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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Historical research has in part overlooked the 

British West Indies and the state of slavery that existed 

there for so long. There are several reasons for this. 

First, England handled her slavery problem with a minimum 

of difficulty. Except for scattered slave revolts in the 

region, there was never an instance of sustained resist

ance that would yield itself to historical inquiry. Sec

ond, the movement for the abolition of personal slavery 

in the Caribbean became in time em integral part of the 

movement for general reform in England. This movement, 

which hit its peak in 1832 with the passage of the first 

great reform bill, absorbed mcuiy of the individual reform 

movements, among them the move for the abolition of slavery 

in the British colonies. 

However, it should not be assumed that the move

ment for abolition did not have an air of controversy about 

it. In several of the contemporary journals of nineteenth 

century England, the question of abolition was a very real 

and important issue. These journals served to arouse con

temporary intellectual Interest in the problem of slavery, 

fiind mirrored the opinions and attitudes of English thought 



on the question. This paper Is designed to emalyze the 

arguments and commentary appearing in the British journals 

during the period l802 to l840. 

Between the years of l802 and 1817 three new auid 

distinctly partisan periodical journals began to be pub

lished. They were, in the order of their initiation: the 

Edinburgh Review which was begun in October l802; the 

Quarterly Review which began publishing in 1809; and 

Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine, begun in 1817. These three 

journals covered and commented on the figlit lor the aboli

tion of slavery in scores of articles «uid reviews, some

times addressing their attentions to a particular problem, 

while at other times merely touching on a problem in a 

tangential manner. There were many facets to the British 

West Indian slavery problem. First there was the traffic 

in slaves. Then there was the foreign slave traffic ajid 

its affect on the British colonies. The actual value of 

the colonies to the mother country was a point of conten

tion. The responsibility of the mother country in the in

ternal affairs of the plantations was a point that was 

furiously contested during the latter stages of the con

troversy. All of these and the myriad variations on them 

often filled the pages of these journals from l802 until 

the final abolition In 18335 and even beyond. 

The oldest of these journals was the Edinburgh 

Review. On the editorial page of the first volume no 



mention was made of its obvious Whig connections. However, 

Harold Cox, editor of the final volvime, dated 1929, stated 

unequivocally, "the Review was founded to conduct an active 

Whig policy, and to the end of its life it has continued to 

bear the blue and yellow party colours."•'• Prances Hawes, 

author of the book, Henry Broughman, stated that "the Review 

started as a non-political publication. It was not until 

1808 that it assxmed its Whig character." If this is true 

then we must assume that the Whig party had as one of its 

goals the total abolition of slavery, for the Edinburgh 

Review was adamant on that point. It should also be noted 

that the journal editorialized against monopolistic prac

tices later on in its career. It is very possible that it 

saw the weakest link in the monopolistic chain when It 

viewed slavery. The Edinburgh Review, by attacking the 

planter interests through their institution of slavery, 

must have realized that more likely than not it was to 

meet with success, for what the abolition movement needed 

more than anything was popular support. This could be 

gained by an appeal of a humanitarian nature. It is very 

difficult to discount the claim of the editor of the final 

volume concerning the nature of the Edinburgh Review from 

^ Harold Cox, "Editor's Note," Edinburgh Review, 
CCL (October, 1929), 193. 

^ Frances Hawes, Henry Broughman (New York, 1956), 
p. 37. 



Its very beginning. From the very first issue until after 

the final abolition of slavery, this journal remained con

sistent In Its opposition to the principles of slavery. 

Like both of the other Journals the Edinburgli Review al

tered Its att€u:k as circumstances changed so that It could 

use each new set of conditions to the utmost advantage. 

The Q;uarterly Review began publishing In 1809, 

two years after the abolition of the traffic in slaves 

frcaa Africa. It has been described as "pro-colonial on 

the whole; an organ of the Canning group."^ It was In no 

sense rabid In Its stands; yet Its arguments tended toward 

the defense of private property. After the abolition of 

slavery In l833> the Quarterly Review said very little 

about the West Indies, realizing that the abolition of 

slavery had made further pursuit of the question of slaves 

as private property pointless. The journal saw a certain 

misfortune Inherent in the condition of slavery, but at the 

same time It contended that the withdrawal of the Influ

ence of the master would spell disaster to all concerned. 

The approach that It found most to Its liking was the 

practical approach. Although at times its attitude seemed 

a bit doctrinaire, for the most part the Quarterly Review 

became a study In pragmatism. 

3 Lowell J, Ragatz, A Guide for the Study of 
British Caribbean History, 17b3-1^3^ (Washington, 1932), in, 
p. 3tst5. 



Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine began publishing In 

April 1817. In its Introductory remarks the editors stated 

that It was "their ambition to give such a view of Foreign 

and Domestic Affairs, as may In great measure supercede the 

necessity of resorting to Annual Registers, or other work." 

This rather Innocent claim to impartiality was short-lived, 

and one authority observed of the journal: "It early 

adopted a more serious tone."*̂  R. J. White, in Waterloo 

to Peterloo, stated that "indeed, in I817 the monopolists 

founded Blackwood's Magazine for the especial purpose of 

defending the citadel of tradition." The more serious 

tone of one authority becomes the voice of monopoly to 

another* The latter view is essentially correct, for 

Blackwood's was consistent throughout the controversy in 

Its opposition to the removal of protective duties and to 

the concept of free trade. 

It would be incorrect to categorize the three Jour

nals, for there were any number of problems that did not 

fall conveniently under the general terms of Whig and Tory. 

As time passed and as different problems became the focal 

points of attention, the labels of Whig and Tory Journal 

^ Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine, I (April, 1817), 
Iv. 

^ Ragatz, Qulde for Study, p. 383. 

^ R, J, White, Waterloo to Peterloo (New York, 
1957), P- 60. 



did not always fit. The ever present practicality of the 

Quarterly Review contrasted sharply with the tenacity of 

Blackwood's at times. Yet each felt certain that it rep

resented the best interests of the plantations in the West 

Indies. Therefore, we must realize that although the broad 

concepts of the two journals may have been parallel, their 

basic nature was vastly different. This is best seen In 

many Instances when the Quarterly Review would dismiss a 

point that had been won by the abolitionists and concern 

Itself with the next. Blackwood's did not often do this. 

It felt that certain concessions from the abolitionists 

might have been won, and that a reshaping of a modified 

mercantile concept could have been made. With this in 

mind it Is not difficult to Imagine Blackwood's spending 

much effort rehashing points of the abolitionists, search

ing for a point from which a compromise could be won. 

While Blackwood's was doing this, the other two journals 

approached each stage of the abolition controversy will

ing to do battle on the merits of the slavery question. 

And so the controversy waxed and waned for almost 

four decades. After the abolition of slavery in l833. In

terest fell off considerably, though there was a flurry of 

comment concerning the apprentice system. By l840 the 

abolition problem had become a thing of the past, and com

mentary tapered off. 



Lowell Ragatz, West Indian authority, stated in 

The Fall of the Planter Class in the British Caribbean, 

1763-1833 that the abolition of slavery in the West Indies 

In 1833 was the final blow that sent "the old plantation 

system tottering to the ground."' The islands had been 

operating under difficulties of various degrees for a num

ber of years, and the shock of abolition sent a tremor 

through the structure that destroyed it. Things had not 

always been difficult for the plantations, for they had 

at one time been an integral part of the British mercaji-

tlle system. 

The mercantile concept depended upon an almost 

total trade monopoly between the colonies and the mother 

coxintry, hoping to make the empire independent of the out-

side world. All that England ever received from the West 

Indies in terms of trade was a monopoly of the West Indian 

needs. On the other hand, the Islands enjoyed a monopoly 

on the sale of their produce to England, bringing prices a 

full twenty per cent higher than they would ordinarily 

9 have been.^ 

7 Lowell J. Ragatz, The Fall of the Planter Class 
m the British Caribbean, l7b3-1833 (»ew York, 1958), 
p. 450, 

6 Robert L. Schuyler, The Fall Qf j^e Qlg Colonial 
Systemt A Study In British Free Trade, 1770-1^70 (New 

t5frri945), p. 15. ' 
9 Ragatz, Fall of the Planter Class, p. 298. 
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The system that was to supplant mercantilism was 

lalssez falre. It depended on free trade relations, and 

flourished on competition. From the standpoint of the ad

herents to this new concept, monopolies, such as were en-

Joyed by the West Indies, had to be destroyed. In order 

for the system to be destroyed It had to be attacked from 

any point that would yield Itself to a popular appeal. 

Such a point was Negro slavery. 

In 1776 Adam Smith, the Scottish economist, pub

lished his classic. The Wealth of Nations. In it Smith 

looked at the institution of slavery from the point of 

view of an economist. He stated: 

The experience of all ages and nations, 
I believe, demonstrates that the work 
done by slaves, though it appears to cost 
only their maintenance. Is in the end the 
dearest of any. A person who can acquire 
no property, can have no other interest 
but to eat as much and to labour as little 
as possible.10 

So, as early as the era of the American Revolution, slav

ery had earned the disfavor of a renowned economist. How

ever, obviously Smith's attitude toward slavery did not 

pivot on the humanitarian Issues that later became so pow

erful. 

^^ Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations (New York, 
1937), p. 365. 



The West Indian plantations enjoyed a measure of in

fluence far beyond their numerical strength. The high water 

mark of West Indian Influence occurred in 1763. At the 

Treaty of Paris the full Influence of the West Indians was 

brought to bear on the ministers vrtio sought to strengthen 

the position of the British by obtaining a Caribbean settle

ment from Frfiuice. There was a desire on the part of the 

ministers to take the French island of Guadalupe. "̂^ The 

planter interest In Parliament felt that the inclusion of 

this Islcmd, along with the other prizes of the war, was 

12 

too much. They exerted their influence on the govern

ment, and the French possession of Canada was taken instead. 

