The Americas and Atlantic Slave Trading;:
The Iberians and the Rest

The first recorded landing of enslaved Africans in what is today the US did
not occur in Jamestown in 1619, but rather Puerto Rico a century earlier.”
While the slave vessels involved began their voyages from the Iberian
peninsula and followed a triangular route, the phrase “triangular trade”
does not come close to capturing the complex reality of the routes that
distributed enslaved Africans across the Atlantic world. A decade after these
first voyages, the United States mainland received its first enslaved Africans,
but not from Africa. A Spanish expedition from Hispaniola landed near
Sapelo Sound, Georgia, and established the settlement of San Miguel del
Gualdape, if “established” is the correct word given that it survived less
than two months. This mix of transatlantic and intra-American origins of
the US’ Black population was therefore in place within three decades of
Columbian contact. This bifurcated pattern of arrivals held true for every
part of the Atlantic littoral of North and South America but was not
reflected on the slavevoyages site until 2018 when the intra-American
slave trade database joined its transatlantic counterpart.*

Across the US and indeed across the Americas, it is likely that every port
large enough to organize and dispatch even a coastal commercial voyage
was involved in buying and selling slaves before slave trading became
illegal. Trading slaves in the Americas was as ubiquitous on water as it was

" The Santa Catalina (ID 42996) in 1519, see www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/89YpU2]t.

* Jane Landers, Black Society in Spanish Florida (Urbana, IL, 1999), pp. 12-13. Between
1516 and 1618, more than 7,000 captives disembarked in Puerto Rico direct from Africa
(https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/umzVocel) as well as others from metropolitan Spain.
Territories that became the US may have accounted for a small share of the total slave trade
but that small segment endured for 341 years — longer than in any other country.
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on land. Some smaller communities such as Bristol, Rhode Island, even
entered the business after it became illegal, because the abolition laws
were easier to avoid in the minor maritime centers. Between 1519 and
1866 transatlantic slave voyages set sail from places as far north as
Ventspils in modern Latvia (ID 26441) and as far south as Rio de la
Plata, a latitude range of 95 degrees. The east-west span of departures
was almost as large, ranging from Odessa in the Crimea to Cartagena.
Every continent bordering the Atlantic, including Africa, dispatched slav-
ing expeditions.? These vessels serviced slave markets that were no less
scattered — from Boston, Massachusetts, to Carmen de Patagones in
southern Buenos Aires province, and east to the Iberian peninsula. And
most of these destinations served as both entrepots and final transatlantic
markets. Thus, as suggested above, some 15-20 percent of the enslaved
underwent further movement by land and/or sea that might see them
crossing the Caribbean on another vessel or entering the Pacific via Cape
Horn, trekking over the Andes, or the Panama Isthmus, with final disem-
barkations in Chile, Callao in Peru, and, for a very few, across the Pacific
to the Philippines. Vivid accounts of two such journeys into the Pacific —
separated by two centuries and at either end of South America — are now
in print.*

Written and media presentations on this slave trade, both fictional and
scholarly, remain fixated on the supposed triangular pattern of the typical
slave voyage with the apex anchored in Europe.’ The first half-century of
the transatlantic traffic was indeed very much based in Europe, mostly
Lisbon and Seville and their satellite ports. Well over 9o percent of the
slaves in this early period came from Senegambia, in the northern part of
sub-Saharan Africa and the region closest to the optimal sailing route
from Europe to America. The early triangular trade initially comprised

3 African ports are listed as the ports of departure of 186 voyages. See https://slavevoyages
.org/voyages/ootkhPHb.

4 Linda A. Newson and Susie Minchin, From Capture to Sale: The Portuguese Slave Trade to
Spanish South America in the Early Seventeenth Century (Leiden, 2007), pp. 101-234;
Greg Grandin, Empire of Necessity: Slavery, Freedom, and Deception in the New World
(New York, 2014), pp. 171—202, 211-22. Grandin assumes the leaders in a slave revolt
central to his book were Islamic, but the African names evidence discussed in chapter 7
below make this extremely unlikely.

5 Sean M. Kelley, “New World Slave Traders and the Problem of Trade Goods: Brazil,
Barbados, Cuba and North America in Comparative Perspective,” English Historical
Review, 134 (2019): 303—33, offers the correct counter to this tendency. And for a rare
book-length study that focuses on the South Atlantic, see Luiz Felipe de Alencastro, The
Trade in the Living: The Formation of Brazil in the South Atlantic, Sixteenth to
Seventeenth Centuries (Albany, NY, 2018).
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a very flat triangle entirely confined to the North Atlantic. Ships sailed
from Iberia to the Canary Islands followed by the circum-Caribbean and
then a return to Iberia. Although the labor force in the silver export sector
was mainly Indigenous and heavily concentrated on the American main-
land, vessels sailing to the Caribbean from Spain did not have to go far out
of their way to obtain African slaves. The sixteenth-century Caribbean
and circum-Caribbean became populated by people of Senegambian des-
cent based on trade patterns that were a relatively simple extension of
what had been established in the Mediterranean Atlantic since the mid
fifteenth century — all based firmly in Europe.®

Nevertheless, a quick overview of the traffic shows that while Europe
colonized the Americas, it was not in fact the center of the transatlantic
traffic in people. We can now say that probably more slaves were carried
off from Africa in vessels with home ports on the western side of the
Atlantic Ocean than in Europe. Table 2.1 distributes the overall TSTD
estimates of captives carried off from Africa by the ports from which the
slaving expedition was launched. As the final row in the table indicates,
while the organization of the transatlantic traffic was split between the
continents of Europe and America, most of these ventures were based in
the Americas.

Figure 2.1 shows the trend over time in terms of the percentage shares
that European and American-based slave voyages held (the shares sum to
100). The surge in the Brazilian traffic in the early seventeenth century
temporarily put the control of the trade in the Americas, but the explosive
growth of the Caribbean plantations quickly reversed this pattern mid-
century. Abolition of the slave trade initially affected Europe more than
the Americas and this largely explains the re-emergence of the Americas’
dominance after 1800. Except for the early trade and the late eighteenth
century, the organizational bases of the trade were distributed more or less
equally across the Atlantic traffic, but overall, the Voyages database
shows that a traffic that had begun in the Iberian peninsula in first half
of the sixteenth century eventually shifted to the Americas and for the last
forty years of its existence was located there almost entirely.

Column 4 of Table 2.1 shows that more than half of all Africans who
crossed the Atlantic disembarked in Cuba and Brazil, but column 2 also
shows that Europe was not heavily involved in how they got there. Slave
ships sent out from other American slave-holding regions supplied a smaller
but still significant share of their incoming slaves. Brazilian and Rio Platense

® Wheat, Atlantic Africa, pp. 20-67.
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TABLE 2.1 Captives carried from Africa and the location of home port
of vessels carrying them, 1520-1866 (‘000°)

Location of home port of slave vessels and
numbers carried

Regions where captives All continents
disembarked Europe America Africa (‘000’)
Europe 10.8 0.0 0.0 10.8
Mainland North America 375.4 97.0 0.0 472.4
British Caribbean 2,601.6  T157.4 4.1 2,763.4
French Caribbean 1,370.3 16.3 1.9 1,328.4
Dutch Americas 502.2 12.0 0.0 §514.2
Cuba 127.6  762.4 0.0 890.0
Puerto Rico 28.5 3.1 0.0 31.3
Spanish circum-Caribbean 372.1 0.0 0.0 372.1
Rio de la Plata 63.8 19.2 0.0 83.0
Other Spanish Americas 214.9 0.0 0.0 214.9
Danish Americas I115.9 14.0 0.0 129.9
Amazonia 162.7 0.0 0.0 162.7
Brazil other than Amazonia 0.0 5,369.4 0.0 5,369.4
Africa o.0 178.9 0.0 178.9
Total 5,885.6 6,629.8 6.0 12,521.4

Source: Number of captives embarked for each broad destination region is from http:/slav
evoyages.org/tast/assessment/estimates.faces?yearFrom=1501&yearTo=1866 These are
distributed across the regions in which the home ports were located according to ratios
derived from http:/slavevoyages.org/tast/database/search.faces?yearFrom=1514&yearT
0=1866& ptdepimp=10000.20000.30000.40000. 50000.60000.80000. Worksheet available
from the author.

merchants owned the vessels that introduced 30 percent of the Rio de la
Plata inflow. On the North American mainland, almost one-fifth of arrivals
direct from Africa disembarked from colonial (and later US) ships. Even in
the British Caribbean traffic, dominated as it was by Liverpool, London,
and Bristol owners, nearly 6 percent of all Africans arrived on colonial
vessels. But this figure understates West Indian involvement given that the
Elizabeth and Sarab (id 75411), leaving from London in 1724, had five
owners, four of whom were residents of St. Kitts.” Moreover, thirty of the

7 www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/JsOe4Voo. The owners were Roger Baker, Gideon
Devrede, Robert Pemberton, Joseph Symonds, and Pecock Walker. See British State
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FIGURE 2.1 Share of transatlantic captives taken from Africa by location of home
ports of vessels carrying them

Source: Alex Borucki, David Eltis, and David Wheat, “Atlantic History and the Slave
Trade to Spanish America,” American Historical Review, 120 (2015): 433-61.

wills of merchants dispatching slave ships from London are described as “of
Barbados,” “of Jamaica,” or “of Antigua.” Two thirds of British colonial
slave vessels left from West Indian ports — mainly Bridgetown, Barbados,
and Kingston, Jamaica — rather than from New England. The transatlantic
slave traffic based in the colonial Caribbean has largely escaped scholarly
attention. While Rhode Island’s role in the business prior to US independ-
ence is well known, the so-called New England rum ships brought far fewer
slaves to the Americas than did their Caribbean counterparts.

As well as occupying the organizational center of the slave trade, the
Americas were central to the business in a much more profound sense.
Three continents shared access to the Atlantic Ocean: Africa, Eurasia, and
America® though people in only two of the three were aware of each other
before 1492. For more than 350 years after that year the largest maritime
coerced migration in history bridged the Atlantic and bound the three

Papers at www.british-history.ac.uk/cal-state-papers/colonial/america-west-indies/
vol23/, pp. 68-89. The ship that brought Richard Ligon to Barbados in 1647 subse-
quently went direct to Cacheu in modern Guinea-Bissau to buy slaves on its return
journey [Richard Ligon, The True and Exact History of the Island of Barbadoes
(London, 1673), p. 22].

8 This work adopts the Latin American convention of treating the Americas as a single
continent.
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together. The keystone in that bridge was America rather than Europe. It
may seem a commonplace to say that without that continent there would
have been no slave trade, but there are deeper meanings. The fact that there
was a continent called America that had remained isolated from significant
interaction with the rest of the world for tens of thousands of years virtually
guaranteed the epidemiological apocalypse that enveloped the Indigenous
population after 1492. It also made highly likely that in the absence of
Western Europeans the resources of America would have become available
to one or more of the many other post-Iron Age cultures of the Old World
(both east and west) as soon as the invaders had figured out a way of
making return transoceanic voyages. A long list of peoples has claimed to
have reached the Americas in the medieval millennia, some with stronger
evidence than others.” The counterargument is not the absence of docu-
mentation, but rather that there is no archeological evidence of
a demographic disaster before the Spanish invasion. Any sustained contact
with Old World biota — Asian, African, or European — would surely have
triggered such an impact, just as it did between 1492 and 1680. And when
this demographic catastrophe did occur, the scale would surely have been
lessened after 1492 if contact with the Old World had happened in preced-
ing centuries. In addition, because the New World had much lower popu-
lation densities than any other continent in the world (holding climate zones
constant), any labor used to exploit America’s abundance of resources
would very likely have been coerced in the aftermath of renewed contact
between the continents. For four centuries after 1492 America continued to
have by far the largest land-to-labor ratios in the temperate world, and
historically these are not conditions under which individuals usually work
voluntarily for others for any extended period.'®

The implication of the argument is that a Eurasian culture other than
Western Europe could have navigated its way to the resources of America,
perhaps an Asian, Russian, or African society. Likewise, there were pos-
sible alternatives to sub-Saharan Africa as a source of labor. More sys-
tematic use of convicts and indentured servants from within Western
Europe, or perhaps Slavic or South Asian labor was possible. Moving
such labor to where its value to the elite was maximized would of course

2 In order of probability — Vikings, Basques, West Country English, Africans, Polynesians,
and, according to President Erdogan of Turkey, Islamists (who could indeed have been
Africans). See www.globalresearch.ca/before-columbus-how-africans-brought-civilization-
to-america/5407584, and www.theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/17/muslims-beat-colum
bus-america-better-get-in-line.

"> Domar, “Causes of Slavery and Serfdom,” pp. 18-32.
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have required a long sea journey that few would have undertaken volun-
tarily. Without Western Europe, and without Africa, the development of
the Americas would have taken a different path. But several millennia of
isolation and the “portmanteau biota,” of micro-organisms and animals
that accompanied migrants from the Old World would have ensured
depopulation of the continent in any event."" Old World technology and
the ubiquity of slavery globally, already discussed, made some form of
coerced labor in the aftermath of demographic collapse in America highly
probable. Without Europe, exploitation of American resources would
have occurred later and proceeded more slowly than it did, but exploit-
ation and development there would certainly have been. To believe that
America’s resources would have entered the global economy without
empire, slavery, racism, and unequal income distribution is to ignore
global history. Only if Columbus really had sailed to the East Indies in
1492 — if indeed America had not existed — could there have been less
forced migration in the world after that date. A transoceanic slave trade
would have happened without Western Europe and without Africa, but
not without America. This, together with the fact that the Americas
dispatched most of the transatlantic slave voyages and was the recipient
of almost all the resulting captives, is the reason why the New World takes
precedent over the Old in this reinterpretation of Atlantic slave trades.

No existing interpretations of the slave trade allow for this counterfac-
tual emphasis on the Americas. The last century of scholarship on Atlantic
history has been structured around European expansion and — in the last
several decades — the pushback against that expansion on the part of the
peoples it subjugated, as well as the new nations that eventually emerged
there. Europe is still seen as the main instigator of the plantation complex it
sustained. Goods traded for slaves may have come from around the world,
but in the traditional view they passed through European ports first. There,
they were sorted into appropriate cargoes, incorporated into slaving ven-
tures, and the slaves for which they were exchanged were distributed across
America under European flags. A small North American-based trade has
a bit role in this interpretation and claims far more scholarly attention in the
English-language literature than does its many times larger Brazilian-based
counterpart. Scholars therefore see the resources (capital, expertise, finan-
cial services, and most of the merchandise) as coming predominantly from
the North Atlantic, and the benefits (plantation produce, bullion, and,
above all, profits) accruing mainly to Europe.

! Crosby, Ecological Imperialism, pp. 89-90.
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DISPATCHING TRANSATLANTIC SLAVE VOYAGES

As already noted, there is some truth to the traditional narrative in the first
half-century of the traffic. The distribution of natural resources across the
Americas was just as important as the oceanic gyres described in the
previous chapter. The Spanish conquistadors looked for connections
with the Indies for the simple reason that transoceanic journeys were
expensive and only exotic products could bear the costs of transportation
to Europe. While extending imperial control over first, the Caribbean,
then New Spain and Peru and Bolivia, it was logical that Spain’s primary
interest would be in precious metals. Agricultural produce, whether ani-
mal or vegetable, could not by itself bear the cost of shipping from the
Caribbean to Europe until the seventeenth century. Moreover, after the
plunder phase of the conquest the earliest export complexes of America
were isolated. After the Spanish found silver at Zacatecas, Mexico, and
Potosi, Bolivia, in the mid-1540s, the most lucrative of these resources
were remote — located hundreds of miles from the Atlantic Ocean and in
awkward topography.

Generally, how a commodity is produced determines both settlement
patterns and the social institutions that subsequently evolve.** Of all
sixteenth-century economic activities that required capital — ranging
from hard-rock mining at one extreme to hunting and fishing at the
other — the Spanish project was by far the most capital-intensive.
Locating, then mining, precious metals, organizing the necessary Native
American labor, and shipping the refined output safely back to Europe
constituted activities well beyond the capacities of early sixteenth-century
entrepreneurs, whether single or in companies — even those in northern
Italian city-states. No city-state could have created the infrastructure
necessary to exploit Potosi. With the single exception of the Iberian
Americas, European overseas ventures in the 1500s comprised trade,
plunder, and some fishing, rather than the establishment of new centers
of production. Only the most powerful of European states could contem-
plate such an undertaking. By comparison, the Portuguese Empire, mem-
orably described as “occupying a multitude of territories without
possessing them,”*? remained huddled in three pockets on the shores of
the Atlantic in 1600, with sallies beyond these enclaves establishing

'* Stanley L. Engerman and Kenneth Sokoloff, Economic Development in the Americas
since 1500: Endowments and Institutions (Cambridge, 2012), pp. 1-30.

3 Daviken Studnicki-Gizbert, A Nation Upon the Ocean Sea: Portugal’s Atlantic Diaspora
and the Crisis of the Spanish Empire (Baltimore, MD, 2007), p. 5.
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varying and impermanent spheres of influence."* Not surprisingly, most
American gold and silver output before 1600 was the product of a state
monopoly, just as it had been under the Inca state."”

