Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll, 465' b -

"here is .

Tninds,

a d unlike the oth'e_rs{ it dées not depend for its validity upon evi-

The Eco- .
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| P
| Sg'rc':e it, too, can b¢ 1llustrated fiom the rcvolutlan in the | / W
fography of §lavery, Jet fae exanh e it briefly. - / N
terf retatlonsl are shaped by.v o
' e values that :
f the past any

ues. No /

(‘at it seryed to ;ir,i
| slave that interp
hadl I le meamng, and, .in fact, must have,
-serving, as it does ko us. ‘The divergey,
does nét change the bare facts ot' life under b
of food the slaves received, or the namber s
character! of the slave family. But it does revé
- ascribed t{o a historical msututlon or event is §
brO\ugHt to it. For even if a historian could|
Engermah tried to show in Time on the Cnp
lot of slaves was no worse than that of free wk
clugion i:lould not make sjavery acceptable j
whb valukd the many frep ' ;

e neaning
tHe values

» slavery 1s among t ‘

were once considered aCceptabl if notéxtoll d while b ‘
onsidered evil.1do t think it is possible ul
te/an acceptable history of slavery from
’6vas good. The. oprative word here is',\&' ,
6 doubt that a; persgn living inj our cul- :
ture could, either from ln or her own preferences or from a disci'-
phnpd detachment, ent T st ffici
to write a!Bout slavery from' But I do not think
that hi ;tory would e reafl, I would argpe fyrther that hat ivas -
written arianism, not history, For the difference
between, 2 )t 4nd history is that the latter hds a vital
.| connection| nit W}Tile the former does not. In short,

3 dpoint that slave ‘




\_

if historiank d1d not change rthe'r mmds abtJut the past as the, great/B
. a living
part of the culturé and there mcapa e of illuminating the
present With the light of the past.. L
That bfings us back to my fn‘end the psychologist, for as the
anthuarlan finds no plate for he present in his search of the past,
etpt BOth .

useless to the living. Neither'r presgnts his ‘ory Asl h0pe mly sketc
.of the changmg mterpretatl ns of slavejy showed,- in order
upon the presebt ;

. historian, however lmport;am
inquiry ‘started. It requnrés; vidente an analysw drawn | rom. an
honest and full examination of therecords of the past. If historical
mterpretatlons regardles: of their relevance to the presgnt, do not
rest on that foundation, they can o mo e 'illuminate‘the; | present |
than they can accurately desf tie past; This process of Frnvmg

at an historical mterpretaty n mhay not be tidy or quick, srmd cer-

tainly the results are rarely defia '. ut the process is not, as
my psychologist friend imp ied, merely| capricious *and ersonal.’ -