There were several reasons for this choice. First, Canada 

offered no competition to their monopolistic holdings in 

the Caribbean, and second. It was thought that Canada might 

well afford the possibility of additional miarkets for their 

1^ 

produce. "̂  Nevertheless, serious problems were not far be

hind the good fortiines of the colonists. The American 

Revolution, followed closely by the French Revolution, 

11 Herbert C. Bell, ̂  al.. Guide to British West 
ndlaja Archive Materials, In London and In the Islands, 
or tue history of the united States (Washington, D. c , 

1926), p. iv. ' 

^^ Ragatz, Fall of the Planter Class, pp. III-13. 

13 Ibid., pp. 112-13. 
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proved to be a very difficult time for the plantations in 

the West Indies. 

When the Americans broke from the mother country 

after the War for Independence, the British West Indies 

were left bereft of the American trade, which had been im

portant for them. The planters tried to realign themselves 

with the Americans, but were largely unsuccessful. Had 

they been able to re-establish themselves in the good graces 

of their neighbors to the north, much of their difficulty 

would have been solved. However, they were unable to do 

this, and Lowell Ragatz termed this lack of success "the 

first great defeat suffered by m«nbers of the planter in-
«14 _ 

terest." The entry of the French into the American War 

in 1778, as allies of the Americans, was looked upon as be

ing a disaster by the planters. While they had at times 

been Insecure in the past, their position when the French 

entered the war was extremely difficult. With the French 

actively in the war, the Caribbean islands were attacked 

directly and trade with the French and Spanish islands for 

food and liimber was cut off . ^ 

In 1789 the French Revolution began to disturb the 

continent of Europe. This revolution was also to have a 

tremendous effect on subsequent events in the West Indies. 

1^ Ibid., p. 182. 

^5 Ibid., p. 154. 
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In 1792 the slaves on the French Island of St. Domingo rose 

against their white masters, massacred them, and assumed 

16 

the government thoaselves. The French isl€uid had pro

duced a large percentage of the world's sugar output, and 

the abrupt cessation of this amount caused the price of 

sugar to rise tremendously. The slack was taken up largely 

by the British Islands and temporarily shored up the mer

cantile system in the region for over two decades."^^ The 

effect of the slave Insurrection in St. Domingo on the sub

sequent abolition movement In England was tremendous, and 

there Is no means by which It can be accurately gauged as 

to Just what extent this spontaneous rebellion delayed the 

final abolition of slavery. 

The move to abolish the traffic In slaves In the 

British possessions began early in the first half of the 

eighteenth century. The Quakers were the first group to 

show their opposition to slavery. As early as 1729 they 

passed resolutions against It. In 1761 "they adopted an 

official resolution not only denouncing it but debarring 

from their brotherhood anyone directly concerned with It."^® 

^6 Ibid., p. 205. 

17 Ibid., p. 206. 

^^ Judith B. Williams, A Guide to the Printed Mate
rials for Social emd Economic Iffstory, i75O-lbg0 (New York, 
192b), 11, 413. 
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Official moves by the government of England concern

ing the state of slavery came in the year 1772. It was In 

this year that the Somersett case was decided.•'•̂  It was a 

court case based on common law, and It decreed that the con

dition of slavery could not exist in England. Though this 

decision might appear to be quite innocuous, it does con

stitute the first positive step taken by the British gov

ernment concerning the practice of slavery. In 1787 another 

step was taken by the government in relation to slavery, for 

in that year Dolben's bill was passed. This bill determined 

the number of slaves that could be carried by ships engaged 

in the slave traffic. The niamber of slaves allowable on 

board a ship was in direct proportion to the tonnage of the 

ship. The bill was passed through the House of Casamons on 

May 26, 1787 by a vote of 56 to 5. Its passage through the 

House of Lords was delayed until late June, but then passed 

by a vote of l4 to 12, l^e small margin in the Lords can 

be attributed to the influence exerted by a delegation from 

Liverpool, the chief slaving port of the day. 

In 1789 William Wllberforce, a member of the House 

of Commons, brought forward a motion that the traffic in 

slaves from Africa to the West Indies should, and could. 

^9 Ragatz, Fall of the Planter Class, pp. 245-46. 

2^ Elizabeth Donnan, Documents Illustrative of the 
History of the Slave-Trade to America, ll The Eighteenth 
Century (Washington, D. C.̂ . 193i)s ^3* 
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be abolished. After a study of the situation he expressed 

his feeling that "without diminishing the profit of the 

planter, it appears that no considerable or permanent in

convenience would result from discontinuing the further 

Importation of African slaves."^-^ 

The full confrontation of the divergent interests 

concerned in the slave trade took place in Commons in mid-
22 

April 1791. In debates lasting two full days, the cases 

for and against slavery were made clear. The basis laid 

in these debates was one which was altered very little in 

the years to come. Many of the arguments were to be used 

by the Journals decades later in their commentaries con

cerning slavery. 

The opponents of slavery, led by Mr. Wllberforce, 

made the case against slavery very damaging. Wllberforce 

was ably assisted by Charles James Fox, a man who many felt 

was the moving force behind the liberal movement in England, 

and by Wllllaa Pitt the Younger, then the Prime Minister. 

Pitt went on record as being for abolition at almost any 

cost when he said, "nothing short . . . of the utmost dan

ger, nay of ruin, to the West Indian Islands ought we to 

^^ Great Britain, Annual Register, 1789, XXXI 
(London, 1792), 271. 

P^c Debate on a Motion for the Abolition of the 
Slave--Trade in the House of Commons on Monday and Tuesday 
April IB and 1^. 1?<̂ 1 {London. l?c^lK PP. I-I2?. ^ 
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hear urged as a plea for continuing such a trade as this! *̂  

The trade that resulted from the possession of the 

West Indies was thought by many to be an important and in

tegral part of the strength of the British empire. To at

tack the institution of slavery would be disastrous. Colo

nel Tarleton, in defense of the slave traffic, stated: 

An abolition would instantly annihilate a 
trade, which annually ©aploys upwards of 
5,500 sailors, upwards of 160 ships, and 
whole /sl£7 exports amount to 800,OOOE 
sterling. And the same experiment would 
undoubtedly bring the West Indies trade 
to decay, whose exports and imports amount 
to upwards of 600,000E sterling, and which 
gives employment to upwards of 160,000 
tons of additional shipping—ajid sailors 
In proportion. , . .^^ 

It can be plainly seen that the defenders of the slave traf

fic saw the traffic as an important contributor to the 

strength of Great Britain. The defenders also felt that 

the number of sailors employed in the traffic was signifi

cantly important, A certain Mr. Smith, however, disclosed 

that of the muster-rolls taken from the slave-vessels sail

ing out of Liverpool, "considerably more than one-fifth 

part of the men aaployed in them actually died in the serv-

ice, amounting to several himdreds annually." '^ By far the 

^^ Ihid.^ p. 96. 

^^ IMd., pp. 46-47. 

^5 Ibid., p. 77. 
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most practical reason for not abolishing the traffic was 

advanced by a Mr. Grosvenor. He stated, "Parliament could 

not abolish the Trade: they might relinquish it; but to 

whcaat To France, Spain, and Holland and other coimtries 
of. 

who would take it up and share it among them." Another 

potent argument offered, and one that was popular in every 

stage of the controversy with the anti-abolitionists, was 

advanced by Mr. Stanley, agent for the Indies. He submit

ted the argument that "it appeared to be the intention 

of Providence, from the system of the Universe, that one 

«27 

set of men must always be Slaves to another." This ar

gument was one that was used particularly well later on by 

the planter Journals in the abolition controversy. 

The motion for the abolition of the slave trade 
28 

lost by a vote of 163 to 88. A year later, however, a 

motion for the gradual abolition of slave3:*y was carried 

2Q 
through the House of Ccamaons by a vote of 193 to 125. 

The date for the cessation of the traffic was set, atfter 

some discussion, at the first of January 1796. This mo-

"̂0 
tion was lost in the House of Lords-' and the traffic was 

allowed to continue until I807. 

26 Ibid., p. 48. 

27 Ibid., p. 68. 

28 Ragatz, Fall of the PlanterClass, p. 252. 

^ ^ e Times (London), April 3, 1792. 

30 Ragatz, Fall of the Planter Class, p. 253. 
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There were a number of factors at work in the latter 

half of the eighteenth century that caused an alteration 

of the attitude of man's place in the Universe.^^ It had 

been felt by leading Intellectuals of the late seventeenth 

and early eighteenth centuries that slavery was simply 

incompatible with the enlightened nature of society. John 

Locke of England and Montesquieu of Prance both denounced 

slavery, the fonner with logic, and the latter with sar

casm.^ It was discovered by these theorists that, when 

they proceeded from the rights of the Individual to the 

natural goodness of man and found a proof of the latter in 

the *'noble savage," slavery became indefensible as a social 

institution.^^ 

There were several reasons why the injustice of 

slavery gained a limited acceptance rather than an unlim

ited endorsement. Judith Williams accounted for this as 

follows: "Most of the discussion was academic, a phase of 

the current philosophical Interest in the ̂ problem of man 

and his place in the universe> hence it aroused no popular 
oh 

interest, ""^ This problem of no popular Interest was later 

^^ Ibid., p. 239. 
32 

J. Holland Rose, £, A, Benians and A. P. Newton, 

ied.) The Cambridge History of the British Empire (Cambridge, 940), II, 190. 

^^ Ibid. 

^ Williams, Childe to Printed Materials^ p. 413. 
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to plague the abolitionists. They found that while they 

might conYince Individual persons of the injustice and in

humanity of slavery, it became a differ«fit matter altogether 

to gain popular support for the abolition of slavery. 

Sy far the most potent factor in the defeat of lib

eral inclinations in Xtogland was the French Revolution. It 

was this series of evwits on the European continent that in 

a large part served to thwart British philanthropic tend-

MACias in the latter ei£^teenth century. First was the 

position of the British govemmmnt. In 1791 Pitt had taken 

^ e stand tiiat the slave traffic should be abolished at all 

costs. However, as the events in Europe developed in the 

autumn of 1792, he found it expedient to repudiate his stand 

in the name of national security. Re knew that to govern ef

fectively he must have a unified party. He knew that aboli

tion could not be made a party cry, for if there were Tories 

who felt a twinge of guilt at the pli^t of the unfortunate 

blacks, there were also Whigs who were either directly or 

indirectly connected with the planter interest.^ Thus 

abolition was held in abeyance for the time being. It can 

be seen that Pitt did not feel bound to commit himself to a 

policy that night well have led to divisicm in the party, 

especially t̂fhen the issue had nothing to do with victory.^ 

^ Rose» Cambridge History> p. I96. 