As the conquest proceeded, Spanish America evolved into two distinct
but mutually dependent economies. The Lowlands included the Caribbean
and the low-lying mainland; the Highlands generated most of the transat-
lantic exports. The former produced some precious metal — gold in early
Espafiola and El Choc6, Columbia — but they mostly catered to the needs of
the Highlands by supplying provisions, including sugar and tobacco, from
large rancheros and other latifundia. The Caribbean, especially Havana,
also provided a first line of defense against European competitors for the
Spanish. A quarter of a million Spanish immigrants arrived in the New
World before 1640, but twice this number of African captives disembarked.
Not many of either group worked directly in the export sector. The state
monopoly over production extended to licensing of the slave trade, with
some licenses specifying monopoly rights, and some not. La Casa
y Audiencia de Indias in Seville acted as the organizational center. But this
did not prevent the merchant or landowner in the Spanish Americas dis-
patching the occasional slave voyage to Africa in this period. The first
known slave voyage organized in the Americas left Puerto Rico in 1551
financed by vecinos in San Juan. The Nuestra Seithora de los Remedios (id
42987) brought between seventy and ninety captives from the Cape Verde
Islands in December of the following year."® Thereafter almost every plan-
tation colony established after that Spanish century began sending its own
slave vessels to Africa even as European-based merchants entered the
business, including Barbados, South Carolina, New York, Virginia, and
Brazil.

After the earliest years, there were few barriers to entry to the slave-
trading business. Compared to most transoceanic branches of maritime
trade the ships themselves were small and the areas open to the traffic on
the African coast were vast enough that no single power (European or
African), much less an individual slave trader, could restrict access.
Between 1562 and 1866 ninety-five separate American ports ranging
from Maine in the North Atlantic to Montevideo in the South fitted out

4 Thornton, History of West Central Africa, pp. 1-88; Alencastro, Trade in the Living,

pp. 39-116.
5 This statement holds down to 1800 and for pre- as well as post-conquest America,

¢ Marc Eagle and David Wheat, “The Early Iberian Slave Trade to the Spanish Caribbean,
1500-1580,” in Borucki, et al., From the Galleons to the Highlands, pp. 61—62.
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and dispatched slave ventures to Africa. These ports were concentrated
overwhelmingly in the regions of the continent that imported the most
slaves. Despite the widespread misapprehension that New England slave
traders played a major role in the business, fewer than 7 percent of all
departures from ports in the Americas set out from New York and points
north.

Slave traders based in Europe began to lose ground to their American
counterparts well before 1600. The key factor was the movement of the
sugar plantation complex from Sio Tomé in the Gulf of Guinea to
Pernambuco (Recife), Brazil, around 1560, and a little later further
south to Bahia de Todos os Santos (Salvador)."” At first this new export
center also relied heavily on Indian labor. Planters in northeastern Brazil
enslaved thousands of Native Americans, some from far to the south.
Bandeirantes were the first slave traders to meet the relatively modest
labor needs of the late sixteenth-century Brazilian sugar sector. For
a few decades a south-to-north slave trade was operating on both sides
of the Atlantic before the east-to-west transatlantic movement to Brazil
got underway. On the eastern side of the ocean, it brought sub-Saharan
Africans and Canary Islanders to Europe and, further south, from Angola
to Sao Tomé in the Gulf of Guinea; while on the western side it brought
Native Americans from temperate to tropical Brazil, and from the north-
ern states to the English Caribbean. On the eastern shores of the Atlantic
this south-to-north trade was based in Lisbon and Seville, and on the
western side merchants in Brazilian and Eastern Caribbean ports organ-
ized the traffic.

The exact genesis of the Americas-based slave trade to Africa will
likely never be known. Probably some enslaved people with sugar-
making skills accompanied milling equipment carried from Sio Tomé

'7 S0 Tomé was a major source of sugar in the sixteenth century, but it is easy to exaggerate
its importance given later developments. Toby Green in A Fistful of Shells: West Africa
from the Rise of the Slave Trade to the Age of Revolution (Chicago, IL, 2019), pp. 169—77,
argues for a significant slave trade to the island from what became the Slave Coast. In fact,
there was very little slave trading from the Bight of Benin at this time. While the region did
supply slaves to Sao Tomé, and while the slave population of the island may have briefly
attained twelve thousand at its peak prior to the major 1595 slave rebellion, this number
could have been reached with arrivals of only a few hundred a year over the nearly
century-long rise of the sugar sector, most of whom came from the Bight of Biafra and
Angola rather than the Bight of Benin. See Gerhard Siebert, “Sio Tomé & Principe: The
First Plantation Economy in the Tropics,” in Robin Law, Suzanne Schwarz, and
Silke Strickrodt (eds.), Commercial Agriculture, the Slave Trade & Slavery in Atlantic
Africa (Woodbridge, UK, 2013), pp. 72—74.
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to Pernambuco and Vera Cruz around the mid sixteenth century, but
the evidence is circumstantial.”® Northeast Brazil was the point in the
New World closest to Africa, but the very first engenhos (sugar-mills)
in Brazil and in Vera Cruz have left evidence only of Amerindian, not
African slaves. However, the first arrival of enslaved people from
Africa was probably in Bahia in 1550, even though it was the cap-
taincy of Pernambuco that saw the most rapid development of
Brazilian sugar. The Portuguese queen regent issued a royal decree in
1559 permitting the governor of Sio Tomé to sell up to 120 slaves to
each senhor de engenbo in Pernambuco.' By 1580, one third of
engenhos labor was of African origin, and 5,800 lived in the captaincy.
But not until 1620 was Africanization of the workforce complete.*®
After the Sao Tomé slave rebellion in the late 1 590s almost all sugar in
European markets was produced in Brazil.*" Information on specific
slave ventures for this early period is scattered, with the first recorded
transatlantic slave voyage dating to 1574, but clearly African slaves
had been arriving for some years prior to this. TSTD has records of ten
voyages bringing or intending to bring slaves into Brazil between 1574
and 1620, and a further ten for the following decade, ending early in
1630 with Dutch occupation of Pernambuco. These twenty voyages
carried off an estimated 5,200 slaves, though the projected total for
arrivals in Brazil in these years, at 232,000, is many times greater than
this small sample. The derivation of this estimate is explained
elsewhere,** but the important point here is that every one of the

'8 Daniel B. Domingues da Silva and David Eltis, “The Slave Trade to Pernambuco, 1560-
1851,” in David Eltis and David Richardson (eds.), Extending the Frontiers: Essays on the
New Transatlantic Slave Trade Database (New Haven, CT, 2008), pp. 95-129:
Christopher Ebert, Between Empires: Brazilian Sugar in the Early Atlantic Economy,
1550-1630 (Leiden, 2008), p. 12, comments “Brazilian sugar appears to have gained
increasing notice in international markets after about 1570, and its ascendancy from that
time on is indisputable.”

' Mauricio Goulart, Escraviddo Africana no Brasil: Das origins a extingdo do trafico (Sio
Paulo, 1975), p. 99; Gerald Cardoso, Negro Slavery in the Sugar Plantations of Veracruz
and Pernambuco, 1550-1680 (Washington, DC, 1983), pp. 76—78.

*© Stuart B. Schwartz, “A Commonwealth within Itself: The Early Brazilian Sugar Industry,
1550-1670,” in Stuart B. Schwartz (ed.), Tropical Babylons: Sugar and the Making of
the Atlantic Worlds, 1450-1680 (Chapel Hill, NC, 2004), pp. 156—200; Francisco
Augusto Pereira da Costa, Arredores do Recife (Recife, 2001), p. 126.

*! Seibert, ‘Sao Tomé and Principe,” 54—78.

** For the derivation of the total volume of the Brazilian slave trade see David Eltis and David
Richardson, “A New Assessment of the Transatlantic Slave Trade,” and Domingues da
Silva and David Eltis, “Slave Trade to Pernambuco,” both in Eltis and Richardson,
Extending the Frontiers, 1-625 95-129.
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twenty ventures in the sample was launched from Brazil -
Pernambuco, Bahia, or Rio de Janeiro.*> The chronology of the first
recorded slaving ventures from each follows what we know to have
been the development sequence of the sugar complex in the Americas:
Pernambuco, Bahia, and then Rio de Janeiro by the end of the century.

Cultivating and processing sugar for export to overseas markets was
certainly capital-intensive, but it was not hard-rock mining as in New
Spain or Peru. Mining gold and silver in the highlands of New Spain and
Peru and getting it to Europe remained beyond the reach of individual
merchants, in contrast to a plantation located on the coast of the South
Atlantic or a Caribbean island, both of which were clearly well within
grasp. If merchants could finance a plantation they could certainly invest
in a slave-trading venture direct to the African coast. In Brazil the wealth
that sugar and later tobacco generated, initially from Native American
labor, also provided the capital that enabled a direct trade with Africa. As
well as the complexities of growing and processing, sugar in effect sus-
tained the cost of two transatlantic journeys — one to bring labor from
Africa, and the other to carry plantation produce to Europe. Of all
sixteenth-century Europeans, the Portuguese possessed the most extensive
pool of expertise in both making sugar and trading slaves. Portuguese Sao
Tomé was Europe’s main source of sugar in 15 50, to be replaced by Brazil
before the end of the sixteenth century.** In addition, Portuguese officers,
ships, and trading posts on the African coast had undergirded the Spanish
slave trade from its inception. While the Portuguese state granted land and
the Dutch much of the shipping, private merchants established both the
plantations and the slave trade. By 1575, the Portuguese had founded
what was to become the largest transshipment point for African captives
ever at Luanda. Except for the brief Dutch occupation of Pernambuco and
Angola, the Portuguese, more precisely the Brazilian grip on the South
Atlantic gyre remained secure for the better part of the next three
centuries.

The Dutch attacked and attempted to conquer what in 1630 was the
largest of the three Brazilian sugar complexes — Pernambuco. Portuguese
resistance and several years of Dutch consolidation meant a temporary
suspension of the transatlantic traffic, at least to Pernambuco. When

*3 http://slavevoyages.org/tast/database/search.faces?yearFrom=1560&yearTo=1630& mjslpti
mp=50000.

*4+ Eddy Stols, “The Expansion of the Sugar Market in Western Europe,” in Schwartz (ed.),
Tropical Babylons, p. 260.
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a Dutch slave trade to Brazil eventually got underway in 1637, it, too, was
based entirely in Brazilian ports. Between 1631 and 1654, not one of the 142
slaving ventures to Brazil in www.slavevoyages.org set sail from Europe. The
Dutch were the most powerful maritime nation in the world at the time, but
they had quickly adopted the Portuguese pattern and located their Atlantic
slave trade in the Americas. The Portuguese retook Pernambuco while the
Dutch conquered Surinam from the English, a cession recognized in the
Treaty of Breda in 1667. Whereas Pernambuco was located just south of
the equator, the conquered territory was located just north of the line. Here,
too, the Dutch organized a plantation complex complete with a transatlantic
slave traffic that this time endured to the late eighteenth century. Strikingly,
almost all slave voyages to the ceded territory left from Europe. Thus, two
branches of the slave trade conducted largely under the same flag — that of the
Netherlands — using the same marine technology and hauling thousands of
people from and to the same continents nevertheless used organizational
bases separated by almost 5,000 miles of ocean. Moreover, the two systems
were largely mutually exclusive throughout most of the slave trade era —slave
ships based in Europe rarely supplied Pernambuco, and, until the 1790s, slave
ships based in the Americas never supplied the Dutch Guianas. And what held
for Pernambuco also held for the whole of Brazil south of Amazonia. Max
Menz and Diego Martins have found details of 75 previously unknown
vessels leaving Lisbon for Luanda and Benguela between 1719 and 1807.
Assuming all these were slave ships we need to note that over the same period
2,442 voyages left Angola for Brazil.*> Virtually all nineteenth-century voy-
ages were based in Brazil. Likely fewer than 1o percent of the Africans taken
to Brazil over three centuries were on vessels based in Europe.*®

The organizational heart of the transatlantic slave trade in the
Americas was already located in Brazil by the mid seventeenth century,
a dominance that continued unchallenged through to the ending of the
Brazilian traffic in 1851. And in the wider Atlantic world over the
whole slave-trading era, vessels from the top three South Atlantic
ports of Rio de Janeiro, Bahia de Todos os Santos (now Salvador),
and Pernambuco (now Recife) carried off far more enslaved Africans

*> www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/zyvutlMg.

26 The traffic from Lisbon to Luanda is being tracked by Jesus Bohorquez and Maximiliano
Menz. See their “State Contractors and Global Brokers: The Itinerary of Two Lisbon
Merchants and the Transatlantic Slave Trade during the Eighteenth Century,” Itinerario,
42 (2018): 403—29, and more recently in Menz, Senhor Da Morte: Capitalismo, Guerra
E Trdfico De Escravos. Portugal, Angola E Brasil (1640-1770) (Sao Paulo, forthcoming),
chapter 5.

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009518963.004 Published online by Cambridge University Press


http://www.slavevoyages.org
http://www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/2yvutlMg
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009518963.004

The Americas and Atlantic Slave Trading 59

than the combined total of ships leaving the three leading British ports
of Liverpool, London, and Bristol together with the major French port
of Nantes. More than one in four of the enslaved Africans brought to
the Americas over 360 years disembarked from slaving ventures that
had set out from these three Brazilian ports, almost all of them on
bilateral voyages.*” Lisbon traders did have a big presence in the
trade, but it was limited to the African embarkation ports of Luanda,
Benguela and Bissau. These merchants even provided credit to bring
captives from the African interior. But the transatlantic phase of the
traffic remained at the risk of merchants in Brazil.*® Nothing better
illustrates the misplaced emphasis of the literature, both scholarly and
popular, on the triangular trade and Europe as the dominant centers of
the slave-trading business.

For ports in the Atlantic world most dependent on slavery and the slave
trade for their existence we must turn to Brazil, rather than northwest
Europe or Iberia. Even after ignoring the virtual absence of hard data for
the first century of slave-trading data in Bahia and Rio de Janeiro, each port
dispatched more voyages to Africa than did Liverpool, or London, or
Amsterdam. And whereas these and other European ports were developing
a multitude of trading connections around the globe during the slave trade
era, Brazilian coastal cities had only the coastal trade and a tenuous con-
nection to the Far East as alternatives to ferrying enslaved people and the
produce they created. Like their European counterparts, both Brazilian
ports filled their departing slave ships with trading merchandise generated
in their hinterlands. Recent work by Kristin Mann, Lisa Castillo, and Luis
Nicolau Parés establishes that given the range and diversity of investors, few
people in Salvador were far removed from the commerce. Salvador de Bahia
was a slave-trading society. This was a city entirely dedicated to bringing in
enslaved people from Africa, and to facilitating the export of plantation
produce as well as the importation of whatever merchandise could be
obtained in return. Kristin Mann concludes, “that few free people in
Salvador were far removed from the slave trade, including after it became
illegal, and many freed men and slaves had connections to the commerce, as

*7 David Eltis and David Richardson, Atlas of the Transatlantic Slave Trade (New Haven,
CT, 2010), p. 39; Alencastro, Trade in the Living, pp. 185-252.

*8 Joseph C. Miller, Way of Death: Merchant Capitalism and the Angolan Slave Trade,
1730-1830 (Madison, W1, 1988), pp. 257, 285-6, 295-6, 299-300, 311-T12, 315—17;
idem, “Capitalism and Slaving: The Financial and Commercial Organization of the
Angola Slave Trade, according to the Accounts of Antonio Coelho Guerreiro,”
International Journal of African Historical Studies, 17 (1984): 1-56.
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well.”*? To anticipate a later discussion, with such an exclusive and centur-
ies-long focus on slavery and the slave trade and the economic growth that
both delivered, it is indeed odd — from the perspective of the new historians
of capitalism — that industrialization did not begin in Brazil rather than
5,000 miles to the northeast.?®

Sugar production spread from Brazil to the most easterly of the
Caribbean islands, Barbados, in the early 1640s. A plantation economy
based on tobacco and cotton, drawing on European indentured labor, was
already in existence there, but by 1643 the island was exporting some
sugar.’” If the Brazilians moved from Indigenous to African labor over
a sixty-year period, the British and French made a transition from White
indentured to Black slave labor in half this time. The first ship on record
carrying slaves direct from Africa arrived in Barbados in 1641. Outfitted
in London, it predated the first recorded sugar exports from the island.
However, a continuous slave traffic based on the island began only in
1644, with according to George Downing of Downing Street fame, 1,000
slaves arriving the following year.>* In August of 1644, and therefore in
the vanguard of the British slave trade, the first known slave venture
dispatched from British America left Bridgetown for the Rio del Rey in
what is now southeastern Nigeria. In the following year a small vessel left
from St. Kitts for the same African region. In the first decade of the
Barbados traffic a quarter of all captives brought to the island arrived on
Barbadian vessels and a further 12 percent on ships based in New
England.?? Just 2 5 years after the Plymouth Colony settlers disembarked,

*2 Luis Nicolau Parés, “Entre Bahia e a Costa da Mina, libertos africanos no tréfico illegal,” in
Giuseppina Raggi, Jodo Figueirda-Rego, and Roberta Stumpf (eds.), Salvador da Bahia:
Interacbes entre América e Africa (séculos XVI-XIX) (Salvador, 2017), pp. 13-50;
Lisa Earl Castillo, “Mapping the Nineteenth-Century Brazilian Returnee Movement:
Demographics, Life Stories and the Question of Slavery,” Atlantic Studies, 13 (2016):
25—52: www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/14788810.2015.1110677?tab=permis
sions&scroll=top; Kristin Mann, Transatlantic Lives: Slavery and Freedom in West Africa
and Brazil, chapter 3 (forthcoming); Mann, “Salvador, 1800-1850: uma sociedade depen-
dente do tréfico de Africanos: Duas perspectivas familiars,” in Jodo J. Reis and Carlos da Silva
Jr. (eds.), Poder e dinbeiro na era do trdfico (Salvador, Brazil, forthcoming). Quote is from this
last reference.