^ Ibid,, p, 80*. 
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The conduct of the French Revolution in terms of mis

guided liberalism damaged the abolition movement in England 

almost beyond all recall. The wanton massacres in September 

of 1792 coupled with the arrest and mock trial of Louis XVI 

caused many young British reformers to pause and reflect upon 

37 
their liberal inclinations. It was in this atmosphere of 

doubt and fear that England lived for over a decade before the 

abolition of slavezy once more became an issue that could be 

viewed objectively. It would be difficult to over-estimate 

the Influence of the French Revolution on the politics of 

England. Liberal thinking in England suffered from the in

fluence across the Channel. One authority stated that "the 

main effect of the French Revolution was not to revitalize 

English politics at the base of society but to encourage 

repression from above,""^ Whatever the case, by the year 

1802 in England "there was a stifling blanket of fear over 

the whole Intellectual and political life of the country, 

fear of the French, fear of the masses, above all fear of 

change."^^ 

The focal point of attention in England in that year 

was Napoleon. A perusal of the Important events of that 

37 Asa Briggs, The Age of Improvement (New York, 
1959)* p. 134. 

3® Ibid., p. 133-

39 Hawes, Henry Brougham, p. 34. 
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year resiats in the opinion that although the two nations 

had signed the Treaty of Amiens, all out war was still a 

possibility. Many persons were convinced that it was un-

40 
avoidable. This atmosphere of collective apprehension 

spread to all facets of the intellectual life of England, 

The periodical press, what there was of 
it, was moribund, without vigour or tal
ent. Underneath this suffocating cloud 
there were embers, sparks of conscience 
and discontent and curiosity and common-
sense. And the wind that rose and helped 
to blow them gradually into flame was the 
Edinburgh Review.^1 

This Journal and the two conservative Journals that followed 

it pumped life back into the periodical press. However, it 

was the Edinbur^ Review that became the prototype for the 

literary-political Journal. The Edinburgh Review, plus its 

main rival the Quarterly Review, followed by Blackwood's, 

touched on many topics of interest in the early days of the 

nineteenth century. One such subject of interest was slav

ery in the West Indies. Into the atmosphere fraught with 

tension and fear these Journals boldly broached the topic 

of human rights and private property. These Journals largely 

supplanted the numerous pamphlets that had been distributed 

40 "Remarkable Occurrences of the Year l802," 
The Times (London), January 1, 1803, 

ill 
Hawes, Henry Brougham, p. 35. 
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during the times when slavery was an object of discussion. 

These Journals gave a direction to the arguments manifested 

by distinct schools of thought. 

Through the pages of these Journals it Is possible 

to gain an accurate picture of some of the thought that was 

prevalent in nineteenth century England. If it became nec

essary to provide a means by which propaganda could be dis

seminated, these Journals provided that means. If there 

had to be a way in which the various arguments concerning 

slavery were presented to the greatest number of persons, 

these Journals provided that way. We are able to see the 

forces at work in early nineteenth century British history 

as they seek to remake their future by erasing a portion 

of their past. We know giants passed this way, for these 

are the footprints of giants. 



CHAPTER II 

JOURNALISTIC ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST SLAVERY 

From 1802 to I838 the movement for abolition of 

slavery in the British West Indies passed through sever€a 

stages. As the climate of the movement changed so, too did 

the commentary in the Journals. Each stage was introduced 

or concluded by a significant event. The first stage during 

which the traffic in slaves from Africa was conducted openly 

and legally came to an end with the I807 bill which abolished 

the slave trade. The second stage was the post-l807 era, 

after the traffic had been abolished. The third stage be

gan in 1815 when the possibility of a slave registry bill 

being passed caused a flurry of commentary. A fourth stage 

was reached in May 1823 when the House of Ccamaons moved, 

though it did not enact, that the condition of the slaves 

in the West Indies was to be ameliorated.*^ The commentary 

occasioned by this resolution comprises a most interesting 

and revealing insight into the nature of the Journals. The 

final stage began in I833 when slavery was abolished and 

replaced by the apprentice systen, which was designed to 

^William L. Mathieson, British Slavery and Abolition^ 
1823>1838 (London, 1926), pp. ITT:^. ^ 

21 
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provide a safe transition from slavery to freedom and to af

ford the greatest possibility of continued sugar production 

under the new conditions. 

The aim of this chi^ter will be to examine the vari

ous arguments utilized by the three Journals, the Edinburgh 

Review, the Quarterly Review, and Blackwood's Edinburgh Maga

zine, either to abolish West Indian slavery, or to Justify 

its continued existence. The arguments used by the Journals 

were diverse and covered almost the entire span of the con

troversy. However, they can be conveniently grouped into 

two general categories: the question of the immorality and 

injustice of the institution of slavery, and the question of 

the value of the plantations and slavery to England and the 

empire. The three Journals being investigated here saw these 

issues as those around which they could build convincing ar

guments attacking or defending West Indian slavery. 

The Edlnbiirgh Review was concerned with the injustice 

of both the traffic in slaver> and the state of slavery it

self. The Journal began its commentary on the injustice of 

the slave traffic early in its editorial career and with the 

abolition of the traffic in l807 switched its emphasis from 

the injustice of the traffic to the injustice of the state 

of slavery itself. In July l8o4 the Journal wrote of the 

injustice of the slave traffic in spite of England's inabil

ity to obtain a universal abolition. It stated: 



23 

If we are determined to abjure this cruel 
trade, from our regard to Justice . . . of 
what consequence is it, whether other nations 
have the virtue or the prudence to follow our 
example? Their perseverance in what we know 
to be full of danger, can be no reason for 
our not leaving it 2 

Since the traffic in slaves from Africa was recognized as 

legal as late as 1807, it was clear that the Journal's con

cern over the injustice of the traffic was based on natural 

law and not recognized legal aspects. On another occasion 

the Journal contended that the injustice of the traffic was 

as well known by the planter interests as it was by the 

abolitionists. An article printed in October l8o4 stated 

that in Parliament "Mr. Wllberforce's most determined op

ponents have not only conceded to him the injustice and 

cruelty of the slave trade, but have condemned it in terms 

even stronger than his."-' 

The abolition of the traffic from Africa in 1807 

was one of the turning points in the history of the West 

Indies. The act decreed that after the first day of May 

1807 the traffic in African Negroes to the West Indies 

4 
would cease. 

2 "Considerations on the Abolition of the Slave-Trade," 
Edinburgh Review, IV (July, l8o4). Article VII, 485. 

3 "A Defence of the Slave Trade on the Grounds of 
Humanity, Policy and Justice," Edinburgh Review, V (October, 
1804), Article XVI, 24o. 

4 A . E. Asplnall and Anthony Smith. English Historical 
Documents XI, I783-I832 (New York, 1959), oOTT 
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The law did not, however, state that the slaves already in 

the Indies could not be moved about in an inter-island or 

an Intra-island traffic. These two expedients were utilized 

by the planters to counteract the difficulties brought about 

by the act of 1807. The practice apparently amounted to 

taking gangs of slaves from area to area, forcing them to 

perform the killing labor of breaking up new lands for cul

tivation. The Edinburgh Review did not approve of this 

practice, which it viewed as being cruel to the slaves, for 

it forced them to maintain a tremendous pace in order to 
5 

satisfy the avarice of their masters. 

The Edinburgh Review's continued stand that slavery 

in the West Indies was unjust was carried over into the era 

immediately preceding the final abolition. In 1832 it made 

known its distaste for a plan of compensation that would 

have allowed the slave to purchase his freedom from his 

master. It commented as follows concerning the pretended 

right of the master to compensation for his slave property: 

We maintain without reserve, that between the 
master and the slave there is no right what
ever. The possession of the master is founded 
originally upon wrong and injustice . . . al
lowing the slave to purchase his own freedom 
at a fair valuation . . . is in itself aji act 
of injustice. It is extorting from the object 

5 "Report of the African Institution," Edinburgh Re
view, XVIII (August, 1811), Article II, 311. 
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of injury the purchase money for his exemption 
from further injury,6 

In this instcuice the Journal used the charges of Immorality 

and injustice in an attempt to defeat a plan that would 

have allowed the planter Interests in the West Indies to 

continue a somewhat modified plan of slavery in the guise 

of an abolition. 

In 1838 the Edinburgh Review again used the theme 

of injustice to rationalize the failure of the apprentice 

system. At this late date the Journal was still opposed to 

slavery in any fojrm and felt that even if the end of slavery 

meant the cessation of sugar production, it "would be a 

lighter calamity than the perpetuation of slavery."' 

In the eyes of the Edinburgh Review the whole slav

ery system was based on injustice. The Journal opposed the 

practice of slavery in either form, the cruel slave traffic 

or the paternal apprentice system. Slavery, to the Edinburgh 

Review, violated natural law, and if the cessation of the 

condition of slavery spelled disaster to the West Indies, it 

was no reason for remorse. The Journal must have felt a 

surge of Joy when the Parliament of Great Britain in 1833 

John Jeremle, "Four Essays on Colonial Slavery," 
Edinburgh Review, LV (April, I832), Article VII, 174. 

7 "The Negro Apprenticeship System." Edinburgh 
Review, LXVI (January, I838), Article XI, 48o. 
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decreed that the condition of slavery violated statute law 

as well as natural law. 

The natural law arguments asserting the immorality of 

West Indian slavery were often amplified or answered by use 

of Holy Scripture, Both the Edinburgh Review and Blackwood's 

Edinburgh Magazine made use of biblical references in their 

commentary on slavery. While the Edinburgh Review could find 

little in the scriptures that denounced slavery directly, it 

did on several occasions question the morality of slavery by 

referring to examples. Blackwood's on the other hand, found 

that there was a wealth of material in the scriptures that 

supported the practice of slavery. 

As early as l804 the Edinburgh Review cited the New 

Testament as it spoke out against the immorality of the slave 

traffic. In this instance the Journal was answering charges 

made by anti-abolitionists that slavery could be condoned by 

examples from the Old Testament as well as the New Testament. 

It stated: 

With regard to the passages referred to in the 
New Testament, our blessed Savior's grand prac
tical rule, of doing to others as we would have 
them do to us, as it is the shortest, so it is 
perhaps the best refutation of all such laborious 
sophistry.o 

S "A Defence of the Slave-Trade on the Grounds of 
Humanity, Policy and Justice," Edinburgh Review, V, 223, 
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Because this commentary came early in the editorial career 

of the Edinburgh Review, prior to the publication of either 

of the planter Journals, this was obviously in answer to pro-

slavery pamphlet charges that used Old and New Testament 

examples. 

In 1832 the Edinburgh Review once again Invoked the 

tenets of the Christian religion when it directed remarks 

toward slavery in the West Indies. It commented on the prac

tice of hereditary slavery, saying that if slavery itself was 

unjust, "surely hereditary slavery is still a more flagrant 

violation of the laws of God."^ There was one reason for 

this approach by the Edinbur^i Review. If the practice of 

keeping the children of slaves as slaves were done away with, 

slavery would abolish itself. As the older slaves died they 

would not be replaced if their children were not held in 

bondage. The Journal realized that this would solve many 

of the problems that had plagued the abolition since the 

beginning. There would be no fight for compensation; there 

would be no chance for the perpetuation of a modified slav

ery system in the event of a plcuiter-oriented abolition 

settlement. 

However, the planter case was also stated through 

the use of biblical references and examples, and an extremely 

9 Jeremle, "Four Essays on Colonial Slavery," Edin
burgh Review, LV, l46. 
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powerful case was made for slavery by use of biblical ref

erences. In most instances, however, the planter Interests 

were on the defensive, and their utilization of scriptural 

examples in essence became a delaying action. 

In October I823 Blackwood's cautioned the abolition

ists to be patient in their quest for an abolition of slav

ery in the West Indies with the following advice from the 

example of Christ: 

The faith that he came to promulgate has abo
lished slavery in the regions where it was 
then universal; but how? . . . Not by ajiy 
sudden or violent means. , , ,10 

It was apparent to Blackwood's that the teachings of Christ 

had been successful in abolishing slavery through the effect 

they had had on the nature of man. The Journal reasoned 

that there had been no overthrow of a social order when the 

teachings of Christ had become widely known. The reason for 

this was that He did not maintain that slavery was contrary 

to a normal state of society. The article turned its atten

tion to the advice that the New Testament offered to slaves 

concerning the duties expected of them. It was stated that 

there was nothing in the scriptures that would encourage the 

slaves to revolt or be disobedient. The obvious points 

10 "The West Indian Controversy," Blackwood's Edin
burgh Magazine, XIV (October, 1823), 455-

1^ Ibid. 



29 

^^** Blackwood's was making were that first of all, Christ 

accepted the condition of slavery as normal and satisfactory, 

and second, the New Testament addressed no commentary toward 

slaves which would cause them to question whether their sta

tion in society was proper. There were apparently two rea

sons for Blackwood's latter stand. First, by drawing atten

tion to this point, the Journal hoped to influence much of 

the reading public in England and conceivably to gain support 

for the planter cause in Britain. Also, and of greater im

portance, was the fact that if the Negroes in the Caribbean 

were afforded the benefits of religious instruction, the 

scriptures would not, according to Blackwood's,encourage 

them to rebel. 

In 1832 Blackwood's realized the imminence of abo

lition. It sought to convince the public that the slaves in 

the Caribbean were in no sense prepared for the assumption of 

their freedom. Using the following argument, the Journal 

urged forbearance on the part of the abolitionists: 

Let then, the friends of speedy Negro eman
cipation follow the footsteps of providence 
. . . let them bring up the West Indian Ne
groes to the level of ancient civilization 
at the period when the gospel was promul
gated; let them cause the rude inhabitants 
to rival the age of Pericles and Cicero, of 
Ptolemy and Darius . . . and then they have 
brought the human mind to that stage when 
the Author of nature deemed It practicable 
to relax the fetters of private slavery,12 

12 "The West Indian Question," Blackwood's Edinburgh 
Magazine, XXXI (February, 1832), 4l8, 
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Then it added: 

But let them not urge , . . early emancipation 
under circumstances which Supreme Wisdom has 
. . . deemed unfit for its introduction; let 
them not precipitate those changes in Infants, 
which have been uniformly reserved for the 
most advanced stages of cilillzation. . . .^3 

This argument by the Journal was probably as potent as any 

ever used in the cause of the planter Interests. The claim 

made by the Journal that it was God's will that only civilized 

persons enjoy freedom added weight to the claim that the slaves 

must be retained in their state of servitude. The conditions 

involved in the argument showed that in the final analysis the 

Improvement of the slave class in the Caribbean could only be 

effected by the planters themselves. Obviously, to effect a 

lasting change in the slaves and to afford them the possi

bility of raising themselves up to the level of the classical 

ages, a radical series of modifications in the plantation 

system would have to be made. From the standpoint of the 

planters this was out of the question. However, Blackwood's 

felt that this appeal would demonstrate to the public the 

vastness of the gulf that separated the servant of the ancient 

world and the Negro slave of the British West Indies. With 

the use of this analogy the Journal hoped to delay the final 

outcome of the abolition question. 

13 Ibid. 
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Slavery in the West Indies was attacked from many 

standpoints. However, it was defended with any degree of 

consistency by only a few. One of these was the scriptural 

point of view. Within the confines of this stand was the 

recognized legality of slavery. This was one of the most 

convincing arguments offered for the retention of slavery, 

Blackwood's realized that if the morality of slavery were 

effectively defended in the minds of the reading public, 

abolition would be much more difficult to achieve. 

In December 1824 Blackwood's examined the moral as-
» » • I I 1 1 1 I 

pect of slavery as seen frcaa the advice of the apostle Paul. 

The Journal stated: 

The care with which he avoided doing or saying 
anything that might tend to irritate the slaves 
against their masters, and make them consider 
their condition as one of absolute Illegality 
and oppression . . . cannot be too seriously 
considered by us all.l^ 

In this way the Journal cautioned the abolitionists that the 

morality of slavery was recognizable. Furthermore, the Jour

nal alluded to the fact that slavery was plainly moral, as 

long as the master was a Christian. 

Some of the most extensive usage of the scriptures 

to defend planter rights was by James McQueen in the pages 

of Blackwood's. In Jiine 1828 in an article entitled "Letter 

•̂ 4 "The West Indian Controversy, No, 4," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine, XVI (December, 1824), 688. 
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Frcaa James McQueen to the Duke of Wellington Concerning the 

British Colonies," the author noted that "by the Divine Books 

of Moses we find that personal slavery existed, and was rec

ognized and regulated by express laws emanating from God 

himself."-^5 iicQueen continued by adding that "throughout 

the whole New Testament, we find such a state of society 

recognized as legal."-̂ -̂  Plainly the author was challenging 

the abolitionists to reevaluate their ardor in the light of 

Kdiat was recognized as perfectly legal by both the Old and 

New Testaments. It is obvious that the Journal Indirectly 

claimed that slavery was a part of the plan of God,*̂ *̂  and 

that to tamper with it would be to tamper with a state of 

Nature. Blackwood's sought in this case to convince the 

English public that the abolitionist interests at work were 

attempting to upset part of the scheme of things as it had 

been ordained by (Jod. In this manner it hoped that it could 

forestall the abolition of slavery for an Indefinite period. 

15 "Iictter From James McQueen to the Duke of Wellington 
Concerning the British Colonies,'* Blackwood's Edinburgh Maga
zine, XXIII (June, 1828), 901. 

^^ Ibid. 
i<i» iiii.iiiiiii 

17 Above, p. 15» In the debates of April 1791> 
Mr. Stanley, agent for the islands, argued that slavery of 
one class to another seemed to be more or less "in the scheme 
of things." The Debate on a Motion for the Abolition of the 
Slave-Trade irT'ihe House of Commons on Monday and !hiesday 
April X^ and 19, 1791. 
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In February 1831 Blackwood's printed another of 

McQueen's letters to the Duke of Wellington in which 

McQueen once more attacked those persons who contended 

that slavery was illegal and sinful. He wrote: 

. • . urtien Christianity was introduced into the 
world, half the human race were slaves, and yet 
nowhere do we find its great author, nor any of 
his inspired apostles, denouncing this state of 
society as sinful or criminal, either on the 
part of the nations or individuals. On the con
trary, we find, in the ̂ ew Testamenj^ numerous 
injuctions and positive commandments given unto 
slaves to be obedient to their masters.18 

Once more it is plain that the Journal was seeking to delay 

the emancipation of the slaves by contending that slavery 

had not been thought of as illegal in the examples it chose 

frcaa the scriptures. An appeal of this nature was calculated 

to gain support for the planter cause in England. 

In the same letter from McQueen to the Duke of Well

ington, scriptural arg\saents were applied to the preferential 

treatment which sugar grown in India received. McQueen noted 

the trouble that the Caribbean planters were experiencing 

competing with slave grown s\igar from India. With this set 

of circumstances in mind, the author compared West Indian 

and Indian slavery with slavery as it had been practiced by 

the ancient Hebrews. Among the Hebrews there were two distinct 

18 H 
British Colonies—Anti-Colonists, 'Letter From 

James McQueen to the Duke of Wellington, No, 4,'" Black
wood's Edinburgh Magazine, XXIX (February, l831)> 
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kinds of slavery. One was temporary while the other was per-

mfiuient. Temporary slavery was reserved for fellow Hebrews, 

and was part of their religious observances. Permanent slav

ery, however, was 

• . . restricted to the purchase of the heathen 
around them . . . and which individuals so pur
chased, with all their descendants, became by 
law, the master's property—his money, in 
ABSOLUTE RIGHT—for ever.19 

McQueen continued his commentary by adding," it follows that 

such a state of civil society was neither contrary to His 

20 
law, nor morally wrong in his sight." Speaking of the 

absolute right of property in slaves, the author drew a com

parison between the type of slavery that was recognizable as 

not permanent by the Hebrews and that which was practiced by 

the planters in the West Indies. To the Hebrews the enslav

ing of a fellow countryman, except in accordance with custom, 

was contrary to law. The enslaving of strangers, however, was 

under no such prohibition. McQueen saw an analogy in this that 

applied to the slavery that was being practiced in both the 

West Indies and in India. In India it was well known that the 

slaves who worked the sugar were native Hindus, while the slaves 

in the Caribbean were, of course, of Negro stock. McQueen felt 

certain that this parallelism should be made known. He noted 

^9 Ibid., pp. 191-92. 