3° See the next chapter for further development of this point.

3" Russell R. Menard, Sweet Negotiations: Sugar, Slavery, and Planation Agriculture in Early
Barbados (Charlottesville, VA, 2006), pp. 1-28; Larry Gragg, “To Procure Negroes: The
English Slave Trade to Barbados, 1627-1660,” Slavery & Abolition, 16 (1999): 65-84.

3% Cited in Bernard Bailyn, New England Merchants in Seventeenth Century (Cambridge, MA,
1955), p. 85. For the transition in Brazil, see Alencastro, Trade in the Living, pp. 117—42.

33 Pat Stafford and David Eltis, “Barbados and the Slave Trade,” Journal of the Barbados
Museum and Historical Society, 68 (2022): 1-17.
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Boston was dispatching slave vessels to Africa, including one named Gift
of God that no doubt had Puritan owners. By the end of the century
Barbados had dispatched more than a hundred vessels to Africa,** and
merchants in Antigua and Nevis had dispatched others direct to the
African coast. Overall, a quarter of the 356 slave voyages recorded as
disembarking slaves in Barbados down to 1700 began their voyages in the
Americas, mainly Barbados.?> Such a ratio is certainly a lower-bound
estimate given that most pre-1698 voyages violated the Royal African
Company (RAC)’s English monopoly over the slave trade. Illicit
Caribbean-based ventures are more likely to have left no trace in the
historical record.

We have much less detail of slave ships leaving the French Lesser
Antilles. But we do know that the Black population of St. Kitt’s,
Martinique, and Guadeloupe came to match that of the White in the
early 1660s, shortly after that same pattern had emerged in Barbados.
But here the slave traders were more likely to have been Dutch than
French. All but one of the twenty-one recorded disembarkations of cap-
tives in the French Antilles before 1666 were from vessels setting out from
Dutch ports.3®

As the frontier of the sugar complex moved west through the
Caribbean so, too, did the home ports of Caribbean slave traders.
Kingston, Jamaica, exported sugar to London for the first time in 1669,
but except for a single voyage in 1687 the slave trade based on the island
did not get underway until the Company’s monopoly was relaxed in 1698.
Beginning in 1699 there followed eighty documented slave voyages from
Kingston, mostly in the first half of the eighteenth century. The smaller
ports of Montego Bay and Martha Brae quickly joined in. The RAC was
nevertheless a latecomer to the traffic based in the Americas, dispatching
its first voyage — from Bridgetown — in 1679, but managing an average of
only one voyage a year from that location for the rest of the seventeenth
century.

34 Slavevoyages shows eighty-nine voyages as setting out from Barbados, but there are
another forty that arrived at the island with slaves without an identified home port, but
have all the characteristics of a Barbadian vessel.

33 Stafford and Eltis, “Barbados and the Slave Trade.” For the data, see http://slavevoyages
.org/tast/database/search.faces?yearFrom=1514&yearTo=1700&mjslptimp=3 4200, and
then set the tables tab to “Broad region where voyage began.”

3¢ Laurence Verrand, “Premiers esclaves aux Petites Antilles d’aprés les chroniques et récits
de voyages francais (XVlIle siécle),” in Philippe Hrodé§j (ed.), L’esclave et les plantations de
I’établissement de la servitude a son abolition. Hommage a Pierre Pluchon (Rennes,
2009), pp. 85-102; www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/x§NLrCyA.
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The major Caribbean organizational center of the slave trade developed
late in the era. Havana merchants had established a major presence in the
intra-American slave traffic in the later eighteenth century. Aided by British
and US withdrawal from the transatlantic business and a rapidly expanding
sugar economy after the collapse of St. Domingue, they were able to evolve
into major transatlantic slave traders in the decade after 1807. Cuban-based
merchants dispatched more than 1,500 voyages to Africa in the nineteenth
century and carried off almost half a million enslaved people. Ninety percent
of these voyages either left from Havana or were Cuban-owned. In just sixty
years Havana became more important in the slave trade than any European
port except for the three major English centers and Nantes, all of which had
traded on the African coast for a century prior to Cuban involvement.
Merchants in Santiago de Cuba, Matanzas, Trinidad de Cuba, and other
Cuba out-ports organized their own ventures. A wide investors base evolved
in the nineteenth century. The British Commissioner to the Mixed Court
reported 108 slave-ship departures in 1828 and 1829, the failure of some of
which “made many shopkeepers in Havana bankrupt because of their slave
trade speculations.” A quarter-century later the successful disembarkation
of 479 captives in Havana from the Pierre Soulé meant that $85,000 in
profits were shared among forty-eight investors, some of them in Africa.?”

Although the northern continental colonies got into the business quite
early, they remained minor players for the first century relative to their
competitors to the south.>® The early vessels brought slaves to the New
England and New York markets — the very first perhaps carrying Africans,
not from Africa but from the Caribbean in 1638. One was the Desire,
which first brought the few male survivors of the Pequot War in 1637 to
Barbados and then returned to Boston with a miscellaneous cargo that
included Africans.>” Down to 1700 only one transatlantic slave voyage
left the mainland British colonies for every three from the Caribbean. All
mainland ports together sent out at least thirty-six slaving ventures to

37 W.S. Mcleay to Palmerston, Jan. 1, 1830, BNA, FO84/107; Commander Crabbe to the US
Secretary for the Navy, Feb. 14, 1857, House Executive Document, 7, 36-2, p. 520.

3% The best, indeed, the only account of the involvement of North Americans over the full
duration of the transatlantic slave trade is Sean M. Kelley, American Slavers: Merchants
Mariners and the Transatlantic Commerce in Captives, 1644-1865 (New Haven, CT,
2023). Much of the following two paragraphs is based on this source.

39 James Savage, Richard Dunn, and Laetitia Yaendle (eds.), Journal of John Winthrop 1630
to 1694 (Cambridge, MA, 1996), entry for February 26, 1638, “Mr. Peirce in the Salem
ship, the Desire, returned from the West Indies after seven months. He had been at
Providence [island] and brought some cotton, and tobacco and negroes, etc., from thence,
and salt from Tertugos.” See www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/6]6xWegX.
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Africa in the seventeenth century, two-thirds from Boston and New York,
the latter beginning its two-century-long span as a transatlantic slave-
trading base in 1663 while it was still Dutch. Initially New Englanders
sold their slaves in the Caribbean; New Yorkers, by contrast, brought
slaves back to their own city. Yet as with their sugar-planting Caribbean
compatriots, tobacco farmers and rice planters, they were able to sponsor
transatlantic ventures to fetch the labor they needed. Chesapeake planters
dispatched a small slave vessel to Africa in 1652 from the Wye River and
followed up with a further four recorded ventures down to 1698, all of
them in violation of the RAC’s English monopoly. Other Chesapeake
merchants partnered their London counterparts on ventures that left
from the English capital.*°

Between 1680 and 1721, New York merchants established a slave
trade with Madagascar, and here, too, the last such venture, was owned
jointly by New York and London merchants, in this case Jewish.** Further
south within a couple of years of the first rice exports from Charleston,
Charleston vessels were reported buying slaves in the Gambia without
paying the 1o percent duty to the RAC required by the 1698 legislation.**
None of this activity came close to supplying the labor needs of the rapidly
expanding British North American plantation sector, but even in its
earliest phase of growth, some plantation owners had the capital and
expertise to blur the line dividing planters and slave merchants, and
effectively met some of their own labor requirements.

The North American mainland slave-trading business began to
expand in the 1720s and overtook the West Indian competition in the
1740s. The first Newport voyage dates from 17071, but it took several
decades for New England rum to compete with the Barbadian product.
Not until the 1720s did Newport become a significant base for slaving
ventures. Rhode Islanders nevertheless held two-thirds of the mainland
business by mid-century. As Sean Kelley points out, while eleven mer-
chants owned one-fifth of the voyages dispatched, ownership in Rhode

4© See voyage IDs 21124, 21125, 21393.

4" The 1721 voyage by the Crown Gally, ID 75307, sailed from London, brought in 120
captives and was a financial disaster. See Eli Faber, Jews, Slaves, and the Slave Trade:
Setting the Record Straight (New York, 1998), pp. 132-34; BNA, Cro4/13, pt 2 and
Cr1o4/14, pt 2.

4* “The whole trade of the River lyeth in the hands of the tennpercent [sic] ships who are here
at this present seven in number some from Carolina & the rest from England who daily
increase the price of slaves in this River.” Extract of a letter from Messrs Nathan Pile,
Thomas Rayner & Richard Oakely, James Island, Gambia, March 4, 1700, BNA,
T7ol175, f. 23.
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Island was broadly based and few of the merchants specialized in the
business. Moreover, New England became a major shipbuilding center
during the eighteenth century. While historians have focused on the role
of US-built ships in the illegal slave trade of the nineteenth century, it is
not generally recognized that over one-third of the British slaving fleet in
the third quarter of the eighteenth century was built by North American
mainland shipbuilders.*?

By the end of the eighteenth century, Charleston-based slave ships had
become more numerous than those sailing from New England, aided by
a developing northern abolitionist movement that had begun to restrict
the northern traffic. For a decade before 1808, Charleston became the
entry point for the largest inflow of slaves into the mainland of any decade
in American history as the new South, created by the 1803 Louisiana
Purchase, became available to US slaveholders. For a few years Charleston
and Havana were competing for slaves directly: some slave-ship captains
checked out both ports before deciding where to sell. Between 1808 and
1820, the year that the US made slave trading a capital offence, US citizens
and ports remained active in the slave trade though at a seriously reduced
level and without introducing many slaves into the US itself. They were
particularly involved in the Cuban slave trade where some ship owners
like the d”Wolfs had plantations and, as with the well-documented voyage
of the Abaellino in 1818,** sent out their vessels with Spanish registration
papers. Cuban and Spanish owners became dominant in the Cuban trade
between 1810 and 1820, even before slave trading became a capital
offence. US participation declined sharply, before reviving again in the
late 1830s. Renewed participation took the form of supplying fast sailing
ships and, in a reversal of the pattern in the 1810s, facilitating the supply
of US registration papers to Brazilian and Cuban slave ships. US papers
would allow vessels to escape the attentions of the British navy on at least
the outbound voyage. Direct US ownership of transatlantic slave ventures
was rare by this time.*’

The advantages of using the Americas as an organizational base are
obvious. In the eighteenth century, round-trip voyages from Caribbean

43 Kelley, American Slavers, pp. 77-108. For shipbuilding compare voyage numbers in
https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/lqUDO3GB with those in https://slavevoyages.org/
voyages/gdoFzod 1.

441D 37297. Buch to James D’Wolf, Dec. 6, 1818, Edward Spalding Papers, University of
Miami.

45 Leonardo Marques, The United States and the Transatlantic Slave Trade to the Americas,
1776-1867 (New Haven, CT, 2016), pp. 139-84.
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home ports lasted nine months, compared to 15 months for voyages
setting out from Europe. Brazilian and North American slave ships
returned to home port within a year, and by the mid nineteenth century
in just five months.*® The most important part of the voyage from the
standpoint of its profitability — the return trip — lasted on average forty-
two days compared to the seventy-seven days for the middle passages of
European-based vessels following the triangular route. Mortality and
morbidity data — the key elements governing profitability in the business —
are not up to the task of allowing us direct comparisons but given the
much faster Atlantic crossing they likely favored the Americas-based
trafficker. America also had the advantage of abundant supplies of timber.
While the British carried almost eight times more slaves across the Atlantic
than vessels setting out from their colonial possessions, as already noted,
the latter built over one-third of the British slaving fleet during the slave
trade era. It is probable that a similar ratio of colonial to metropolitan
built vessels held for slavers sailing under the Portuguese/Brazilian flags.
As for trade goods, some European manufactures reached Angola
direct from Lisbon and in the late eighteenth century these averaged
about 40 percent of Luanda’s imports. The South Atlantic gyre ensured
that East Indian textiles were cheaper in Rio de Janeiro than in Lisbon.*”
There were ready products at hand in the Americas in high demand on the
African coast. Cachaca (alcohol), tobacco, bullion, and provisions were
plentiful, with cachaca predating Barbadian rum exports by at least half
a century.*® The first recorded New England slave vessel disembarked slaves
in Barbados in 1645, but it was provisions, rather than rum, that under-
pinned the early North American mainland trade. A New England ship
carrying rum was captured off Succondee on the Gold Coast in 1687 by
the RAC, but it may have got its rum in Barbados.** The typical trading

€ For 1701-1800, 8,372 European-based voyages averaged 446.7 days (SD = 134.5); 526
Brazilian voyages took 367.7 days (SD = 139.8); 216 North American mainland trips
lasted 353.9 days (SD = 129.6); while 37 Caribbean vessels completed round trips in 368.9
(SD = 118.0)

47 Rudy Bauss, “Textiles, Bullion and Other Trades of Goa: Commerce with Surat, Other
Areas of India, Luso-Brazilian Ports, Macau and Mozambique, 1816-1819,” Indian
Economic & Social History Review, 34 (1997): 275-87: https://doi.org/10.1177/
00194646970340030T.

4% Gustavo Acioli Lopes, “Brazil’s Colonial Economy and the Atlantic Slave Trade: Supply
and Demand,” in David Richardson and Filipa Ribeiro da Silva (eds.), Networks and
Trans-Cultural Exchange: Slave Trading in the South Atlantic, 1590-1867 (Leiden,
20715), p. 68; Alencastro, Trade in the Living, pp. 114-16.

49 BL, Thomas Draper, Succondee, February 25, 1687, Rawlinson mss, ¢ 745, ff. 437-38.
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cargo of these vessels, including those sailing from New York to Madagascar
in the late seventeenth century was “bread, flour, butter, pork, Barbados
rum, and Madeira wine.” ° Barbadians had drunk “mobby,” fermented
from sweet potatoes, before the sugar regime, but by the late 1640s rum
had taken over and indeed became the island’s currency.’* Where ships from
Europe had always included brandy or English spirits among their trade
goods, Africans preferred Barbadian, and eventually, Jamaican rum when it
became available — the equivalent in Africa of cachaca from Brazil.>* Finally,
for several decades from the beginning of the eighteenth century the com-
modity that trumped all others was Brazilian gold. Some London-owned
ventures would sell their slaves to Bahian vessels on the Gold Coast and in
the Bight of Benin and then return directly to London with gold.*?

The Eurocentric thrust of slave trade historiography has ensured the
sidelining of the Americas, especially on the issue of the funding and
crewing of voyages. The wider literature recognizes high land-labor
ratios in the Americas relative to Europe and the consequences of this
for higher wages and capital costs in the New World. As Jacob Price
noted, the Americas “retained the frontier characteristics of cheap land,
scarce capital, and dear labor.”3* But the literature does not consider
how slave traders adjusted to such resource patterns. One crude proxy
for wage costs is the tons per crew ratio that TSTD makes it possible to

5° Edward Searle, Commenda, February 12, 1696, ibid, ¢ 747, f. 63. As late as 1720
a New York venture (Crown Gally, ID 75307), owned jointly by London and
New York merchants bought 240 slaves in Madagascar with a cargo of provisions — see
the very detailed accounts, some in Yiddish, in BNA, Cro4/13, pt 2.

5t “Small vessel from Barbados here ... trades only rum and sugar” (BL, William Cross,
Commenda, Jan. 26, 1687, Rawlinson Papers, c745, f. 430); Carl Bridenbaugh and
Roberta Bridenbaugh, No Peace Beyond the Line: The English in the Caribbean, 1624~
1690 (Oxford, 1972), pp. 50-51.

5* American rum was cheaper on the coast than English spirits (BL, Steede and Gascoigne,
Barbados, July 1, 1686, Rawlinson Papers, ¢. 745, f. 373; Dalby Thomas, Cape Coast
Castle, April 28, 1704, BNA, T70/28, f. 35).

33 As London slave trader Humphry Morice instructed one of his captains, “you cannot but be
sensible how much it will be for my advantage to turne of & sell your Cargoe of Goods, and
the Negroes you purchase for Gold, whereby the great Loss that often happens by the
Mortality of Negroes will be avoided, as well as the Loss in returns from the West Indies,
which you well know runs away with all the profit of a voyage made by the Sale of Negroes,”
cited in Matthew D. Mitchell, The Prince of Slavers: Humphrey Morice and the
Transformation of Britain’s Transatlantic Slave Trade, 1698—1732 (London, 2020), p. 158.
For an annual series of Brazilian gold production 1721-1807, see Leonor Freire Costa, Maria
Manuela Rocha e Rita Martins de Sousa, O Ouro do Brasil (Lisboa, 2013), pp. 192—94.

54 Jacob Price, “Credit in the Slave Trade and Plantation Economies,” in Barbara Solow
(ed.), Slavery and the Rise of the Atlantic System (Cambridge, 1991), p. 295.
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TABLE 2.2 Enslaved persons per crew member by flag of slave ship,

1613-1830
Flag of ship Mean SD n (differences significant
at the 1 percent level)
Portugal/Brazil 14.2 7.0 360
Great Britain 10.1 4.3 1,024
Netherlands 8.1 2.3 132
France 8.5 3.1 1,367

Source: TSTD

calculate. At the height of the slave trade — 1751-1800 — slave vessels
leaving the North American mainland had similar ratios to those leaving
Brazil. These were 23 percent higher than for crews leaving British and
French ports. But the big difference between the Americas and Europe in
labor productivity was in the number of enslaved people per crew
member. On Portuguese vessels there was one crew for every 14,
a ratio which was between 40 and 70 percent greater than their north-
west European competitors.

On the capital front, mercantile credit ultimately based in London,
Amsterdam, and Paris underpinned the British, Dutch, and French slave
trades at relatively low interest rates. In addition, creditors in most of the
British Caribbean could seize plantations in the event of non-payment of
debt. This was not an option in Latin America, where creditors’ claims
were limited to the produce of the plantation, and debt financing of
voyages was therefore more restricted.’?

Distinct regional solutions to these financing issues evolved. Before
1775, New England merchants operated the smallest slave ships in the
business, averaging below 70 tons*® and often sailing between Upper
Guinea and North America. They were among the smallest of all
transoceanic sailing vessels. New England ships also had the highest
tons per crew ratios in the slave trade. Although the average British
slaver was more than twice the size of its colonial counterpart, the two

55 Price, “Credit in the Slave Trade,” pp. 296-97; Russell R. Menard, “Law, Credit, the
Supply of Labor, and the Organization of Sugar Production in the Colonial Greater
Caribbean: A Comparison of Brazil and Barbados in the Seventeenth Century,” in John
J. McCusker and Kenneth Morgan (eds.), The Early Modern Atlantic Economy
(Cambridge, 2000), pp. T159—6T.

56 See www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/siFuwYIZ.
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groups (New England and British) had a comparable slaves per crew
ratio. In addition, colonial ships could buy slaves at major British forts
on the Gold Coast, where fewer men on board were required (see
Chapter 4) and sell at major British Caribbean markets. Given the
more than one hundred British American shipbuilding sites specified
in the slavevoyages database, it seems clear that cheaper and smaller
ships, and a degree of British naval protection off Africa enabled the
New Englanders to compete with the more heavily capitalized British
slave trade centers.>”

A second response to relative labor and capital scarcity in the
Americas emerged in the Caribbean. The TSTD shows that in the seven-
teenth century 128 slaving ventures set sail from British Caribbean ports
compared to just thirty from the North American mainland. Here, too,
vessels dispatched from British islands to Africa averaged just half the
size of their London-based counterparts and were thus cheaper to fit out.
But in this instance European capital was available. In the early British
and French Caribbean there were strong links between establishing
plantations and sending out slave voyages, with both activities funded
in part by metropolitan merchants. London and Bristol merchants
bought up land and introduced slaves at the same time.’® Of thirty-
seven documented slave-ship owners (other than the London-based
RAC) setting out from seventeenth-century Barbados, half were propri-
etors of sugar plantations and only five can be identified as local mer-
chants without English connections. Later in the eighteenth century,
Caribbean involvement was limited to the funding or part-funding of
ventures that left from Europe. For example, the Freemasons of
Guadeloupe dispatched the Franc-macon (ID 32744) from Le Havre,
which was destroyed off Gabon by a slave uprising.’® This was the
branch of the slave trade of the Americas with the strongest connections
to a major European slave-trading center, but that branch was also
a relatively small component of the larger picture. The problem with

57 Frangois Crouzet estimates that by the time of abolition of the slave trade in 1807 the total
tonnage of the overall US merchant fleet amounted to 60 percent of its British counterpart
(“America and the Crisis of the British Imperial Economy, 1803-1807,” in McCusker and
Morgan, Early Modern Atlantic, p. 305).

58 Richard Dunn, Sugar and Slaves: The Rise of the Planter Class in the British West Indies,
1624-1723 (New York, 1972), p. 2725 Larry Gragg, Englishmen Transplanted: The
English Colonization of Barbados, 1627-1660 (New York, 2003), pp. 132—41.

52 Chloe Duflo-Ciccotelli, La franc-maconnerie en Guadeloupe, miroir d’une société colo-
niale en tensions 1770-1848 (Bordeaux, 2021), p. 174. My thanks to Sandra Willendorf
for this reference.
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small was the risk, as the Freemasons discovered. On mainland North
America the owner of the snow Tulip (ID 25371) wrote in 1762 after
a third unsuccessful venture from Annapolis, “there are more disasters in
those Voyages than any others whatever.”®°

The major Caribbean organizational center for the slave trade turned
out to be not British but rather Spanish, and here ties to European capital
were much weaker. Havana was the port in the Americas with longest-
lasting connection to Africa, Cuba being one of the first markets for
enslaved Africans to open in the Americas and certainly being the last to
close. Before the 1790s the island depended on foreign slave traders for
almost all its supply of enslaved people. Yet 87 percent of Cuba’s total
influx from Africa arrived between 1790 and 1866, putting
Havana second only to Rio de Janeiro as the world’s premier slave trading
port of the nineteenth century. The development of Havana in the thirty
years after the gradual implementation of the Bourbon reforms in 1789
and the parallel opening up of trade in Brazil after the Portuguese court
moved to Rio de Janeiro in 1807 was just extraordinary. The income
generated by Cuba’s sugar and Southeast Brazil’s coffee economies
reached unprecedented levels by the second quarter of the nineteenth
century.®*

In the mid 1820s only three ports in the Americas had populations
larger than 100,000 — Havana, Rio de Janeiro, and New York - figures
that put them in the top five most populous cities in the Americas. All
three were larger than Liverpool at the time of British abolition.®* Such
port cities backed by the plantation output of their hinterlands — sugar,
coffee, and cotton respectively — could raise the capital and provide the
myriad services necessary to launch slave-trading expeditions to
Africa.®® As we have seen in the case of Bahia, that the hinterlands
comprised intensive agriculture rather than industrial manufacturing
mattered little. Both could support the capital requirements of

¢© Elizabeth Donnan, Documents Illustrative of the Slave Trade to America, 4 vols
(Washington, 1930-33), vol. 4: 42, n.

' David Eltis, Economic Growth and the Ending of the Transatlantic Slave Trade
(New York, 1987), pp. 283-89; Jorge Felipe Gonzalez, Foundation and Growth of the
Cuban-based Transatlantic Slave Trade (forthcoming).

> Mary Karasch, Slave Life in Rio de Janeiro (Princeton, 1987), pp. 60—3; Darby’s edition of
Brookes’ Universal Gazetteer (Philadelphia, 1823), p. 518; Cuadro estadistico de la
siempre fiel Isla de Cuba correspondiente al aiio de 1827 (Habana, 1829), p. 47.

% For the growth of these ports into major bases of the slave trade see Felipe Gonzalez,
Foundation and Growth; John Harris, The Last Slave Ships: New York and the End of the
Middle Passage (New Haven, CT, 2020), pp. 23-92; Marques, United States, pp. 106-38.
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a vibrant slave trade. Moreover, by the nineteenth century the laws
restraining creditors from taking possession of plantations no longer
existed. Eventually, therefore, New York and Havana joined the
Brazilian port cities as major centers serving prosperous hinterlands
that could finance their own ventures. Between them New York,
Havana, and Rio de Janeiro sent out 2,460 slaving ventures in the last
half-century of the traffic, even though the New York component was
severely restricted by increasing US sanctions against the traffic.°* John
Harris and Leonardo Marques have laid out the innovative risk-averting
strategies that New York and Havana traders adopted.®> In the final
quarter-century, these voyages — two dozen of them on steam ships
carrying more than 1,000 captives at a time — were double the size of
their eighteenth-century counterparts, averaging 552 enslaved persons
at embarkation as opposed to 283.%°

The three environments for launching slaving ventures described above
nevertheless applied to fewer than half of all voyages leaving the Americas
for Africa. Seven thousand ventures set out from Brazil (excluding nine-
teenth-century Rio de Janeiro) and these drew on a yet different pattern
used only in the Portuguese South Atlantic.®” As argued at greater length
in Chapter 4, the South Atlantic slave-trading system had lower costs that
were unrelated to wage rates for crew and expensive credit. Distances
were shorter, voyages faster, slave rebellions fewer, losses from wars and
piracy rarer, and slaves carried, both per crew member and per ton,
greater than for ventures originating in the North Atlantic. In addition,
as first European comers in the South Atlantic, the Portuguese claimed
a tenuous, but enduring and exclusive sovereignty over two of the three

%4 https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/TLtogyX. In late colonial Rio de la Plata, we see nascent
signs of Buenos Aires and Montevideo joining this group. With a joint population of c. 70,000
at independence in 1810, their merchants dispatched twenty-seven voyages to Africa between
1777 and 1837 — mostly before 1811 when abolition kicked in (Lyman L. Johnson,
Workshop of the Revolution: Plebeian Buenos Aires and the Atlantic World, 17761810
(Chapel Hill, NC, 2011), p. 8; Alex Borucki, “The Slave Trade to the Rio de la Plata, 1777—
1812: Trans-Imperial Networks and Atlantic Warfare,” Colonial Latin American Historical
Review, 20 (2011): 81-107; https:/slavevoyages.org/voyages/axA2H9Zz.

©S Harris, Last Slave Ships, pp. 23—55; Marques, United States, pp. 139-218.

%€ https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/G]GgjWY8 for 1841-1866; https://slavevoyages.org/v
oyages/GtciOoau for 1701-1800.

67 Calculated by taking all departures from Brazil (see https:/slavevoyages.org/voyages/tG
R7UVBw) and subtracting slave vessels leaving Rio de Janeiro after 1810, compared to
voyages leaving Rio after 1810 (https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/Zp6TBIla) plus vessels
leaving North America, including Caribbean for the whole period - https:/slavevoyages
.org/voyages/pnaPhFxP.
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biggest African embarkation points in the trade, in the form of Luanda
and Benguela. Between them, these ports with a combined population of
4,000 in the late eighteenth century, accounted for almost 30 percent of all
transatlantic departures from Africa. Just as the Spanish were able to
occupy the richest parts of the Americas for themselves, so the
Portuguese on the other side of the Atlantic were able to lay first claim
to the ports that supplied the most enslaved people. In doing so they
developed relations with Africans in the hinterland that no other
European nation could match.®® Lancado traders of mixed Portuguese
and African heritage helped link African sellers in the interior with
Brazilian buyers on the coast who maintained barracoons where
Brazilian vessels embarked captives. Dutch, English, and French slave-
ship captains typically dealt directly with Africans resident on the coast,
although both Dutch and English contacts did involve limited numbers of
traders of mixed descent.

But if the funding requirements of a voyage in the South Atlantic were
more modest, a second advantage was that Brazilians were able to tap into
a wider range of small investors than any of their competitors. The
contrast between the major French and English ports on the one hand
and the Brazilians on the other was indeed dramatic. The www.slavevoya
ges.org site contains records of 15,000 owners of slaving ventures located
in ports around the Atlantic. Slavers from Bahia carried off approximately
the same number of Africans as vessels from Liverpool — between 1.3 and
1.4 million — though of course Bahia was active in the traffic for a longer
period. However, the ownership structure and funding in the two ports
was completely different. For Bahia, TSTD identifies 1,091 investors in
2,799 ventures. The Liverpool records are somewhat more complete, with
1,876 individuals investing in 4,669 voyages. The largest Bahian owner
was Jodo Ferreira Souza, active between 1709 and 1736, followed by Jose
de Cerqueira Lima trading between 1801 and 1839. They had ownership
stakes in vessels that embarked 17,053 and 12,618 slaves respectively.
However, such numbers as these would not have placed the pair in the top
sixty ranking of Liverpool slave traders. William Boat’s ships transported
55,352 slaves in the years 1744-1795, and Thomas Hodgson’s vessels
carried off 52,339 captives between 1752 and 1805.%

%8 Eltis and Richardson, Atlas, p. 9o.
9 The PAST Ul on www.slavevoyages.org contains 1,092 owners for Bahia, and 1,875 for
Liverpool.
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The more interesting question is the structure of investment in the
two ports. This can be explored with the Gini coefficient, commonly
used to measure income or wealth inequality, with zero indicating
complete equality and one, complete inequality. Instead of income,
here we assess investment in the slave trade. Using the raw data, the
Gini index for Liverpool is 0.35, and for Bahia, o.31, suggesting that
investment in the second-largest Brazilian slave-trading center was only
slightly more equally distributed than in Liverpool. But the raw data in
TSTD includes only the principal investors and ignores the large num-
ber of minor participants — including slave-ship crew, shopkeepers, and
indeed even the enslaved crew on board the typical Brazilian slaving
vessel.

The earliest examples of the participation of small investors comes
from the customs records of the Cape Verde Islands in the early sixteenth
century. The Madanela Cansyna left Santiago in December 1513 with
125 slaves bound for Castile. Twenty-five owners sailed with their
chattel, all but two were Portuguese and among them were both mer-
chants and crew.”® This pattern has recently been brought to center stage
for the later period by Mary Hicks. It emerges from trials of captured
vessels rather than shipping records where only the principals are identi-
fied. Hicks’ impressive data supports her claim that “[s]laving merchants
drew extensively on a variety of familial and patronage ties to kin,
friends, and dependents in order to complete cargoes,” and gives
instances of trading cargoes owned by dozens of investors some of
whom were themselves enslaved persons.”' Very few of these indivi-
duals are included in the PAST databases in TSTD, which is biased toward
the large investor. It will require a major research effort to ever identify
more than a handful of them. But the practice was extensive enough that

7¢ Trevor P. Hall, Before Middle Passage: Translated Portuguese Manuscripts of Atlantic
Slave Trading from West Africa to Iberian Territories, 1513-1526 (Leiden, 2016), pp.
192-94.

7' Mary E. Hicks, Captive Cosmopolitans: Black Mariners and the World of South Atlantic
Slavery (Chapel Hill, NC, 2024); Hicks, “Financing the Luso-Atlantic Slave Trade,
1500-1840: Collective Investment Practices from Portugal to Brazil,” Journal of Global
Slavery, 2 (2017): 273-309. Quote is from p. 279. For the broader issue of slaves owning
slaves, see Jodo José Reis, “Slaves Who Owned Slaves in Nineteenth-Century Bahia,
Brazil,” Mecila Working Paper Series, No. 36, Sdo Paulo, 2021: The Maria Sibylla
Merian International Centre, http://dx.doi.org/10.46877/reis.2021.36. The Portuguese
government encouraged a pattern of dispersed investment (Pierre Verger, Trade
Relations Between the Bight of Benin and Bahia from the 17th to the 19th Century
[Ibadan, 1968], p. 81).
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the typical Brazilian-based slaving venture had a great many more
investors than French, Dutch, and English voyages. In the major north-
western European ports partnerships of ten or more are rare. The TSTD
Enslavers database shows that only 93 out of 21,700 voyages sailing
from northwest European ports have ownership information that falls
into this category.

Hicks also describes the common practice of allowing crew to make
private investment in slaves, or sometimes allotting them cargo space, as
an alternative to receiving wages. English and French principals typically
allowed captains and, less often, surgeons small numbers of “privilege”
slaves to be transported free, but rarely extended the option to ordinary
seamen and never to seamen who were also slaves. Remuneration for non-
officered crew in English, French, and Dutch slave ships took the form of
wages.”* One exception in the very early English slave trade is the Brazil
Frigate (ID 21750), which set off from Luanda for Pernambuco in 1658
with 1,200 Africans — easily the largest number of people ever carried by
any English slave ship. Ordinary seamen on this venture did indeed buy
slaves on their own account. However, this English ship was hired by the
Governor of Angola, Jodo Vieira, so that the voyage can be classed as
Portuguese rather than English, and it is thus probable that Portuguese
practices prevailed. Such strategies meant that principal investors in Brazil
could adapt to both the high-wage and the capital-scarce environments of
the Americas relative to their European and North American competitors.
If the crew were investors, albeit small, and half their number at least
on Bahian slave ships, were of African descent — including many crew
members — then the complications for a class-based (or even race-based)
interpretation of the slave trade, or even the Atlantic world, seem clear
enough.