2^ Ibid. 
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that if there was a desire on the part of the abolitionists 

in England to abolish slavery, then the type that existed 

in India was in direct opposition to the laws of God, and 
21 

it should be done away with. 

The scriptural defense of slavery in the West Indies 

was an approach to the problem that came into extensive play 

in the poet-1823 era. It was from this time on that there 

was concern on the part of the planters that the slaves might 

be freed. The scriptural defense of slavery was specifically 

designed to delay this contingency as long as was possible. 

The lack of commentary on the part of two of the Journals is 

not difficult to understand. The Edinburgh Review found that 

in actuality there was little in the scriptures that would 

have aided its cause. Although Blackwood's approach was es

sentially defensive in the most literal sense of the word, 

it was reasonably well contrived, and to have debated the 

issue would have admitted that it had a degree of integrity. 

This the Edinburgh Review would not do. It found that the 

best defense against the scriptural attack by Blackwood's 

was to ignore it. The Quarterly Review, on the other hand, 

declined to comment at all. It was primarily interested in 

the well-being of the colonial properties. The legality of 

slavery in the eyes of God, or the advice tendered to slaves 

oi 
"Letter From James McQueen to the Duke of Welling

ton Concerning the British Colonies, No, 3>" Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine, XXVII (February, 183O), 2"^. 
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by Christ was an approach that did not appeal to the essen

tially pragmatic nature of the Quarterly Review, As it turned 

°̂ >̂ Blackwood's found itself in the role of the unchallenged 

protagonist in this most interesting facet of the slavery con

troversy. 

All three of the Journals Involved in the slavery 

controversy realized that the condition, practice, and tol

eration of slavery had significant effects on all those who 

came into contact with it. According to the stands taken by 

the various Journals, these effects could be good or bad. 

The Edinburgh Review felt a genuine concern over the 

adverse effects that slavery had had on the Negro, It was 

concerned for the condition of the poor black, contending 

that he had been so debilitated that his future was at best 

uncertain. The Edinburgh Review stated in I815 that the 

slaves in the Carlbbeaji were at that time so unable to as

sume their freedom, had it been forthcoming, that to invest 

them with it at that time could only lead to their ruin and 

augmented misery. In I823 it expressed essentially the same 

sentiments when it stated "that the slaves were not fit for 

receiving their liberty; that for the present, they must be 

23 
held in bondage, no man could doubt," The two ccmmients 

22 "Reasons for Establishing a Registry of Slaves in 
the Colonies," Edinburgh Review, XXV (October, I815), 
Article II, 317": 

^ "Negro Improvement and Emancipation," Edinburgh 
Review, XXXIX (October, I823), Article VII, 126, 
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by the Journal are curiously inconsistent vrlth most of its 

editorial commentary concerning West Indian slavery. In 

1815, the year of the first comment, England was war weary 

from long engag^nents with Napoleon. Freedom for unprepared 

slaves could have resulted in a reenactment of the St. Domingo 

rebellion of the late eighteenth century. A revolution of 

that magnitude might well have meant the loss of the sugar 

colonies or a costly military campaign to reclaim them. The 

risk involved in releasing the slaves would not have been 

worth taking, for they were not ready at that time for their 

freedom. The second comment was made by the Edinburgh Review 

in 1823, the year of the melioration resolution. It was ap

parent that some action by the home government was imminent. 

This action, by definition, was not an abolition, and for 

the Journal to have advocated freedom for the slaves would 

have been contrary to intelligent thinking. The government 

had deemed it tuiadvisable to free the slaves, and for the 

Edinburgh Review to have advocated freedom might well have 

done damage to the abolition movement, which apparently at 

that time was doing quite well. Therefore, it acknowledged 

that for the present the slaves had to be kept in bondage. 

This adxalsslon was admittedly "slippery and dangerous and 

24 
situated on the brink of the most fatal errors." The Edin
burgh Review was careful not to admit that the Negro actually 

2^ Ibid. 
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needed the superintending mind of the white and benefited 

from the state of slavery, a charge that was popular with 

the planter Journals, especially Blackwood's. 

In February I83I Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine 

made the following observation concerning the evolution of 

the slave in the British West Indies: 

We are confidently told that the existence of 
personal slavery amongst any people, degrades 
and debases alike the naticai and the individ
uals. Where is the understanding of my country
men supposed to be fled? Does history say 
this? Is the Creole slave in our colonies the 
same stupid and rude being that the newly im
ported African was?25 

Blackwood*B had hit upon an impressive point. The Creole 

slave, bom into his condition and native to the Caribbean, 

was probably very superior to the freshly imported Negro 

of the pre-1807 era. While the planter class in the Carib

bean would have claimed that the superintending Influence 

of the master was largely responsible for this alteration, 

it is good to analyze the information at hand. When Black

wood* s commented thus in I83I, the abolition of the traffic 

had been in effect for almost a quarter century, and the 

principle of melioration for over five. Therefore, the Creole 

slave in the West Indies could have been expected to be su

perior. Any improvosient in the condition of the West Indian 

^ "British Colonies—Anti-Colonists," 'Letter From 
James McQueen to the Duke of Wellington, No. 4,'" Black
wood's Edinburgh Magazine. XXIX, I90-I97. 
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slave, however, did not ccMne about as a result of a planter 

instituted reform program. Improvements most certainly oc

curred when the cessation of the traffic in l807 assured that 

there would be no steady supply of fresh Negroes, The pas

sage of the melioration resolution in 1823 also must have 

occasioned certain improvements in the treatment of the 

slaves. Given this set of conditions, it is plain to see 

that the Creole of 1831 was most assuredly superior. 

Both sides in the controversy saw that slavery af

fected the Negro. The Edinburgh Review felt that this ef

fect was so debilitating that as late as 1823 it was plain 

that the slave must be kept in servitude until the ameliora

tion of his condition by the action of the resolution of 

1823 warranted his release.^ Blackwood's, on the other 

hand, saw the Negro in the Caribbean as being much improved 

over his prior state, and made an impressive argument sup

porting this claim. 

The actual value of the West Indies to the power 

and influence of Great Britain was a point upon which there 

was a great deal of discussion in the Journals. There were 

several points within this argument that the Journals dis

cussed throughout the abolition controversy. The traffic 

in slaves and the supposed contributions that it made to 

the wealth of England was a point of interest. The traffic 

2^ Above, p. 36, 
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as it affected the econcaaic stability of the plantations was 

another point that came under careful consideration. The 

inequalities inherent in the West Indian bounty system caused 

^^^ Edinburgh Review to challenge the actual worth of the 

West Indies as they existed under the slave system. 

In 1802 the Edinburgh Review charged that the slave 

traffic, with its importation of thousands of fresh savages 

into the islands, constituted a real threat to the planta

tions. It claimed that as long as the traffic was legal and 

the "disproportion of the two races is increasing, and the 

more numerous body is treated with barbarous cruelty—the 

seeds of destruction will remain,"^^ It further stated that 

because of the dangers inherent in the traffic, "the total 

abolition of the slave trade, the root of all evils, is now 
28 

imperiously required." It is interesting to note that at 

this early stage in the controversy the Journal was not con

cerned with the abolition of slavery, but more with the lack 

of safety brought about by the additional importation of 

blacks from Africa. Apparently it felt that by attacking 

slavery in the Indies it could accomplish little toward an 

abolition as long as the traffic existed. It is uncertain 

whether or not the Journal looked forward at this early date 

to the day when a final abolition would come about, but there 

^ "The Crisis in the Sugar Colonies," Edinburgh 
Review, I (October, l802). Article XXVII, 233. 

28 Ibid. 
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can be little doubt that prior to the abolition of the traf

fic little of a positive nature could be accomplished with 

that end in mind. Qy showing the weaknesses in the slave 

traffic, the Journal realized that it could strike the first 

blow for abolition. Popular support for abolition of slavery 

was apparently foolish to pursue as long as the traffic was 

recognised as legal. Therefore, the Edinburgh Review pointed 

out the dangers to the colcmial properties that were inherent 

in the slave traffic. 

In l8o4 it again looked at the possibility of doing 

away with the slave traffic. In an article entitled "Con

siderations on the Abolition of the Slave-Trade,'' the Edin-

bttrgh Review az^ued against those who would contend that the 

slave trade was an important contxi-butor to the economic 

greatness of England. The Journal stated: 

. . . the whole capital vested in this trade 
amounts, at a large calculation^ to very little 
more than one million, while the whole annual 
exports of the country amount to no less than 
forty millions. . . .™ 

This amounted to two and one-half percent of the total export 

strength. The Edinburgh Review was quite certain that the 

cessation of this small amount of shipping would not hamper 

the nation's economy. 

29 
"Considerations on the Abolition of the Slave-

Trade," Edinburgh Review, IV, 479-
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The Edlnburgji Review argued against the slave traf

fic early in its editorial career. Its main contentions 

were that the trade was dangerous to the security of the 

colonial possessions in the Caribbean, and that the traffic 

did not contribute an appreciable amount to the national 

economy. Therefore its abolition would have not occasioned 

any great monetary loss. 

The slave traffic and speculation in land and slaves 

the Edinburgh Review found to be actively detrimental to the 

best interests of the British plantations in the West Indies. 

Its condo&nations were Joined by the Tory Quarterly Review. 

Although the Quarterly Review was speaking in retrospect 

concerning the traffic, it did not criticize the traffic 

simply to fit in with the toaipo of the times. The traffic 

gave rise to prawjtices that were unwise, end both of the 

Journals were concerned for the safety of the plantations. 

The Journals censured most strongly land and slave 

speculation encouraged by the slave trade. As long as the 

slave trade was recognized as being legal and was conducted 

regularly, speculation in the sugar islands was pursued. 

The cessation of the traffic in l807, however, curtailed 

this radically because there were no fresh Imports to be 

entered into the speculative fields. 

In l604, prior to the abolition of the transatlantic 

traffic, the Kdlhbur^ Review outlined some of the dangers 

that were characteristic of speculation in land and slaves. 
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It stated: 

when . . . there is a glut of slaves in the 
Jamaica market . . . the planter can buy them 
on a proportionally longer credit. He is 
tempted therefore to make the purchase, in 
the hope that before the time of payment ar
rives, the slaves will have more than worked 
out their costs, . . .30 

In this instance it is apparent that the only variable in 

the speculation equation was the number of Negroes avail

able on the market. The Journal was certain that this 

gambling tendency did not searve the best interests of the 

West Indies. There was no degree of permanency about this 

arrangement and no degree of stability which would serve 

the best interests of the islands. 

In 1809 the fflarterly Review printed an article en

titled "The History of Barbados." In it the Journal stated 

that the practice of slave speculation had been used by the 

colonists to the detriment of the plantations. It was cer

tain that as long as the slave traffic had existed specula

tion had been attractive because of the surplus of slaves 

and because there were "merchants who preferred a distant 

payment to the trouble and risk of seeking a new market."31 

The Journal continued by observing: 

30 "A Defence of the Slave-Trade on the Grounds of 
Humanity, Policy and Justice," Edinburgh Review, V, 235. 

31 "The History of Barbados," Quarterly Review, I 
(May, 1809)# Article II, 264. 
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Long credit, when resulting from such a 
compromise, must necessarily have the 
opposite effects to that which arises out 
of rational and sober confidence; it must 
tend to discourage frugality, and to pro
duce . . . gambling speculation: it must 
have endangered . . . the very existence 
of the colonies.32 

This early stand by the Quarterly Review is Interesting, The 

Journal was concerning Itself with the history of Barbados 

prior to 1807.33 This indictment in retrospect of slave 

speculation was an honest attempt to analyze what the Jour

nal felt was an unwise practice which could be attributed 

to the slave traffic. It fitted its commentary into the 

tempo of the times by calling attention to one of the weak

nesses of the recently outlawed slave trade. As would al

ways be the case with the quarterly Review, its main concern 

was the well-being of the plantations, and it saw in the 

importations of fresh slaves an encouragement to specula

tion. Apparently it did not anticipate the eventual abo

lition of slavery, and now that the slave trade was abol

ished, it saw an era of stability ahead for the colonies. 

In 1811 the quarterly Review analyzed some of the 

weak aspects of the transatlantic slave traffic as it had af

fected the key island of Jamaica. The Journal characterized 

32 Ibid., pp. 264-65. 

33 Lowell J, Ragatz, A Guide for the Study of British 
Caribbean History 1763-1834. (Washington, B7 5., 1932), H I , 
183. ' 
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the sugar industry lander the influence of speculation as be

ing a downward epiraling endeavor for the old planters be-

caxise "as long as that trade subsisted, it held out a regiaar 

encouragement to new adventurers, whilst it only enabled the 

old settlers to persist in a ruinous competition." Accord

ing to the Journal, the traffic in slaves had afforded a 

means by which ccai5)etition between the old planters and new 

adventure3rs ended in the ruination of the old planters. This 

tendency must have caused concern in England on the part of 

any group that desired a degree of permanency in the West 

Indies, for apparently the key factor was not agricultural 

skills so much as it was opportunism. 

The Quarterly Review felt certain that the failure 

of a certain niaaber of the older planters was a natural 

process, and that these individual failures would not hamper 
35 

the general progress of the region. It did state, however, 

that the cessation of the traffic in slaves from Africa 

would cause the ones alaready in the Caribbean to be worth 

more on the market and thus 

« . . afford to the unsuccessful planter the 
only possible palliative of his distress, be
cause the advantageous sale of his transferable 

•^ Gilbert Mathison, "Notices Respecting Jamaica 
in 1808, 1809, 1810," Quarterly Review. VI (October, I811), 
Afticle IX, 158. 

^ Ibid. 
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property, will indemnify him for a part of his 
loss.30 

The main concern in this case was for the economic welfare 

of the planters in the Caribbean. The journal realized that 

as long as the transatlantic traffic in slaves was pursued, 

certain practices would creep into the plantation system that 

would retard its stability. 

Both the Edinburgh Review and the Quarterly Review 

recognized certain characteristics that worked to the dis

advantage of the plantations in the speculation practices 

conducted in the West Indies. Both journals denounced the 

traffic in slaves as being contrary to the best interests 

of the plantations. The Edinburgh Review manifested a 

degree of concern for the welfare of the colonies in the 

pre-1807 era that was somewhat inconsistent with its later 

abolition stands in the post-l807 period. The journal had 

either been honestly concerned over the safety of the Indies 

when it attacked the slave traffic, or it saw that the abo

lition of the traffic must certainly be accomplished before 

a meaningful abolition atmosphere could be created. The 

journal was always opposed to slavery in any form, so it 

follows that it did not alter its philosophy in the post-

1807 period, but simply came out in the open with its desire 

for a total abolition of slavery. The Quarterly Review, 

36 Ibid. 
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looking back at the outlawed traffic, saw that it encouraged 

practices that were contrary to the best Interests of the 

West Indies. It saw no reason to fear a movement for the 

abolition of slavery in the foreseeable future, and its main 

concern for the welfare of the colonies was well served by 

the abolition of I807. 

The effect of slavery on the people of England came 

under discussion at several stages of the West Indian con

troversy. The Edinburgh Review showed marked concern over 

the effect that the toleration of slavery had had on the 

British public. In 1808 it reviewed the immediate past and 

said that the abolished traffic in slaves was a war in which 

the 

. . , victors fall lower than the vanquished; 
in which the oppressors are more truly the 
objects of pity than the oppressed; while to 
the nation which had most extensively pursued 
it . . . it was an eating ulcer. . . .37 

In this Instance the Journal showed its concern for the dam

aging effects that the slave traffic might have had on the 

people of England. It stated further that: 

. . . no government ever avowedly acted on 
immoral principles . . . without inducing a 
proportional degradation in the virtue and 
dignity of the individuals who form the mass 
of the nation.38 

37 "The History of the Abolition of the Slave-Trade," 
Edinburgh Review. XII (July, 1808), Article V, 356. 

3^ Ibid., p. 358. 
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The Journal claimed that the acknowledged Immoral action on 

the part of the government had probably had detrimental side 

effects on the mass of the people. Although it was too early 

in the controversy to be looked on as anything but a prelude 

to the real fIgjht for the abolition, the Edinburgh Review's 

attitude on these points mirrors a genuine concern for the 

character of the masses in England. 

The Quarterly Review likewise realized that the 

British people had reacted to West Indian slavery. It felt 

that the resulting reactions to slavery in the West Indies 

produced action that had not been carefully considered by 

the people, but rather was based on an unreasoning hatred 

of slavery. The Quarterly Review was concerned in l824 with 

the melioration resolution which decreed that the condition 

of the slaves in the West Indies would be Inĝ roved. The 

Journal charged that there were persons who were so deter

mined to extinguish slavery that they were disposed to "adopt 

that most dangerous of all human principles of action that 

the end may occasionally sanctify the ©aployment of the meajis 

which . . , cannot be Justified. ""̂ ^ In this Instance the 

Journal felt that the stigpia of slavery had so charged the 

people of England with revulsion that unwarreuited action had 

been taken. 

39 West India Colonies," Quarterly Review, XXX 
(January, 1824), Article XII, 571. 
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In 1832 the Edinburgh Review Joyfully predicted that 

the national conscience would prevail over the evil of West 

Indian slavery. The Journal commented that the anticipated 

abolition of slaveary in the West Indies was the result of 

England's rejection of the principles of slavery. It stated: 

. . . that the great bulk of the . . , people 
of this country, who have the meeuis of receiv
ing information, and are able to form an opinion 
. . . who have the feelings and the consciences 
of free men . , . are looking most anxiously, 
for the utter and speedy r^aoval of this huge 
evil from the face of the earth.40 

It then added: 

The reasons which have wrought this deter
mination in the minds of so large and so power
ful, a portion of the people, are no idle fancies, 
no transitory feelings; but a conviction of the 
real state of the case, impressed by such an 
overpowering strength of evidence; and a deep 
and abiding sense of personal guilt contracted 
by every individual who in any way tolerates 
the evil,41 

The two journals involved in this aspect of the controversy 

realized that the people of England had been affected by 

slavery. The Edinburgh Review was concerned early in its 

career as to what extent the toleration of the slave traffic 

had put its stamp on the public. In the final days of West 

Indian slavery the Journal rejoiced that the awakening of 

MMMIWMNMawwaMMMMmm* 
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the national conscience had realized the evils of slavery 

and vowed to eradicate them. The Quarterly Review was also 

cognizant that slavery had made an impression upon the 

people of England, but felt that their detestation of the 

practice had given rise to action that was ill advised and 

unwarranted. 

A question of vast Importance in the slavery con

troversy was the contribution that slavery and the slave 

traffic made to the greatness of England. To defeat both 

facets of slavery, the traffic and the condition, the Edin-

burffl Review realized that it must prove the extent of their 

burden to the nation. The traffic in slaves had been de

fended early in the controversy as being an important con

tributor to the maritime wealth of Oreat Britain, In July 

l8o4 the Edinbur^ Review undertook to disclose to the read

ing public of England its concept of the contributions that 

the slave traffic made to British maritime power. It stated: 

, . . that such is the unhealthlness of this 
baneful traffic, that it appears from the 
muster rolls of Liverpool and Bristol, that 
out of 12,263 persons, not less than 2643 
are lost in one year; something more, that 
is, than one sixth part of the whole. . . . 
If any estimation be put upon the lives of 
the useful men thus lost to their country, 
it will appear that . . . this traffic actually 
impoverishes the country in a much greater 
proportion than its remote consequences can 
enrich it.42 

^^ "Considerations on the Abolition of the Slave-
Trade," Edinburgh Review, IV, 48o. 
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The Journal questioned whether the traffic in slaves was of 

any real value to the maritime strength of Great Britain and 

produced figures which it believed showed that the traffic 

was actually harmful. 