As for the racial composition of crews, the emergence of Black sailors
in the English-speaking plantation Americas has received considerable
attention and was far more common than on voyages leaving Old World
ports. Enslaved sailors on privateers based in North America could
receive part of any prize money that captures generated.”> But in
North America, Black sea-captains were rare, and instances have yet to
emerge of Black crew members on slave ships having roles as investors or
in reassuring the enslaved in their own language that they were not to be

7> BNA, HCA13/73, ff. 306-53.
73 W. Jeffrey Bolster, Black Jacks: African American Seamen in the Age of Sail (Cambridge,
MA, 1997), pp. 102, 114.
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eaten at the end of the voyage. There is certainly no parallel in the
English, Dutch, and French slave trades to the NS da Penha de Franca,
which left Pernambuco in 1812 with a pardo (mixed-origins) captain
and fifteen crew. The only White on board was a sailor from Porto in
Portugal.”* The extensive appendices to Mary Hicks’ book suggest that
just under half the crew on slave voyages leaving Brazil were Black and
half of these were enslaved. We know that the average crew on these
voyages was 21.6,7° and that TSTD shows at least 9,628 ventures left
Brazilian ports for Africa. If just ten of the crew on average were pardo or
preto (Black) then close to 100,000 Africans and Black Brazilians crewed
slaving voyages to Brazil.”®

We do not know how many of these were investors, in the sense of
receiving all or part of their wages in the form of enslaved people or
fractions thereof, but Hicks” work makes it clear that the practice was
not only extensive but also supplemented by a traffic in African prod-
ucts, especially textiles that crew members were allowed to trade for and
to transport to Brazil in their sea chests.”” But small investors were not
confined to Brazil. In Havana, accionistas (shareholders) with “shares as
low as $100 ... eagerly sought for by clerks in public and mercantile
houses.””® There were more small investors in the North Atlantic slave
trades than the literature recognizes, but nothing on the scale of the
Brazilian and Cuban business. These financing and hiring strategies
were critical to the ability of the slave traders of the Iberian Americas
to defend their dominant role in Atlantic slave trading in the face of

741t is significant that the most widely read books on the slave trade — Rediker, Slave Ship,
Basil Davidson, The African Slave Trade (Boston, 1980); Daniel P. Mannix, Black
Cargoes: a History of the Atlantic Slave Trade, 1518-1865 (London: 1963) and
Hugh Thomas, The Slave Trade: the Story of the Atlantic Slave Trade, 1440-1870
(New York, 1997) — give short shrift to the South American traffic. Some fascinating
issues cannot be explored if scholars of the slave trade insist on treating the English and US
slave trades as typical. I thank Marial Iglesias Utset for the reference to the NS da Penha de
Franga at BNA, HCA42/406/391. ID is 52119.

75 Calculated from https://www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/k rvigwén.

7¢ Interest in the multiracial crews of slave ships has increased in recent decades. See
Emma Christopher, Slave Ship Sailors and their Captive Cargoes, 1730-1807
(Cambridge, 2007), pp. 51—90 for access to the now extensive literature, and see
pp- 23138 for her three appendices that list 153 Black sailors in the Bristol, Liverpool,
and Rhode Island slave trades between 1748 and 1807. Yet such numbers are utterly
trivial compared to the Blacks on Portuguese slave ships, a topic that until the publication
of Hicks’ essays and now her monograph, this literature has yet to address.

77 Hicks, Captive Cosmopolitans, chapter 7.

78 R. Jameson to Castlereagh, Sept 1, 1821 (enc.), BNA, FO84/13.
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competition of the ports of northwestern Europe. There can be little
doubt that their competitors had far greater access to credit and capital
markets.

Indebted planters feature prominently in the histories of the French,
British, and Dutch tropical colonies. Distressed estate sales and spectacu-
lar bankruptcies are almost a trope.”” Given that most slave traders
advanced credit to plantation owners and, especially in the French case,
waited for years for repayment, how could planters afford to finance slave
voyages? Successful businesses have always drawn heavily on credit and
renewing the slave labor force always constituted the largest single
expense for owners in the first century or so of a sugar colony’s existence.
Borrowing was an essential part of normal business. The value of labor
force purchases may be viewed against a backdrop of total output.
Table 2.3 shows the value of captives arriving in the Caribbean in 1770

TABLE 2.3 Total cost of purchases of the enslaved in 1770 relative to total
output of plantations in the Caribbean in current pounds sterling for the
major Northwest European slave trading powers

British French Dutch

Value of total output of plantations £2,669,000 £3,819,000 £573,000
No. of slaves arrived, 1769-1771 99,062 46,281 18,368
Annual mean 33,021 15,427 6,123
Price of prime slaves in Americas £44.3 £44.3 £44.3
Price of average slave in Americas £31.0 £31.0 £31.0
No. of price obs. (complete cargo) 22 3 14
Total cost of slaves £966,915  £441,662 £189,813
Cost of enslaved/total output (row 7/row 1) 0.36 0.12 0.33

Sources: Enslaved: https://www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/QLL4mvbl. Total output: David
Eltis, “The Slave Economies of the Caribbean: Structure, Performance, Evolution and
Significance,” in Franklin Knight (ed.), General History of the Caribbean — UNESCO, 4 vols.
(New York, 2007), vol. 3: 178-202. For slave prices in 1770, North America see https://
www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/BdQbcvoQ.

79 Pieter C. Emmer, “Surinam and the Decline of the Dutch Slave Trade,” Revue Francaise
d’Histoire d’Outre-Mer, 226-27 (1975): 245—51; Lowell J. Ragatz’s book, Fall of the Planter
Class in the British Caribbean, 1763-1833 (New York, 1928) underpinned the decline thesis
which dominated the British Caribbean historiography during the twentieth century;
Nicholas Radburn, “Guinea Factors, Slave Sales, and the Profits of the Transatlantic Slave
Trade in Late Eighteenth-Century Jamaica: The Case of John Tailyour,” William and Mary
Quarterly, 72 (2015): 243-286. muse.jhu.edu/article/580882.
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relative to the total product of the British, French, and Dutch Caribbean in
that year. Overall, even assuming most of these purchases were bought on
credit, the debt load does not appear crippling, and Lorena S. Walsh’s
assessment of the Chesapeake plantocracy that serious planter indebted-
ness was limited to early careers and was rare in later life was probably
generally true across the Americas.*® Nothing in the French, British, and
Dutch slave trades matched the financing system in the Portuguese traffic.
Hicks’ findings revise our understanding of that traffic.

THE INTRA-AMERICAN SLAVE TRAFFIC

Sugar plantations and their ancillary activities accounted for most of the
transatlantic slave trade and almost all of them were located within thirty
miles of salt water. The survivors of the transoceanic passage would
therefore have reached the property of their new owners on foot in
much less time than it took for them to reach the African coast from
their point of enslavement. Some plantation records link the enslaved
persons with name of the vessel that brought them from Africa.®" In
1787 Robert Hibbard, agent to the Duke of Chandos purchased “twenty
prime young men” in Kingston from the Brooks (ID 80666, and later to
become the iconic subject of a misleading abolitionist pamphlet) for the
Hope estate located just three miles to the north and now the Mona
campus of the University of the West Indies. In St. Domingue, Jean-
Joseph de Laborde, perhaps the wealthiest slave owner in the eighteenth-
century Caribbean with his 1,400 slaves, had two plantations in the
southern peninsula of St. Domingue, one just six miles from les Cayes
where Laborde bought Africans from the Naiade in 1769 (ID 31564).
Only four of them were still alive a quarter-century later.®*

However, not all prospective slave buyers had access to markets
large enough to accommodate transatlantic slaving ventures. And
some that did, like Cuba, were subject to imperial regulations that for

8¢ Lorena S. Walsh, Motives of Honor, Pleasure, and Profit: Plantation Management in the
Colonial Chesapeake, 1607-1763 (Chapel Hill, NC, 2010), p. 236. For a more complete
view of the slave trade’s position in the thirteen colonies and early republic, see Lawrence
Officer and Samuel H. Williamson, “The Antebellum Slave Trade: Numbers and Impact
on the Balance of Payments”: www.measuringworth.com/sam/Slavetrade.pdf.

81 Huntington, Stowe mss, vol. 26, Robert Hibbard, Nov. 1o, 1787.

82 Trevor G. Burnard and John D. Garrigus, The Plantation Machine: Atlantic Capitalism in
French Saint-Domingue and British Jamaica (Philadelphia, 2016), pp. 22, 165; “Etat des
Négres, Négresses, Négrillons, et Négrittes Existans sur la Premier Habitation de
Monsieur Laborde ce Mai 10, 1793,” BNA, HCA30/381.
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centuries inhibited direct trade with Africa. Some minor plantation
products such as tobacco, rice, indigo, and coffee were also accessible
by water. But the rest of the market for slave labor, amounting, perhaps,
to 20 percent of the total demand in the Americas, lay far away from the
ocean in the Spanish American highlands and the gold-bearing regions
of Minas Gerais, Goids, and Mato Grosso of Brazil. As Figure 2.1
shows, panning for riverine gold was not as capital intensive as hard
rock mining for silver.®3

A workforce of about fifty is displayed, not much different from the
requirements of a moderate sized engenho or a seventeenth-century
Barbados plantation. The remote location of the “mining factory”
depicted was a challenge, given that western Mato Grosso is not just
the center of Brazil, but of South America, too. But gold was the least
bulky of the precious metals and compared to a sugar-mill, the required
infrastructure for its extraction was not beyond the resources of a single
investor. Leo Marques has written of the owner, José Paes Falcdo das

F
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FIGURE 2.2 Panning for gold in Mato Grosso.

“Prospecto da lavagem do ouro na fibrica de minerar da mesma lavra,”
Source: Universidade de Lisboa/Museu Nacional de Histéria Natural e da
Ciéncia, PT-MUL-RM]JBA-TC-02-0007.

85 T am indebted to Leonardo Marques for drawing this image to my attention.
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Neves, who a few years later owned two “mining factories and a total of
116 slaves some of whom were employed in a cachaca distillery.”
However, for the enslaved Africans forced to travel to these remote
regions, the passage across the ocean constituted less than half their
total journey in terms of time.%4

A further underlying pattern saw slave emporia in the tropics such as
those in the Caribbean and in Rio de Janeiro supplying slaves to smaller
markets in both the tropical and temperate Americas. The first transat-
lantic voyages did not reach the Spanish American mainland until the
1540s. Small groups of Africans arriving in New Spain before that point
transshipped from Cuba and Hispaniola. The Rio de la Plata began
receiving captives from Rio de Janeiro before the end of the sixteenth
century. Between 1640 and 1790, Spanish America was heavily depend-
ent on the intra-American trade. Many vessels carried just a single slave,
others such as the San Fortunato el Nuevo carried hundreds — in one
instance, 973 people from Curacao to Portobelo in 1669.%5 Even before
the mid seventeenth century a major intra-American trade in slaves devel-
oped. We now know that Spanish supplies of enslaved people were
sustained by a trans-imperial intra-American slave trading operation
first established by the Domenico Grillo and Ambrosio Lomellino part-
nership of Genoa, the basic structure of which endured into the late
eighteenth century. First the Dutch and then the British and Portuguese
were the dominant vendors.*® But Spanish-flagged ships were far more
prominent in this business than in the transatlantic trade. In sharp con-
trast to the transatlantic business almost as many Africans moved to their
ultimate destination under the Spanish flag as under the British.®”

Yet the Dutch accounted for more than 6o percent of all the recorded
intra-American traffic before 1700, most of it originating at Curacao

84 Leonardo Marques, “A fronteira do ouro e a degradagio do Outro nos confins do Brasil
colonial (Mato Grosso, século XVIII),” in Alexsander Gebara and Leonardo Marques
(eds.), Historia das mercadorias: trabalbo, meio ambiente e capitalismo mundial (séculos
XVI-XIX) (Sio Leopoldo/RS, 2023), pp. 555-68. The best overview of the intra-
American traffic is Gregory O’Malley and Alex Borucki, “Patterns in the Overall
Intercolonial Slave Trade across the Americas Before the Nineteenth Century,” Revista
Tempo, 23 (2017): 313—48.

85 ID 110684, www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/kFYxVazf.

8¢ Alejandro Garcia-Montén, Genoese Entrepreneurship and the Asiento Slave Trade,
1650-1700 (New York, 2022), pp. 98-136. Note that the Genoa links did not extend
to Africa.

87 www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/IGBKuXKkI. The major role of the Spanish is one of the
few points that escapes the attention of Garcia-Montén.
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with a smaller stream from St. Eustatius. Curacao, a near desert of an
island in the southern Caribbean, along with the similarly infertile
St. Eustatius, received 82,000 captives direct from Africa in
the second half of the seventeenth century, almost as many as the
whole of the French Caribbean plus Jamaica combined. Ninety-five
percent of these Africans were destined for reshipment to the Spanish
American mainland, which, for some, meant a further ocean voyage
from Panama to Callao in Peru.®® Barbados was the British counterpart
to Curacao until the second decade of the eighteenth century. Strikingly
this small island, along with Jamaica, was in the top five jurisdictions in
the Americas in terms of arrivals of Africans, following Brazil, Cuba,
and St. Domingue.?® Unlike the Dutch islands, Barbados combined
a thriving plantation sector with a major slave-trading entrepot role.
In 1715, John Ashley, the RAC agent for Barbados, wrote that typically
5,500 slaves per annum arrived at Bridgetown (remarkably close to the
mean slavevoyages annual estimate for the island, 1711-1715), of
whom 1,400 were sold on to other sugar islands, mainly French, and
900 to the North American mainland.”® However, Jamaica quickly
took over as the major slave entrepdt in the Caribbean during the
eighteenth century. Of the 1 million Africans brought to the island
between 1701 and 1800, 200,000 were subsequently re-embarked on
smaller vessels, three-quarters to the Spanish-speaking regions. With
the Dutch largely abandoning the internal Caribbean traffic after 1730
to focus on Surinam, the British became the dominant slave trader
within the Caribbean. In addition to Jamaica’s expanded role, they
opened free ports in Grenada and Dominica acquired from France in
1763 where ships of any nation could buy slaves free of duty.”' The
Danes followed suit and the island of St. Thomas became yet a further,
if minor, slave entrepot, especially during wartime.

88 Wim Klooster, “Curacao and the Caribbean Transit Trade,” and Han Jordaan, “The
Curacao Slave Market: From Asiento Trade to Free Trade,” both in Johannes Postma and
Victor Enthoven (eds.), Riches from Atlantic Commerce: Dutch Transatlantic Trade and
Shipping, 1585-1817 (Leiden, 2003), pp. 203—58. For a sample early seventeenth-century
journey to the Pacific see Newson and Minchin, From Capture to Sale, pp. 187-234.

89 Stafford and Eltis, “Barbados and the Slave Trade,” 1-17.

°° Huntington, Stowe mss, ST9, p. 43, John Ashley, no date but c. 1715. The Barbados data
are under-represented in the intra-American slave trade database on slavevoyages.org.

°* The best discussion of the English Navigation Laws is still Lawrence A. Harper, The
English Navigation Laws: A Seventeenth Century Experiment in Social Engineering
(New York, 1939). For their impact on the colonies, see especially pp. 394—404.
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After the low-lying sugar regions, the gold- and silver-producing high-
lands of the Americas comprised the second largest source of demand for
enslaved labor in the Americas before 1800. Between 1540 and 1640 more
than four out every five Africans brought into the Spanish Americas
disembarked at Veracruz, Cartagena, Portobelo or Rio de la Plata, venues
that were starting points for a strenuous further journey often by sea or
through rugged landscape.®* The enslaved were employed in the alluvial
extraction of gold in Chocd, Columbia, and from the late seventeenth
century in Minas Gerais, Brazil. However, the labor force in the much
larger silver-mining sector of Spanish America was not African, but rather
overwhelmingly Indigenous and came from levies on local communities
called mita labor — a system that, in South America at least, the Spanish
took over from the Inca Empire.??> The processing of silver in Zacetecas
employed some Africans, as indeed did sugar plantations in the lowland
Vera Cruz region. However, Africans, mostly enslaved, flooded into these
areas not to labor in mines or plantations, but rather to urban areas to
work at a wide range of tasks — including manufacturing. When the
Panama City council complained of the shortage of labor in the 1640s
after Portuguese withdrawal from the Spanish Empire, mining was only
one of the sectors primarily affected. Sawmilling, pearl fishing, ranching,
agriculture, and transisthmian transportation were listed as more
important.”* But all this activity was ultimately sustained by the prosper-
ity stemming from the high levels of silver production throughout the
colonial era.”’ Like almost everywhere else in the Americas, free people
who could afford to buy slaves generally did so.

Portuguese merchants probably managed the greatest share of the
intra-American slave trade over the whole era of Atlantic slave trading.
The Portuguese colony of Cdlonia do Sacramento facilitated the transfer
of at least 47,000 slaves to the Rio de la Plata region between 1680 and
Spanish annexation of Colonia in 1777, and thereafter Portuguese sold
a further 26,000 to Platense merchants down to 1810. Many of these Rio

% https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/tPmHs7Lb.

93 Camilla Townsend, “Slavery in the Pre-Contact Americas,” CWHS 2: 553-70.

94 Petition by Panama’s city council, Panama City, 8-VIII-1646, AGI, Pan-ama, Leg. 31,
n° 46, cited by Garcia-Monton, Genoese Entrepreneurship, p. 1o2.