The Edinburgh Review was quite certain that there 

were peculiarities involved in the production of sugar in 

the Caribbean that precluded that region of ever bein;; of 

significant value to Great Britain, In l827 the Edinburgh 

Review printed an article entitled "A Short History of the 

Slave-Trade and Slavery: Natural Death of Slavery," In 

this article the Journal outlined several of the practices 

which it felt were harmful to the mother country. One of 

these was the brutality that the slaves were subjected to 

4̂  in the pursuit of sugar production. -̂  At first glance this 

facet of the slavery question would not seem to affect Great 

Britain directly. However, from the standpoint of the Edin

burgh Review, the loss in slave life was very costly to Eng

land. The Journal charged that between the years of 1818 

and 1824, bounties to the amount of £7,200,000 were paid 

the planter Interests for sugar production. The loss of 

slave life during this same period, due to cruelty and 

failure to reproduce children was calculated to be some 

^3 "A Short History of the Slave-Trade Slavery: 
Natural Death of Slavery," Edinburgh Review, LXVI (October, 
1827)> Article IX, 495. 
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^ 11 44 
Eo,440,000. In this instance the Journal digressed from 

its usual humanitarian appeal to show the extent of the bur

den that the plantations put on the mother country by the 

bounty system, which encouraged the attendant loss of slave 

life. The Journal characterized this system in a rather 

peculiar cause and effect argument, but very effectively, 

showing not only the inhumanity of the plantations, but 

showing how this inhumanity was costly to the populace in 

England who obviously paid for the bounties in inflated 

prices on colonial produce. It closed its argument of the 

topic by posing the question: "Could they /Ehe planter^ 

then, if these ̂ ountle^ had been withdrawn, have con-
45 

tinned the system with all its attendant evils?" 

Tfxe controversy over slavery in the West Indies was 

conducted by the Journals on several topics of interest. 

However, it was only on the questions of morality and na

tional interest that issues of more than local importance 

were involved. The charge that the traffic and condition 

of slavery were unjust were favorites with the Edinburgh 

Ibid, Bounties paid on West Indian sugar produc
tion were boriuses paid to the planters for growing sugar. 
Paid by the home government, they were based on the cwt, and 
were "above all customs, subsidies, atnd duties already charge
able there on." Leo F. Stock, (ed.) Proceedings and Debates 
of the British Parliaments Respecting North America, 1739-1754, 

y , 17b": ^ ^ — 
^5 Ibid. 
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Review, but causes in which it found very little opposition. 

Thus, it could not here carry on a meaningful dialogue with 

the opposition. Essentially the same situation existed with 

Blackwood * s on the scriptural defense of slavery. Blackwood's 

case lacked the Impact that it could have otherwise had be

cause of the lack of opposition to its claims. 

The charge that the traffic in slaves was contrary 

to the best interests of the West Indies was well made. The 

two Journals Involved in this facet of the controversy both 

argued that the traffic was contrary to the best Interests 

of the West Indies, and thus of England. The Edinburgh Re

view, Joined by the planter Quarterly Review, saw the traffic 

in slaves as being conducive to unsound econcmilc practices 

in the islands. The Quarterly Reviev/, looking back at the 

era of the slave traffic, saw much of the instability that 

resulted from the Importation of fresh Negroes each year. 

The commentaries of the Q;uarterly Review came early in its 

editorial career and at a time when it saw no reason to 

suspect a concerted effort at total abolition in the fore

seeable future. The Edinburgh Review charged that the traf

fic in slaves was dangerous to the welfare of the plantations 

and thus should be abolished. Plainly the Journal realized 

that before the abolition of slavery could be intelligently 

broached, the traffic had to be defeated. However, its con

cern for the well-being of the colonies in the pre-l807 era 
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seemed sincere and genuine. The move for abolition of slav

ery had to wait for several years before popular support 

could be won for its accomplishment. The commentary carried 

by the Edinburgh Review in l827 showed the distance it had 

moved from its earlier stands on the question. At this time 

the Journal was seeking a reappraisal of the economic system 

as it affected England. It placed a monetary value on the 

loss of slave life, realizing that if England renounced the 

bounty system, a blow would be struck not only for humanity, 

but also for free trade. 



CHAPTER III 

THE PARTIAL SOLUTION CONTROVERSY 

Because the three Journals felt that the abolition 

of slavery could not be accomplished in a short period of 

time with any degree of safety, partial solutions to the 

abolition were designed. These solutions were partisan 

Insofar as they were usually prejudicial, supporting the 

interests of the parties that the Journals felt they rep

resented. In the process of presenting their respective 

arguments, the Journals entered Into controversies over the 

expediency on first one measure, then another. The reasons 

for the controversy stem from the divergence of interests. 

To the Edlnbur^ Review, the welfare of the slaves 

and the abolition of their state of servitude came first 

and foremost. To the quarterly Review and Blackwood's 

Edinburgh Magazine, the Interests of the planters were para

mount. As time passed and circumstances were altered, the 

Journals revised some of their earlier stands in order to 

reflect more accurately current conditions. 

One of the earliest and hardest fought problems in 

the slave controversy was the fight over the role of the 

Parliament of Great Britain in the affairs of the West Indies 

Prom the Whig standpoint it was the duty of Parliament to 

55 
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intervene in the internal affairs of the colonies if there 

was reason to suspect that such intervention was beneficial 

to the slaves. The Tories felt, on the other hand, that 

any interference in the internal affairs of the colonies 

by Parliament was contrary to the rights of the planters 

and could not be Justified. 

In 1815 the Edlnbur^ Review saw in the possible 

passage of a Slave Registry Bill by Parliament an important 

step toward the enforcement of the abolition of 1807. It 

knew that the passage of such a bill by Parliament would 

make the smuggling of slaves into the plcuitations almost 

Impossible. The passage of the Registry Bill would make 

the ownership of any given slave traceable. Thereby, il

legally imported slaves could be detected and their pos

sessors punished. In an article entitled "Reasons for Es

tablishing a Registry of Slaves in the British Colonies," 

the Edinburgh Review commented: 

. . . this system, vdien enforced, will most 
effectually cut off the Importation of slaves, 
whatever it may be, which is still practiced 
in many If not all, of our colonies. The 
abolition will yet be more complete than that 
which the laws now in force have already ef
fected at the other end of the voyage; for it 
will render the article illegally Imported of 
no value, or make its possession dangerous in 
the extreme.1 

^ "Reasons for Establishing a Registry of Slaves 
in the British Colonies," Edinbur^ Review, XXV (October, 
1815)* Article II, 337. 
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^ e Ediriburgh Review saw in this partial solution a means 

by which Parliament could keep a tighter control on the 

plantations. It realized that the abolition of the traf

fic in slaves was of little practical value unless it was 

strictly enforced or, in this case, supplemented by parlia

mentary legislation. 

The Tory objection to this idea was no surprise. 

They did not favor internal control of the colonies by the 

home government. In 1817 Blackwood's stated, "we do not 

object to the Registry Bills in the colonies, because they 

nay guard against crime, but we object to their being en-
2 

acted by the British Parliament," It is difficult to de-

teraiine whether or not Blackwood's was sincere in its desire 

to legislate against crime in the Caribbean, There can be 

little conjecture, however, that it found the internal in

terference on the part of the home government a dangerous 

precedent which might very well lead to further controls 

preparatory to abolition. 

In the post-1823 period, Blackwood's once more raised 

the question of internal controls in the colonies. In an 

article in January l824 entitled "The West Indian Contro

versy No, 3," it posed this questions 

2 "Strictures on an Article in Mo, LVI of the Edin
burgh Review, Present State of West Indian Affairs," Black-

s E^inpurgh Magazine. II (October, I817), 44, 
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Has the British Parliament the right to inter
fere with the internal and municipal regula
tions of the affairs of the British Colonies 
in the West Indies, \dilch are, and have been, 
in the possession of constitutions of their 
own, framed unon the model of the British 
Constltutlon?3 

^^ Blackwood's the question of internal and external regu

lation was very Important. It was a question in ̂ Ich the 

line of demarcation was very plain indeed. In the article 

of January l824 the Journal outlined Its stand very clearly 

as follows: 

For a longtime past, the colonies . . , 
have enjoyed the priviledge of making laws 
for themselves, in all matters of Internal 
regulation. . . . The right of regulating 
external trade and navigation, was origi
nally reserved by the parent legislature. . . • 

Blackwood's explained why it objected more to the mellora-

tion principle than it did to the abolition act of I807 when 

it stated: "The abolition of the Slave Trade was only an 

act of external limitation and exclusion, . . ,"^ Blackwood's 

statement on this point fits neatly into the pattern estab

lished by the Journal. It would have been ludicrous to ob

ject to the abolition of the traffic as late as l824. That 

3 "The West Indian Controversy No, 3," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazines XV (January, 1824), 74. 

^ Ibid., pp. 74-75. 

5 Ibid,, p. 75. 
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question had been settled a full decade before Blackwood's 

published its first issue. However, it could comment on the 

principle put forth in the resolution of 1823, for the plan

tations would certainly be affected by this. The Journal 

often followed the pattern in which it would comment on cir

cumstances soon after it became apparent that these circum

stances might modify the plantation system. This was appar

ently what it had done in l824, calling the attention of the 

public to the difference between external and internal legis

lation. Blackwood's found little fault with the abolition 

of the slave traffic, terming it an act of external exclu-

sion. However, the attitude expressed by the resolution of 

melioration in May 1823 constituted a definite threat to the 

plantation system, and Blackwood's attacked the constitution

ality of such action. 