95 For the traffic in African slaves within New Spain and the gradual shift from African to
creole slaves see Pablo Miguel Sierra Silva, “The Slave Trade to Colonial Mexico: Revising
from Puebla de los Angeles, 1590-1640,” and Sabrina Smith, “Slave Trading in
Antequera and the Interregional Slave Traffic in New Spain,” both in Borucki et al
(eds.), From the Galleons to the Highlands, pp. 73—-102, and 127—47.
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de la Plata arrivals were then taken to the Potosi region and others by sea
to Spain’s Pacific colonies.?® But the major Portuguese role in this traffic
played out on land rather than the ocean. After the discovery of gold in
Minas Gerais in the late 1690s, hundreds of thousands of African slaves
arriving in Bahia and Rio de Janeiro were sold on to the newly opened gold
producing regions. The traffic in captives to these two ports during the
thirty-five years before 1696 saw a combined total of 6,100 people
per year disembarking. But in the sixty-five years 1696 to 1760, when
gold production is thought to have peaked, the annual average more than
doubled to 14,415, suggesting that Brazilians perhaps moved half
a million Africans inland, a distance of at least 215 miles.?” Over the
whole colonial era this phase of coerced migration could easily have
reached a million. Initially the route from Rio went through Parati and
took six weeks through rugged terrain, but in 1701 a new road cut the
journey by half. But even then such a journey would have excluded the
very young as well as older people. The Jesuit André Jodo Antonil
described these two routes, plus a third from Bahia, in his foundational
work on Brazilian slavery. Bahia was further away from the gold produc-
tion sites in the interior, but the route was easier to travel.”® The enslaved
moved in batches not dissimilar to those grouped together on a voyage
and, given that police approval of such movements was necessary, records
for the nineteenth century at least have survived.

The intra-American traffic attained its greatest importance in the nine-
teenth century, and again the Portuguese had a major role. After 1800 the
major plantation crops of the Americas became cotton, grown over-
whelmingly in the US South, sugar centered on Cuba, and coffee in
southeast Brazil, all heavily dependent on slave labor. However, in the

¢ Alex Borucki, “From Asiento to Spanish Networks: Slave Trading in the Rio de la Plata,
1700-18710,” in ibid, 177—200. See also Grandin, Empire of Necessity, chapters 18, 21,
22. See chapter 7 below.

7 This assumes sugar production in Bahia and Rio de Janeiro remained constant. Thus,
523,000 is certainly an upper bound estimate. The fundamental work on silver in Spanish
America is the three-volume set, The Royal Treasuries of the Spanish Empire in America
co-authored by John Jay Tepaske and Herbert S. Klein (Durham, NC, 1982). Tepaske’s
summary and conclusions about overall silver production and exports are in A New
World of Gold and Silver, edited by Kendall W. Brown (Leiden, 2010), pp. 12-15, 305—
15. For the opening of Minas Gerais’ and then Gofas’ gold production, Charles R. Boxer ’s
classic account is still useful — Brazil’s Golden Age, 1695—1750 (Berkeley, CA, 1969), pp.
30-60, 267-70.

98 See Kempton Evans Webb, The Geography of Food Supply in Central Minas Gerais
(Washington, DC, 1959), pp. 30-34; Andre Jodao Antonil, Brazil at the Dawn of the
Eighteenth Century (Amherst, MA, 2012), part 3, chapters 11, 12, and 13.
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wider Atlantic world an abolitionist movement developed almost in lock-
step with these new slave markets, the impact of which was to gradually
restrict the international slave trade and more specifically access to Africa.
Two of the three new major plantation centers, the US and Brazil, not
coincidentally the largest countries in the Americas, turned to domestic
sources of slaves. A major movement of slave labor occurred from the US
Old South to the New after the invention of the cotton gin and Jefferson’s
Louisiana purchase. More than 600,000 slaves were moved to the New
South in the forty years after 1820, of whom 150,000 were traded,
perhaps one half by sea.?” This was a maritime slave trade that lay beyond
the reach of the British navy as it attempted to suppress the slave trade
after 1807.

A parallel situation developed in Brazil with the northeast of the
country assuming the role of the Old South and the rapidly expanding
coffee plantations of the southeast providing the new market for enslaved
labor. Whereas US slave traders could no longer access Africa after 1807,
Brazilian planters maintained their access to African captives until 1851.
Thereafter, a major interstate traffic quickly developed that according to
Robert W. Slenes saw the transfer of 200,000 slaves from the northeast to
the southeast, though as Slenes is careful to point out, most of these came
from employment outside the sugar-producing sector."*°

Cuba, by contrast, had no reserves of slaves to match those in Brazil
and the US. Cuban planters nevertheless tried to access slaves that were
already in the Americas. Cuban plantation owners certainly drew on the
labor force of the declining Cuban coffee sector as it faded in response to
Brazilian competition, but this was scarcely a replacement for Africa.
They also provided a welcome new home for some Jamaican and
Bahamian planters and their slaves in the 1820s as British slave owners
tried to escape their government’s tightening restrictions on slavery in the
British Empire."®" The British were by now attempting to shut down not
just the slave trade but slavery itself. David Turnbull, English consul in

9 Jonathan Pritchett, “Quantitative Estimates of the United States Interregional Slave
Trade, 1820-1860,” Journal of Economic History, 61 (2001): 467—75. For the personal
details of 78,48 1enslaved caught up in this and the Brazilian coastwise traffic, see www
slavevoyages.org/past/database/oceans-of-kinfolk. For the voyages on which they trav-
elled, see www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/7KLnU3s5.

19 Slenes, “Demography and Economics,” pp. 120-78, but especially p. 169, n. 39. For
details of 12,730 voyages involved in this traffic see www.slavevoyages.org/voyages/
EB5BkVob.

! Joseph Crawford to Lord Palmerston, Dec. 31, 1848, BNA, FO84/722, in which
Crawford provided an inventory of all British slave owners resident in Cuba.
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Havana in the early 1840s, claimed that enough slaves had moved illegally
from the British islands that plantations in the Holguin area of Cuba used
English as the working language.'®* Numbers from this source cannot
have exceeded a few thousand, however, and the Cuban authorities
turned to other sources outside Cuba. A traffic with the Yucatdn peninsula
brought in a few thousand Indigenous slaves. Between 1809 and 1818 at
least sixteen Portuguese ships brought three thousand African slaves from
Bahia, but this trade, too, failed to take off."®? In the 1840s, Cuba opened
a traffic in indentured labor from China, but onboard abuses were such
that the Chinese government suspended the trade. And when these efforts
failed the slavers attempted to defeat the abolitionists by using a range of
subterfuges to revive slaving links with Africa,*** and did so with some
success. Cuba was the last region in the Americas to give up the transat-
lantic slave trade.

The British government largely stymied a fourth major nineteenth-
century branch of the intra-American trade. An abolitionist-inspired
Order-in-Council in 1805 followed by legislation in 1806, 1807, and
1824, severely restricted the movement of slaves to fertile underdeveloped
territories acquired in the Napoleonic Wars. The British had obtained
possession of Trinidad, Demerara, Essequibo, and Berbice, all of which
had small populations and unexploited soils. Planters in the older sugar
colonies of the British Eastern Caribbean and Jamaica immediately began
to migrate to these newly acquired colonies, a movement that was at first
restricted and then banned outright except for enslaved personal servants.
In the event about 25,000 British slaves were forced to make the move
between 1803 and the abolition of slavery in 183 3. Migrations such as this
were always associated with higher mortality and lower fertility for the
enslaved. But as an indication of what might have happened one has only
to look at later developments. From the late 1830s the British allowed the
sugar colonies to bring in indentured labor from India. Ninety percent of
this inflow went to these territorial prizes of war. Trinidad and Demerara
between them produced nearly half of British sugar by 1860, a figure that

o2 “Report from the Select Committee of the House of Lords appointed to consider the best
means which Great Britain can adopt for the final extinction of the African slave trade,”
Parliamentary Papers, 1850, vol. IX: 75—79; David Turnbull, Travels in the West: Cuba,
with Notices of Porto Rico and the Slave Trade (London, 1840), pp. 162—-63; BNA,
Attorney General’s Office, Bahamas, Dec. 2, 1841, FO313/33; Richard R. Madden to
James Stephen, Jan. 1, 1841.

93 https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/atIRogFo.

'°4 Harris, Last Slave Ships, pp. 137-81.
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was one-third of Cuba’s output.'® Without restrictions this intercolonial
slave traffic might easily have seen one-third or more of Britain’s 700,000
Caribbean slaves forcibly relocated in the nineteenth century.

Almost all those caught up the intra-American traffic before the nine-
teenth century had recently arrived from Africa. The main exceptions were
the post-1807 branches from the Old to the New South, and from northeast
to southeast Brazil where the African share of the population was low. We
can therefore get some idea of the probability of an African being involved
in a significant post-oceanic journey by comparing the rough estimates
discussed above (omitting the late US and Brazilian data) with the
10.7 million enslaved Africans that survived the transatlantic slave trade.
Approximately 1.5 million were subjected to a further long-distance jour-
ney in the aftermath of disembarking from a transatlantic vessel, about
14 percent of all arrivals. The only full-length study of any branch of the
intra-American is Greg O’Malley’s foundational coverage of the British
traffic between the Caribbean and mainland colonies. O’Malley estimates
that about 15 percent of all Africans entering what became the US arrived
via the Caribbean, a ratio that this discussion suggests might be appropriate
for the whole of the Americas.”*®

In summary, the Americas was the center of a huge intra-American
trade in slaves, conducted by both land and sea. All this business was
organized in the Americas by merchants with little direct involvement in
the transatlantic slave trade. It required substantial capitalization and
credit, very little of which came from Europe, and it falls naturally into
four branches. First, the temperate regions to both the north and south of
the tropical Americas always received a substantial portion of their
African captives from slave emporia located in the tropical Americas.
A second branch was in Spanish America. Because it lacked footholds in
Africa and because of its own misguided attempts to regulate the slave
trade, Spanish America came to depend heavily on such entrepots, almost
always Dutch or British, prior to 1789. A third stream developed in
response to the discovery of silver in what is now Bolivia in the mid

95 David Eltis, “The Traffic in Slaves Between the British West Indian Colonies, 1807—
1833,” Economic History Review, 25 (1972): 55-65; William A. Green, British Slave
Emancipation: The Sugar Colonies and the Great Experiment, 1830-1865 (New York,
1976), p. 249.

126 Gregory E. O’Malley, Final Passages: The Intercolonial Slave Trade of British America,
1619-1807 (Chapel Hill, NC, 2014); O’Malley, “Beyond the Middle Passage: Slave
Migration from the Caribbean to North America, 1619-1807,” William and Mary
Quarterly, 66 (2009): 125-72.
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sixteenth century, and gold in Minas Gerais 150 years later. A huge
overland traffic in slaves flourished in South America, long before the
much better-known coerced migration from the Old South to the New in
the nineteenth-century US. The Buenos Aires/Montevideo axis acted as
the hub for the first of these, and Rio de Janeiro and to a lesser extent
Bahia anchored the second. A final intra-American stream was triggered
by attempts to end the transatlantic slave trade, beginning in 1807.
Abolition of the transatlantic business triggered a large internal trade in
slaves both in the US and Brazil. and would have induced yet a third from
the older to the newly acquired British Caribbean colonies, but for the
actions of imperial officials and abolitionists in 1805-1807."°” Much of
the nineteenth-century intra-American traffic is best understood as
a surrogate for a transatlantic traffic that was no longer permitted.

Finally, we should note that the intra-American trade was critical for
merchandise as well as slaves. Adrian Pearce has shown that the value of
this traffic was three or four times larger than previously thought and that
Spanish traders from the colonies sailing to the British Caribbean free
ports after 1760 ran most of it. It was not just slaves sent to the British
Caribbean that ended up in the Spanish Americas, but much of the
merchandise showing up in British records as being sent to the British
Caribbean as well. As we show in the following section, historians of the
trade in both merchandise and people have made insufficient allowance
for the scale of these intra-American movements. °®

RECEIVING SLAVES

Before 1540 transatlantic voyages disembarked overwhelmingly in Puerto
Rico and Hispaniola, but the first gateway to the Pacific, Nombre de Dios,
saw initial arrivals as early as 1531, while Cartagena’s dominance as
entrepdt for the Pacific was a post-1570 phenomenon. The first recorded
disembarkation in Veracruz occurred in 1546, but New Spain must have
received captives before this date given that by mid-century the slave trade
to Spanish America had largely switched from the Caribbean islands to

'°7 David Richardson, Principles and Agents: The British Slave Trade and Its Abolition
(New Haven, CT, 2022), pp. 233-44.

'8 Adrian Pearce, British Trade with Spanish America 1763-1808 (Liverpool, 2014). For
US shippers, benefiting as middlemen in the trade between Britain and the Spanish
colonies during the Napoleonic Wars, see Javier Cuenca-Esteban, “British ‘Ghost’
Exports, American Middlemen, and the Trade to Spanish America, 1790-1819.”
William and Mary Quarterly, 71 (2014): 63—98.
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the mainland. The 1550s also saw the first impact of a European war on
the Atlantic slave trades when hostilities between France and Spain, 1552~
1559, temporarily interrupted the steady half-century-long expansion of
the business. Indeed, from this point down to 1815 dramatic swings in the
volume of the traffic every three or four decades —readily observable in the
timeline at http://slavevoyages.org/estimates/M8 5jaRPs — were invariably
the result of conflict in Europe. The number of voyages carrying slaves
doubled in the 1580s compared to the previous decade and almost
doubled again in the 1590s. Vessels by now might still carry a range of
cargo and passengers, but while the size of the vessels remained
unchanged, the number of slaves on board as the ship left Africa now
averaged 360."°? By this time mainland markets in the Spanish circum-
Caribbean, the Pacific (accessed by the Isthmus of Panama), and, since the
mid 1580s, Rio de la Plata, absorbed almost all the Africans that survived
the crossing, all of whom now left from sub-Saharan Africa rather
than the Iberian peninsula. With the slave trade to Brazil also well under-
way, the major features of the transatlantic traffic would remain
unchanged for the next 250 years."*°

Origins and destinations would of course change over time. The intra-
American traffic data allows us to examine the final distribution of
Africans in the Americas. We begin by reiterating the now widely accepted
point that far more Africans than Europeans arrived in the Americas prior
to 1820. We do not have estimates of annual breakdowns for European
migrants, but the disparity in the aggregate totals is so great that we are
probably secure in saying that arrivals from Africa exceeded those from
Europe in every one of the years between 1520 and 1820. On a cumulative
basis, the European migrant total did not overtake the African until the
mid nineteenth century. The two Atlantic slave trades distributed
10.7 million Africans across the Americas. Combined with the devastating
decline in the Indigenous population that reached a nadir in the late
seventeenth century, these slave trades ensured that demographically, at
least, the Americas was an extension of Africa not of Europe for much of
the early modern period.""*

199 https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/x1O20M5Q (n = 1,245).

' Marc Eagle, “The Early Slave Trade to Spanish America: Caribbean Pathways, 1530~
1580,” in Ida Altman and David Wheat (eds.), The Spanish Caribbean and the Atlantic
World in the Long Sixteenth Century (Lincoln, NE, 2019), pp. 139-62.

""" David Eltis, “Free and Coerced Transatlantic Migrations: Some Comparisons,”
American Historical Review, 88 (1983): 251-80; see also the essays in David Eltis
(ed.), Coerced and Free Migration: Global Perspectives (Stanford, CA, 2002).
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Overwhelmingly, slaves were sold on to the most prosperous parts of the
Americas. Such regions were prosperous because they produced a range of
products that consumers in the rest of the world wanted. Most of the
plantation produce came to Europe, while southeast Asia received much of
the gold and silver of the Americas, in exchange for high-end textiles, spices,
and other luxury goods that Europeans desired. The evils of the slave trade
therefore stemmed not from profit-seeking merchants, but rather from
ordinary consumers coupled with their obliviousness toward how plantation
labor was acquired and enforced. As argued in a later chapter, Europeans
were well aware of slavery, but for most of the slave trade era were prepared
to act against it only insofar as Europeans were among the enslaved, as in
North Africa.

The relatively small net benefits that consumers derived from these
slave-produced items compounded the evils of the traffic. Sugar, rum,
coffee, and small quantities of rice and indigo added little to the feeding,
clothing, and housing of Europeans. Cotton from the US was an exception
but in no sense did it depend on the transatlantic slave trade for its labor.
Production by the enslaved determined income in the Americas far more
than in Europe. In a land-abundant environment slavery ensured that
employers would have access to labor that free persons could choose to
avoid. In the Spanish American highlands in the first 120 years of the slave
trade landowners drew mainly on Amerindian Indigenous communities
for labor, mostly corvée, for the silver mines. Silver production was
nevertheless strongly correlated with arrivals from Africa in the Spanish
American mainland (Rio de la Plata and Spanish circum-Caribbean com-
bined). Some enslaved Africans did produce exports of cacao, pearls in
Venezuela, gold in New Grenada, and hides in Cuba by mid sixteenth
century and later the Rio de la Plata, but the greater share of African labor
in Spanish America worked outside the export sector, producing many of
the goods that were traded between the highland and lowland Spanish
colonies. Compared to mainland North America, Spanish America was
highly urbanized even before the conquest. Mexico City, Guanajuato,
Querétaro, Lima, Buenos Aires, and Havana were larger than
New York, Boston, and Philadelphia as late as 1820. Obrajes (work-
shops) in these cities and foodstuff production beyond city limits
employed both free and enslaved Africans, but these activities could not
have existed without the massive silver production in New Spain and
Mexico. In the following century, an equally strong correlation emerged
between slave arrivals in Bahia and Rio de Janeiro combined and Brazilian
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gold production between 1691 and 1800, but in this case African slaves
did produce the gold.***

The sugar-producing islands of the Caribbean absorbed 4.8 million
people forcibly displaced from the African continent.'*?> When the slave
trade was no longer possible, planters introduced contract laborers from
India and China instead, beginning in Trinidad in 1808 and ending only
when first the Chinese government and then the government of India
banned the traffic over a century later. Nevertheless, a further million
migrants, mostly indentured, left for sugar-producing regions around the
world — from Mauritius in the Indian Ocean to Hawaii in the Pacific, but
largely to the Caribbean, Surinam, and British Guiana. There are no
parallels in global history of a single crop triggering migration on such
a scale, most of it coerced and all of it long-distance.”"#

As noted earlier, Barbados was the Caribbean bridgehead for sugar
cultivated by slaves. There is little evidence of either Dutch or Brazilian
involvement on the island in the 1640s, but there is an indirect link. One
side effect of the Dutch attempt to seize Brazil and Angola was a prolonged
transatlantic war between Portugal and the Netherlands, beginning in 1630.
Of the twelve quarter-centuries between 1500 and 1800, 1626-1650 is the
only one in which the volume of the transatlantic traffic declined from the
previous quarter-century — an undoubted side effect of hostilities between
the two leading slave-trading countries of the time. We have no data but
sugar output in Brazil certainly declined as well. With England at peace with
both combatants until 1652, the war allowed London merchants to establish
sugar plantations, with the first recorded slave ship disembarking in 1641 in

'** Ten-year totals of gold and silver, 1521-1640 taken from TePaske, New World of Gold
and Silver, p. 21 correlated with ten-year totals of slaves arriving in the Spanish circum-
Caribbean generated a Pearson Product-Moment correlation co-efficient of 0.834 signifi-
cant at 1 percent. For Brazil, the same variables 169 1-1770, generated a Pearson product
moment coefficient of 0.854 significant at the 5 percent level. For African employment in
Peru dominated by agriculture, building trades and transportation, see Frederick
P. Bowser, The African Slave in Colonial Peru, 1524-1650 (Stanford, CA, 1974),
pp. 88-109. Bowser’s findings of the wide range of African occupations are consistent
with those of David Wheat’s more recent book, Atlantic Africa and the Spanish Caribbean,
see especially pp. 255-65. Once more we see that large-scale purchases of the enslaved were
enabled by the mining sector even though relatively few enslaved Africans worked in the
mines.

'3 http://slavevoyages.org/estimates/twbg ORNP.

4 Stanley L. Engerman, “Economic Change and Contract Labor in the British Caribbean:
The End of Slavery and the Adjustment to Emancipation,” Explorations in Economic
History 21 (1984): 146; Walton Look Lai, “Asian Contract and Free Migration to the
Americas,” in Eltis (ed.), Coerced and Free Migration, pp. 229-58.
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TABLE 2.4 Estimated arrival of enslaved people
in the Americas by jurisdiction

Brazil 4,864,372
Jamaica 1,019,595
Cuba 983,000
St. Domingue (now Haiti) 773,543
Barbados 493,162
Us 388,747
Rest of the Americas combined 2,180,234
Total arrivals in the Americas 10,702,653

Source: http://[www.slavevoyages.org/estimates/d44a]CIZ.

Barbados. The “Compagnie des iles &> Amérique” commissioned a vessel
that landed sixty-three Africans in Guadeloupe in 1643, presumably for
tobacco cultivation.”> There is no evidence of a significant sugar culture on
the French islands until the following decade when the Dutch and Brazilian
connection with Martinique and Guadeloupe was established. Dutch slave
ships began to arrive in the former in 1651 and in Guadeloupe in 1659. In
1654, 250 Dutch Jews expelled from Pernambuco arrived in Martinique
with sugar cane. The few enslaved that arrived before this date worked on
tobacco and cotton and were outnumbered by engagés, the French equiva-
lent of indentured servants.

The Caribbean received more African slaves than Brazil in the second
half of seventeenth century — an estimated 463,000 — with the tiny island
of Barbados, arguably the first to introduce gang labor to sugar cultiva-
tion, receiving the largest share (156,000).

Astonishingly, as Table 2.4 shows, over the three- and one-half centuries
of the trade’s duration, only four other jurisdictions in the Americas
received more African captives than Barbados. And if we divide the number
of captives disembarking by the area of the hinterland of the receiving port
then we can say that Bridgetown was easily the leading slave-trading center
not only in the early modern Americas but probably in the three-thousand-
year written record of sales of the enslaved around the globe. Even more
surprising, the island achieved this dubious distinction despite entering the

5 Voyageid 21707; ANOM, F2A13, “Actes des délibérations de la Compagnie des Iles
d’Amérique, pp. 444 and 463, 4 février 1643 et 7 octobre 1643.”
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traffic late (1640 as opposed to Puerto Rico in 1519) and leaving it early
(1807, as opposed to 1867 in the case of Cuba).'*®

But Barbadian development was dwarfed when the plantation com-
plex extended its range into the western Caribbean. The western half
of Hispaniola became formally French in 1697 and proved to be
extraordinarily fertile. Two western Caribbean colonies, Jamaica and
St. Domingue, received a combined total of 1.6 million enslaved
Africans in the eighteenth century alone. If we include Barbados and
Martinique in this group then these fragments of Caribbean territories
with a combined landmass less than half the size of Portugal, received
over 2 million people, or one in five of all who were forcibly disem-
barked in the Americas. Not all the arrivals worked in the sugar sector.
As already noted, many of those going to the English islands were soon
dispatched to the Spanish possessions, and some of those who
remained labored on other crops or worked in service industries ancil-
lary to sugar. After 1750 St. Domingue became not only the premier
sugar producer in the world but also the Caribbean leader in the
production of all other plantation products - coffee, indigo, and cot-
ton, a dominance that it took a violent revolution to end.

The rebellion that overthrew the St. Domingue plantocracy was
a defining moment for the Atlantic world. However, historians have failed
to recognize one unfortunate consequence. The conflagration - literally —
that began in the northern province of St. Domingue in August 1791 had
no perceptible impact on volume of the transatlantic slave trade. The
major decrease in the traffic that occurred by 1794 was the result of war
in the wider North Atlantic, not rebellion in what was to become Haiti.
St. Domingue’s competitors — specifically, Jamaica, Cuba, and Brazil -
immediately began to increase their slave purchases in Africa. The revolu-
tion kick-started the massive expansion of sugar production in Cuba and
of coffee in southeastern Brazil. Jamaican planters also expanded their
output of both crops. They all did so by drawing on the transatlantic slave
trade. Jamaican annual arrivals from Africa, which had averaged 10,800
between 1782 and 1791, jumped to 15,900 in the next decade despite the
transition from the peacetime 1780s to the war-torn 1790s. In the twelve
months beginning in January 1793, just sixteen months after the revolu-
tion, the planters bought the largest annual number of Africans ever to
arrive on the island — 28,300 or a staggering 8 percent of Jamaica’s total

16 Eltis, Rise of African Slavery, pp. 29-84; Stafford and Eltis, “Barbados and the Slave
Trade,” 1-17.
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slave population.'"” Fourteen years later, British abolition of the slave
trade in 1807 meant that they and their fellow planters in Trinidad and
Demerara could no longer keep pace with their Cuban and Brazilian
competitors. But even with the inability to bring in more African labor
after 1807, Jamaican output did not fall far behind that of Cuba until the
British abolished slavery itself in 1833.

The British occupation of Havana in 1762 is often mistakenly singled
out as the trigger for the explosive growth of the Cuban sugar sector.”*®
But the Haitian Revolution and the effective suppression of their own
slave colonies by the British themselves first in 1807 and then in 1833 were
the true catalysts, just as British orchestration of international opposition
to the international slave trade helped cut off Cuba’s access to Africa in
1867. Together St. Domingue’s slaves and British abolitionists framed the
rise and fall of the Cuban slave trade.”*® By 1860, Cuba was the leading
global source of sugar, Brazil the global leader of coffee, and the US South
similarly of cotton. Cuba had introduced nearly a million slaves, 9o per-
cent of them after 1790, and Brazil another 2 million in just the first half of
the nineteenth century. The Brazilian sugar economy held its own until
late in the slavery era, and the cotton and rice sectors in Amazonia also
used slave labor. As we have seen, the United States also depended on
a slave trade, in this case the intra-American trade, but natural growth of
the US slave population came close to matching that of White Americans
after 1800 and ultimately the natural population growth of the US Black
population proved to be the major source of new labor in most cotton-
producing states.

Ever since slave trafficking in the Atlantic was shut down, research into
the topic has overwhelmingly focused on the transatlantic business in the
North Atlantic. The South Atlantic and the intra-American trades have
received relatively little scholarly attention. Books by Mauricio Goulart
and Frederic Mauro established the importance of the former in the
middle of the last century, but even including all the late Joseph Miller’s
formidable publications and the growing contributions of younger

"7 For an annual series of arrivals in Jamaican ports, 1782 to 1795, see www.slavevoyages
.org/estimates/NTAoPe2S.

18 Franklin Knight, Slave Society in Cuba during the Nineteenth Century (Madison, W1,
1970), but see the Eltis and Felipe essay “Rise and Fall,” in Borucki et al., From the
Galleons to the Highlands, pp. 201-22.

"2 For the rise to dominance of the Cuban sugar economy and slave trade, see Manuel
Moreno Fraginals, The Sugarmill: the Socioeconomic Complex of Sugar in Cuba
(New York, 1976); Felipe Gonzalez, Foundation and Growth.
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scholars Mariana Candido, Roquinaldo Ferreira, and Carlos da Silva, the
imbalance between the north and south Atlantic historiographies has
continued to grow."*® Post-1640 Spanish America is similarly neglected,
with, for example, very little appearing on Africans in Mexico between
Colin Palmer’s 1976 book and Pablo Miguel Sierra Silva’s monograph of
2018. The most recent update of www.slavevoyages.org does offer some
corrective to this imbalance. Table 2.5 incorporates the latest data for the
transatlantic slave trade into the European Americas as it existed in the
eighteenth century. Row 6 shows estimates for that part of the intra-
American traffic that disembarked slaves in Spanish territories and row
7 shows the distribution of total disembarkations after allowing for these
intra-American flows."*"

Spanish America was the destination of the first as well as the last
enslaved Africans to cross the Atlantic, but even so it is rather extraordin-
ary that Africa added more to the Spanish American population than to
the British colonies. Even more striking is the dominance of the Iberian
Americas in this broad picture. Almost two-thirds of the survivors of the
Atlantic slave trades spent the rest of their lives in Brazil and Spanish
America."** The northwestern Europeans — the British, Dutch, and
French — came into the business late, left it early but, while involved,
sold on over half a million Africans to the Iberians from their American
entrepots. Measured by US conceptions of race, they helped Brazil to
become the largest Black country in the world after Nigeria. By contrast,
in Spanish America outside Cuba, Africans arrived early and lived among
a large Indigenous population. For the most part an intermixing of
Indigenous peoples, Africans, and Europeans (mestizaje) has made iden-
tification of their modern descendants difficult except for some locations
in Mexico, Columbia, and Venezuela.

Finally, we should note the impact of differences in attitudes toward
race between Iberian and other Europeans. These did help shape the
Atlantic slave trades. The peoples of Europe closest to West Africa — the

'*° Frédéric Mauro, Le Portugal et I’Atlantique au cviie siécle (1570-1670): Etude
économique (Paris, 1960); Mauricio Goulart, Escraviddo africana no Brasil (Sio
Paulo, 1950).

*! Palmer, Slaves of the White God: Blacks in Mexico, 1700-1839 (Cambridge, MA, 1976);
Sierra Silva, Urban Slavery in Colonial Mexico: Puebla de los Angeles, 1531-1706
(Cambridge, 2018). By far the best survey of slavery and the slave trade in Latin
America contains little on the central importance of the intra-American slave trade. See
Herbert S. Klein and Ben Vinson 111, African Slavery in Latin America and the Caribbean,
2nd edition (Oxford, 2007).

2> More precisely, 63.3 percent.
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TABLE 2.5 Slaves arriving in the Americas by broad region and slaves arriving under the Spanish flag direct from Africa,

1520-1867
Slaves arriving

United  British French Dutch Danish  Spanish under Spanish

States  Caribbean Caribbean Americas Americas Americas Brazil Totals flag
pre-1581 o o o o o 84,900 4,100 89,000 84,900
1581-1640 100 100 o o o 444,900 261,400 706,500 222,500
164I-1700 15,000 308,000 38,700 124,200 18,100 61,700 523,000 1,088,700 21,700
170I-1760 188,900 807,000 393,700 162,700 20,500 56,800 1,084,600 2,714,200 300
1761-1820 184,200 1,173,200 640,500 154,300 62,300 298,900 1,696,600 4,210,000 133,600
1821-1867 500 11,000 47,300 3,500 8,100 558,800 1,269,400 1,898,600 §63,100
Total 388,700 2,299,300 1,120,200 444,700 109,000 1,506,000 4,839,100 10,707,000 1,026,100
Adjustment for intra- 64,066 -247,500 -19,000 -115,900 —-47,800 +566,300 -136,100

American trade

Total after 452,766 2,051,800 1,101,200 328,800 61,200 2,072,300 4,703,000

adjustment

Source: Gregory E. O’Malley, “Beyond the Middle Passage: Slave Migration from the Caribbean to North America, 1619-1807,” William and Mary
Quarterly, 66 (2009): 125—72, but especially, 166; http://slavevoyages.org/tast/assessment/estimates.faces?yearFrom=1501&yearTo=1866, with
modifications. For column 6 see text, and for row 8 see Alex Borucki, David Eltis and David Wheat, “Notes on the Estimates of the Intra-American Slave
Trade to the Spanish Americas,” and “IntraAmertoSpanAmer.xlsx,” at https://www.slavevoyages.org/voyage/downloads#estimates-spreadsheet/2/en/.
Note: The Spanish and British totals have been adjusted to reflect the changing status of Trinidad. On the 2010 estimates page of Voyages, Trinidad is
classed as part of the British Americas even though British occupation began only in 1797. Here, the 16,500 captives taken there before 1797 are
reassigned to the Spanish Americas.
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Portuguese and Spanish — established slave empires where it was possible
for the enslaved, especially in urban environments, to buy their own
freedom, even when their sugar and coffee plantation economies were at
their expansionist peaks. Strikingly, this pattern continued even when
abolitionist pressures restricted supplies of new labor."*> As noted in
Chapter 1, slave codes in both empires incorporated the Castilian code,
which provided for self-purchase. Coartacion was always more likely in
urban centers on which the scholarship necessarily focuses, and in Cuba
some estimates put the incidence at just 1 percent of the slave population
a year. Moreover, as in the Islamic world, obligations to the former owner
continued after freedom. But there was nothing equivalent in the English,
Dutch, and French Americas. In Brazil, the practice was certainly wide-
spread. The growing literature on Africans returning to Africa after gain-
ing their freedom is almost exclusively concerned with return voyages
beginning in Brazil and Cuba. Except for rare cases like Catherine
Zimmermann-Mulgrave (see Chapter 7), there were very few such return-
ees from the British, French, and Dutch Americas."*# In Brazil, especially,
coartacion boosted the slave trade to the Iberian Americas as owners
sought replacement labor. By the 1870s, Brazil had 1.5 million free
Blacks, by far the largest number of any jurisdiction in the Americas
prior to abolition. Reliable estimates of the numbers that were freed in

earlier periods are not yet possible but were certainly much higher than in
Cuba.

ECONOMIC SIGNIFICANCE

The literature on the slave trade focuses on the great benefits that Europe
received from the transatlantic slave trade. But with all the mines and
plantations and most of the slave trade based in the Americas, it is hardly
surprising that the main beneficiaries of this massive forced system lived
on the western side of the Atlantic rather than in Europe. Absentee
ownership was relatively rare outside the British and French Caribbean

*3 For the Cuban case see Eltis and Felipe, “Rise and Fall,” p. 215; for Brazil, see Slenes’
computation on self-purchase in the second half of the nineteenth century, “Demography
and Economics,” pp. 484-573. For manumission in colonial Brazil see Stuart
B. Schwartz, “The Manumission of Slaves in Colonial Brazil: Bahia, 1684-1745,”
Hispanic American Historical Review, 54 (1974): 6033 5.

'*4 Note that even Catherine Zimmerman-Mulgrave came to Jamaica as a Liberated African
rather than an enslaved person. See www.slavevoyages.org/voyage/essays#vignettes/cath
erine-zimmermann-mulgrave-a-slave-odyssey/1/en/.
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and even within these two broad regions was less common than is usually
imagined. Transatlantic trade and income were highly correlated with
slavery in the Americas. As argued in a later chapter, Europe already
had a diversified and well-developed economy by the early modern period.
The addition of a few sectors that added so little to existing European diets
and lifestyles — an alternative sweetener (sugar), additional stimulants
(coffee, rum, tobacco), a new dye (indigo) — is unlikely to have generated
a revolution in either consumer behavior or investment patterns. In the
labor- and capital-scarce environment of the Americas, however, the
impact on the Americas of producing these items was of much greater
significance.

It is possible to assess this impact for benchmark years. Beginning with
the North American mainland, Alice Hanson Jones’ detailed work on
probate records showed that the southern colonies were better off than
the north in the late colonial era. In the South, slave-grown tobacco, rice,
and indigo production enabled significantly higher living standards for the
free population. Wider intercolonial comparisons across the Americas
reveal more dramatic differences. Barbados generated per capita product
(including the enslaved) at least 50 percent greater than in England at the
end of the seventeenth century. Seventy years later the net worth per free
person in Jamaica was almost ten times greater than in the southern US
(for slave and free together).*** All the export economies of the Caribbean
probably had a higher per capita income than Britain in both 1700 and
1770, and Britain had the highest income of any of the eighteenth-century
imperial powers.”>® Juan Pérez de la Riva has suggested that the western
region of Cuba, wherein was to be found most of the sugar complex, had

25 McCusker and Menard, Economy of British America, pp. 56—-61; Alice Hanson Jones,
Wealth of a Nation, pp. 71-79; David Eltis, “The Total Product of Barbados, 1664—
1701,” Journal of Economic History, 55 (1995): 321-38. See also Eltis, “The Slave
Economies of the Caribbean: Structure, Performance, Evolution and Significance,”
pp- 178-202.

126 Modifications of “social tables” for England and Wales for 1688 and 1759 can be found
in Peter H. Lindert and Jeffrey G. Williamson, “Revising England’s Social Tables, 1688—
1913,” Explorations in Economic History, 19 (1982): 385—-408. Dividing the national
income for 1688 and 1759 by population estimates in E.A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield,
A Population History of England, 1541-1871: A Reconstruction (Cambridge, 1981),
p- 533. Table A 3.3 yields a per capita figure of about 11 pounds sterling (current prices)
compared to 14 or 14.5 pounds in the Caribbean for 1700 and 1770, respectively. These
are all in current prices but adjusting for inflation would not change much. For a similar
exercise using real values and focusing on the British Americas that comes to conclusions
broadly consistent with this discussion, see Stanley L. Engerman, “Notes on the Pattern
of Economic Growth in the British North American Colonies in the Seventeenth,
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a per capita income of $350 in 1862, about the same as Sweden, France,
Switzerland, and England in 1955."*” This was maybe an overstatement,
but in 1850 the per capita output of Cuba must have ranked among the
top half-dozen of the world’s nations.”*® As might be expected, the ending
of slavery in both St. Domingue/Haiti (1802) and Jamaica (1834) resulted
in dramatic declines in per capita output. Haiti is discussed later, and there
is no national income data for the new nation in the nineteenth century.
With per capita exports of no more than £0.7 pounds sterling and a large
domestic subsistence sector, per capita product in Haiti was likely to have
been the lowest in the Caribbean.”*® Most of the present income gap
between Caribbean and North Atlantic countries appeared in the late
nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Eisner’s estimates for Jamaica in
1850 and Moohr’s for British Guiana for 1852 are much closer to the
mid nineteenth-century British figure than is Eisner’s 1930 estimate for
Jamaica to the British figure for that year. But both the Jamaican and the
British trends were upwards.*?>® Why the elite established slavery and the
slave trade is clear enough from these patterns.

Perhaps the most important finding is that Spanish American preemi-
nence long predated the nineteenth-century Cuban sugar revolution. The
English Committee for Foreign Plantations for the mid 1660s marvelled at

Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centuries,” in Paul Bairoch and Maurice Levy-Leboyer
(eds.), Disparities in Economic Development since the Industrial Revolution
(New York, 1981), pp. 46-57.

27 Juan Pérez de la Riva, “Aspectos demograficos y su importancia en el proceso revolucio-
nario del siglo XIX,” in Unién de Periodistas de Cuba (Havana: Ciencias Sociales, 1968),
Pp. 30—49 cited in Francisco Lopez Segrera, “Cuba: Dependence, Plantation Economy
and Social Classes, 1762-1902,” in Manuel Moreno Fraginals, Frank Moya Pons, and
Stanley L. Engerman (eds.), Between Slavery and Free Labor: The Spanish-Speaking
Caribbean in the Nineteenth Century (Baltimore, MD, 1985), pp. 85-86.

28 Laird Bergad, Comparative Histories of Slavery in Brazil, Cuba, and the United States
(Cambridge, 2007), 18; “Introduction,” in Eltis, Lewis, and Sokoloff (eds.), Slavery in
the Development of the Americas, pp. 1-6; Eltis, Economic Growth, pp. 23 5—36; Stanley
L. Engerman, Stephen Haber and Kenneth L. Sokoloff, “Inequality, Institutions and
Differential Paths of Growth among New World Economies,” in Claude Menard (ed.),
Institutions, Contracts and Organizations: Perspectives from New Institutional
Economics (Cheltenham, UK, 2000), pp. 108-34.

29 Eltis, “Slave Economies of the Caribbean: Structure, Performance, Evolution and

Significance,” p. 117.

Gisela Eisner, Jamaica, 1830-1930: A Study in Economic Growth (Manchester, UK,

1930), p. 289; Michael Moohr, “The Economic Impact of Slave Emancipation in British

Guiana, 1832-1852,” Economic History Review, 25 (1972): 588—607. https://doi.org/

10.2307/2593950; Brian R. Mitchell, British Historical Statistics (Cambridge, 1988), pp.

845—46. Note the subtitle of Eisner’s book.
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Barbados ... being then (1625) an intire wood with greate trees wch by the
incomparable Industry of the Planters is brought to that perfection so that years
since they shipped out of that Island ... as many ... goods in tunnage yearly as the
Spaniards doe out the two famous empires of Mexico and Perew . .. and out of there
famous islands of Porto Rico, Espafiola, Jamaica when it was theres, and Cuba.*?*

The comment, of course, ignored the contribution of the enslaved, but the
idea of an island a little more than twenty miles long and fourteen miles across
at its widest point producing more exports than the whole of the Spanish
Americas is as striking today as it was then. The assessment receives some
corroboration from the dramatic drop in the price of sugar in the second half
of the seventeenth century as Barbados sugar reached Europe.'?*
Nevertheless, the opinion, or rather boast, was simply wrong. Historians
have failed to recognize that exports to Europe from the Spanish Americas
had a far greater value than those from their British, French, Dutch, and
Portuguese counterparts. In 1700, the total output of the non-Hispanic
Caribbean amounted to £1.7 million or 7.6 million pesos."?? In the Spanish
possessions, by contrast, bullion production alone averaged 8 million pesos
annually from 1696 to 1700, an amount that made them also more valuable
to Spain than Brazil was to Portugal, and more valuable than both mainland
and Caribbean colonies together were to the British. It is no surprise that
“nominal wages and prices were on average much higher than in Western
Europe or in Asia,” and comparable to colonial North America.'3*

31 «A discription of ye Careeby Islands,” n.d. but ca. mid-1660s. BNA, CO 324/1, p. 184.

3% Richard Pares, “Merchants and Planters,” Economic History Review, Supplement 4
(1960): 70, n. 2.

33 Calculated from Eltis, “Slave Economies of the Caribbean,” pp. 110, 118. The Caribbean
total does include the Spanish Antilles, though removing them would not change our
relative assessment.

34 Ibid. For bullion production and shipments, see Tepaske, A New World of Gold and Silver,
data from p. 315. For exchange rates, see John J. McCusker, Money and Exchange in
Europe & America, 1600-1775: A Handbook (Chapel Hill, NC, 1978), 104, 106. For
a similar argument on the importance of Spanish colonies, see Javier Cuenca-Esteban,
“Statistics of Spain’s Colonial Trade, 1747-1820: New Estimates and Comparisons with
Great Britain,” Revista de Historia Econémica, 26 (2008): 323—54. For relative living
standards, see Leticia Arroyo Abad, Elwyn Davies, Jan Luiten van Zanden, “Between
Conquest and Independence: Real Wages and Demographic Change in Spanish America,
1530-1820,” Explorations in Economic History, 49 (2012): 149—66. For US comparisons,
see Engerman and Sokoloff, Economic Development in the Americas since 1500, pp. 9—56.
Note that smuggling disproportionately affected Spanish trade and thus Spanish data may
understate Spanish preeminence. On this, see Willem Klooster, “Inter-Imperial Smuggling in
the Americas, 1600-1800,” in Bernard Bailyn and Patricia L. Denault (eds.), Soundings in
Atlantic History: Latent Structures and Intellectual Currents, 1500 to 1830 (Cambridge,
MA, 2009), pp. 141-80. Klooster argues for universal smuggling in the Atlantic world, but
his examples still suggest the preeminence of the Spanish in this activity.
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Seventy years later, the supremacy of the Spanish was only slightly eroded.
The total annual value in pesos of French Caribbean output in 1770 was
23.1 million, and of British output, 16.2 million, whereas the Spanish Empire
generated exports worth close to 31 million pesos — 29.2 million of which was
bullion. Even if we include the thirteen mainland colonies in the British total,
the Spanish Americas still come out well ahead — though they no longer
outproduced all their competitors combined. The cession of Jamaica to
Britain in 165 5 and St. Domingue to France in 1697 did not apparently enable
the British and French to catch up prior to the era of independence; Spanish
America grew vigorously until at least 1800."3> Thereafter, as we have seen,
the Cuban sugar replaced mainland bullion. Enslaved Africans were certainly
used in the gold mines of New Granada, but “free” Indigenous labor predom-
inated in silver mines of New Spain and Potosi.">® Even though African labor
had never produced much silver, the income that bullion generated under-
pinned a demand for enslaved people throughout the Spanish Americas. It
helped make Spanish America the second biggest destination for the slave
trades of the Atlantic World.

We cannot easily locate Brazil in this league table of infamy except to
reiterate that it easily comprised the major market for slaves in the Americas.
The pre nineteenth-century data, when gold production was at its height,
unfortunately does not permit us to say much more than this, particularly the
lack of reliable population and pricing information. Obviously, it was home
of the first and longest-lasting slave sugar plantation complex on the contin-
ent, and possibly the source of most of the world’s gold for a time in the
eighteenth century, as well as coffee in nineteenth century. The transatlantic
slave trade continued until 1852, and trafficking from the northeast to
southeast of the country until the 1880s. Once gold exports began, then
both as colony and independent nation Brazil must have rivalled Spanish
America in the value of its exports and thus probably exceeded those of its
better-documented rivals in the Caribbean. The Brazilian agricultural renais-
sance of the later eighteenth century and beyond is reflected in the time
profile of arrivals from Africa, given that the decline in gold exports at this
time occurred without any decline in the slave trade. Brazil has yet to be fully
integrated into the history of slavery in the Americas. Comparative

35 Engerman and Sokoloff, Economic Development in the Americas, p. 1o on comparative
GDP and p. 45 on comparative populations.

See most recently, Paola Vargas Arana, “The Resistance of West African Women in the
Antioquia Mines of New Granada,” in Paul E. Lovejoy, Henry B. Lovejoy, Erika
Melek Delgado, and Kartikay Chadha (eds.), Regenerated Identities: Documenting
African Lives (New Jersey, 2022), pp. 223—51.
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scholarship in Brazil on the African diaspora in the Americas has focused on
race rather than slavery."?”

Sugar plantation owners in the Americas generated considerably more
income than did slave traders and we should return to the question of links
between the two groups. The state-owned mines in Spanish America used
Indigenous labor so we would not expect such links there. Likewise, gold
producers in Brazil do not show up as owners of slave ships. As we have
seen, Barbadian and Chesapeake planters did initiate slaving ventures, but
once a plantation colony was established, there was usually little overlap
between growing and processing produce and buying slaves in Africa. Few
of the major English slave-trading families acquired significant holdings in
plantations. Their names cannot be found among those compensated by
the British government in the aftermath of the 1833 abolition act."®
When Portuguese slave traders sold up their assets and abandoned Rio
de Janeiro to return to Portugal as a direct result of the ending of the
Brazilian slave trade in 1852, they did so without any apparent impact on
the plantation sector. The grand blancs of St. Domingue, many of whom
lived in France, do not appear to have invested in the slave trade.”?® Both
the New England slave trade and its rejuvenated successor based in
Charleston in 1804-1807 were no different. Even when South Carolina
reopened its ports to the transatlantic traffic in 1803, the value added to
the US national product (output values minus input values of a given
activity) of the traffic could only have been small.**°

37 For estimates of values and volumes of Brazilian plantation output in the nineteenth
century, see Eltis, Economic Growth, pp. 284-89.

See ‘Centre for the Study of the Legacies of British Slavery” at www.ucl.ac.uk/Ibs/search/
though the title of this project is potentially misleading given the fact that the British were
themselves enslaved in the early middle ages and again in North Africa from the sixteenth
to the eighteenth centuries.

3% Robert Louis Stein, The French Sugar Business in the Eighteenth Century (Baton Rouge,
LA, 1988), p. 57; Gabriel Debien, Les Colons de St. Domingue et la Revolution (Paris,
1953). For a case study, see Paul Burton Cheney, Cul de Sac: Patrimony, Capitalism, and
Slavery in French Saint-Domingue (Chicago, IL, 2017). The names of the leading slave
traders in each French port are available at www.slavevoyages.org/past/.

Adjusting for value added, slave traders could not have accounted for more than o.2 of
1 percent of colonial income, with a more probable ratio falling well below one-tenth of
1 percent. TSTD shows a total of 31,257 enslaved people disembarked in British North
American mainland ports between 1770 and 1774 or 6,250 per annum, and price
information exists for eighty-five shipments of captives sold in the Americas in these
years (https://slavevoyages.org/voyages/\WAbbIEyr). This yields a total value of
£226,100 received by slave traders in current values or £2.3 million in 1980 prices
($10.2 million in 1980 dollars assuming an exchange rate of $4.44 = £1). The contribu-
tion of any activity to national income is the value added by that activity — or the cost of
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Except in the very early days of a plantation colony, successful slave
traders around the Atlantic world tended to diversify their activities into
other forms of commerce, but even in the Americas the latter would rarely
involve plantation ownership. Some exceptions appear in Cuba in the nine-
teenth century, but slave trading, both transatlantic and intra-American, was
a service to a much larger sector producing much more highly valued exports.
Julidn Zuluetta invested in at least eighteen large slave-trading ventures in the
last quarter-century of the Cuban slave trade, but his main business was the
four large sugar estates with a combined labor force of over 2,000 captives,
acquired after he emigrated from Spain in 1832. Likewise, the twenty voyages
sent out by major plantation owner Pedro Martinez during the thirteen years
1828-1840 comprised a sideline. Most investors, including the now well-
documented Portuguese Company in New York in the late 1850s, were not
plantation owners. In contrast, the Zangronis, Hermano & Cia firm of slave
traders, operating from Havana for a half a century from the 1810s, had some
plantation investments but do not appear to have been plantation owners.'#*
The firm dispatched twenty-seven slaving voyages to Africa, but these were
unlikely to have been the core of their commercial activities. Trade, agricul-
ture, and mining apparently required different skill sets and there is no
evidence of vertical integration in the sugar business."**

output less the cost of inputs. Carrying slaves across the Atlantic was expensive, but let us
assume a value added of one quarter of total sales — certainly too high. For the mainland
colonies Alice Hanson Jones estimated a per capita figure of $804 in 1980 prices and an
aggregated GNP of $1,892 million [Hanson Jones, Wealth of a Nation, pp. 54, 63, 71;
McCusker and Menard, Economy of British America, pp. 56—57. Ratios are for 1803—
1807 when South Carolina reopened its ports to transatlantic trafficking. From 1791
through to 1807 the US shipping industry (shipbuilding as well as freight services)
experienced one of its most rapid growth periods in history. US shippers squeezed out
British competition in many ocean-going sectors (slave trading and whaling included).
Between 1803 and 1807 the American merchant fleet averaged 1.1 million tons in size
while TSTD tells us that the 280 US slave ships that were operating in these years
averaged 144.9 tons. Thus, slave vessels accounted for less than one-third of 1 percent
of all US shipping. [Francois Crouzet, “America and the Crisis of the British Imperial
Economy, 1803-1807,” in McCusker and Morgan (eds.), Early Modern Atlantic,
pp. 278-315.]

Manuel Barcia, ”Fully capable of any iniquity’: The Atlantic Human Trafficking
Network of the Zangroniz Family,” The Americas, 73 (2016): 303-324; Harris, Last
Slave Ships, pp. 56-92.

Luiz Felipe de Alencastro, “Prolétaires et Esclaves: Immigrés Portugais et Captifs
Africains a Rio de Janeiro, 1850-1872,” Cabiers du Centre de Recherhes [beriques et
Ibero-Americaines de I'Université de Rouen, 4 (1984): 148; Alencastro, “La Traite
Négrier et L’Unité Nationale de Brasilienne,” Revue francaise d’Outre-Mer, 46 (1979):
415. For other leading slave traders see Thomas, Slave Trade, pp. 641—49; Felipe
Gonzalez, Foundation and Growth.
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