It must not be supposed that the planter Journals 

opposed the interference on the part of the home government 

in every Instance. In several cases, under very different 

circumstances, both of them favored the Interference of the 

home government in a legislative fashion. For Instance, in 

an article published in October 1825, the Q[uarterly Review 

showed genuine concern over the practice of whipping female 

slaves. On this occasion it felt that the Influence of Par

liament might well be used to "suggest" to the colonial leg

islatures that some general reform be instituted in regard 

to this: 
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. . . We cannot but consider 'the shocking 
and unseemly practice of the chastisement 
of females by the iirtilp,» as a bar to their 
moral improvement and civilization, which 
it is absolutely necessary to remove. 
. . . We think the govemmnnt might perhaps 
act prudently in contenting Itself, for the 
present at least, with recommending to the 
assemblies the enactmenv: of some such gen
eral alteration of the punishment, as has 
been voluntarily and successfully adopted 
by the Individuals.© 

There was no mention of direct Interference on the part of 

the Parliament in this matter. However, in 1816 Parliament 

had ceased debate on the Registry Bill with the understand

ing that the colonies would draft their own bills for reg

istering slaves. If the colonies refused to comply with 

that suggestion. Parliament was prepared to force a Regis-

7 
try Bill on them. There is no reason to believe that the 

^arterly Review had forgotten this precedent. This is not 

to say that it had altered its opinions or loyalties in the 

slave controversy, but that it saw in the corporal punish

ment of female slaves little positive good to be realized 

by the colonies. The punishment of female slaves by whip

ping could have been counted upon to elicit sympathy from 

humanitarian reformers in England and to turn public opinion 

even more against the plantations. (̂  the other hand, the 

^ "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII 
(October, 1825), Article XI, 536-37^ 

7 "Present state of West Indian Affairs," Edinburgh 
Review, XXVIII (August, I817), Article IV, 34l. 
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stoppage of the practice woiad not compromise the planta

tion system in any fashion, and if abolition had been close 

at hand, it would have insured a safer arrival. 

^ e Quarterly Review was quite certain that if an 

abolition were to take place, the British government was 

the only authority of sufficient power to make certain that 

it was safe. The Journal was certain that the abolition 

"if left to the government . . . will terminate in solid 

good."^ The Quarterly Review is conspicuous in leaving the 

government out of the post-abolition arrangement. It was 

in this area that Blackwood»s felt the influence of England 

really belonged. In 1831 it t«iiporarily laid aside its 

prejudice concerning the Intervention of the mother country 

into the intesmal affairs of the colonies. It saw in the 

intervention of Parliament a means by which the plantation 

system would be guaranteed a supply of laborers. In the 

article entitled "Letter to the Right Honourable Earl Grey," 

Blackwood's offered the suggestion that: 

. , . the authority of the British Gov
ernment ought to begin improvement by 
commanding industry. First induce this 
class /sl*v«£7 "̂ ° labotir in agriculture 
for such wages as the proprietor can af
ford to give, and a nucleus of free labour 

8 Henry Nelson Coleridge, Six Months ̂jf̂„,.̂,|]fg,West 
Indies In 1825. reviewed in csiarterly Review, XXXIlI 
l[March, 182b), 517. 
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is at once established; which increas
ing in number and Industry, would sup
ply the place of the slaves gradually 
emancipated." 

Thus, the position of the home government in the 

abolition controversy was defined in terms of what was felt 

to be its responsibilities and its powers. It appeared to 

the Edinburgh Review that the home government had the power 

and the authority to intercede in the affairs of the colonies 

if the need arose. However, to the other two Journals, the 

intervention of the mother country in the affairs of the 

colonies was a threat to the plantation system, and was a 

reprehensible act. As the abolition of slavery became more 

and more a certainty, both Tory Journals forsook their prior 

stands and saw in the power and authority of the home gov

ernment either a possibility of making the abolition an 

easier and safer move, or of insuring that the plantation 

system was not destroyed. 

The Edinbur^ Review saw in the structure of colo

nial goverzmient a great handicap to a successful abolition. 

It felt that if the colonial government were altered and 

persons not connected iirith plantation interests could be 

installed in positions of prominence in the islands, the 

abolition movement would not be frustrated. 

9 "Letter to the Right Honourable Earl Grey," 
Blackwood's Edinburgjb Magazine, XXIX (March, 1831), 465. 
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The first time that the Journal mentioned the struc 

ture of the colonial governments in the Indies was in 1811, 

In that year it editorialized on the prospect of having 

military commanders and governors chosen from a group of 

persons not coxmected with the plantations. Speaking of 

the qualifications these persons should have, it stated: 

The persons so chosen should have no colo
nial property, and should not have power, 
directly or Indirectly, to acquire any such 
interest. If possible, they should even 
have no colonial connections; and this qual
ification should be extended, without excep
tion, to every considerable officer on the 
West Indian establishments.10 

This early commentary by the jdinbur^ Review centered its 

attention upon having local officials chosen from outside 

the plfluiter class. Apparently what it sought was a closer 

liaison between the home government and the colonies, and 

it would have certainly Insisted that the home government 

select men whose sympathies lay with hxuaanitarian reform. 

In 1824 it once again showed considerable interest 

in the structure of the West Indian government. Fearing 

that the salaries paid to the governors might incline these 

men to act in a prejudicial manner in dealing with the 

plcuitation interests, the Journal stated: 

10 "Publications on West Indian Slavery," Bdln-
burfdh Review, XIX (November, 18II), Article V, 148^ 
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^ . . the colonial appointments should be 
prevised, disinterested and unprejudiced 
persons substituted for those who are 
biassed by West Indian connexions,—auid 
salaries allotted to all independent of 
the votes which may be passed by colonial 
assemblies.il 

As to the danger involved in the practice of having the law 

administered by local officials in the islands, the Edin

burgh Review commented: 

If the Governors and Judges are still to 
be chosen among the body of planters, and 
if they are to be paid in part by the as-
s«ttblies which represent the planters, any 
law restraining the misconduct of the 
Whites upon the plantations will doubtless 
be feebly executed whether passed in Eng
land or in the West Indies.12 

The Edinburgh Review saw in the structure of the 

colonial assaablies certain weaknesses which, unless dealt 

with effectively, would endanger any humanitarian measures 

passed in the islands* Although it did not at this Juncture 

recommend the extensive reformation of these bodies, it did 

countenance the latent power of the mother country to in

fluence the local assemblies. Speaiking in 1826, the Jour

nal statedt 

11 "Abolition of Slave-Trade- and of Slavery," 
Edinburgh Review, XLI (October, l824). Article X, 219. 

•̂^ ISM-* p- 218. 
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Placed as they are, in the centre of a 
population incurable in their aversion 
towards the proposed reforms, those As
semblies are wholly \mable to combat the 
force of the prejudices and passions 
which surround and assail them on every 
side. The countenance of the mother 
cotmtry, and her constituted authorities, 
is not enough; they must have the inter
position of direct Influence—of overrul
ing Power to strengthen their hands, . . 
If they are still unwilling, nothing but 
Parliamentary authority can effect the 
object. . . .13 

In the opinion of the Edinburgh Review the colonial 

local governments were standing in the way of humanitarian 

reform. These local legislatures, governors, and Judicial 

persons were too closely connected with the planter inter

est to be in the least objective in their administration of 

Justice. Therefore, to insure the implementation of any 

humanitarian measure that might be passed by the home gov-

erimient, the Edinburgh Review felt that certain modi fie a-

tions should be made in the local colonial government. 

Thus, the position of the home government's in

fluence was made clear by all three of the Journals. The 

interference of Parliament in the affairs of the Caribbean 

plantations was defined in terms of internal as opposed to 

external interference. Internal Interference in the affairs 

of the colonies was considered by the Tory Journals to be 

13 "Colonial Slavery," Edinburgh Review, XLIII 
(February, 1826), Article VIII,TZIT: 
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unadvlsable. However, as the abolition movement progressed 

to a point when it became apparent that the only power cap

able of directing it was the home government, both Journals 

favored some manner of control. To the Edinburgh Review, 

as long as the interest of the Negroes was at stake it was 

within the right of the mother country to legislate for the 

colonies. Its concern over the internal construction of 

the colcmial governments was a predictable move on the part 

of the Journal. Little of a positive nature could be accom

plished in terms of humanitarian refoxm as long as the local 

colonial governments stayed in the hands of the planter in

terests . 

The principle of the melioration resolution of I823 

was to have tremendous effects on the subsequent conmentary 

concerning slavery in the West Indies. The Edinburgh Review 

looked upon this action as anticipating the eventual freedom 

of the slaves and began advancing ideas that would insure 

the passage of the Negro from his state of slavery to that 

of freedom with a minimififli of difficulty. There were a num

ber of plans advanced by the Journal, but one which proved 

most controversial was the one that proposed to free the 

children of the slaves. The opponents to this plan felt 

that the risk involved in freeing the children was too 

great to run. In October I823 the Edinburgh Review first 

advanced this idea. It felt that in this fashion the num

ber of slaves would always be decreasing while the number 
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of free blacks would be on the Increase. The Journal thought 

"the whole slave population will immediately be improved in 

its conditions; and a period will be fixed, beyond which the 

evils of slavery must entirely cease,"-̂  

In November of 1823 Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine 

replied to this plan. The planter Journal expressed doubts 

as to whether the plan had any merits worthy of the risk in

volved: 

Of all the projects that have ever been 
imagined, that of declaring all the children 
free, who shall be born after a certain time, 
is the one which would bring with it the most 
certain ruin. Indeed, we may fix the date at 
which that ruin would arrive: this would be 
, , . at the first moment when this genera
tion had reached maturity.15 

In 1825 the Quarterly Review described the freeing of slave 

children as a "modified abolition." Contending that "the 

notion of immediate and unlimited abolition is, indeed, pre-

posterous," the Journal followed with the statement that 

"the objections to a modified abolition are less striking 

17 at first, but equally conclusive." Continuing, it added: 

^^ "Negro Improvement and Emancipation," Edinburgh 
Review, XXXIX (October, 1823), Article VII, 121. 

15 "The West Indian Controversy. No. 2," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine, XIV (November, I823), 659. 

16 "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 
530. 

^7 Ibid. 
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. . , to declare free all negro children 

. . . bom after a certain day would un
avoidably create discontent. . . . The 
effect of such a regulation would be to 
produce a most galling inequality in fam
ilies, and to sever the bonds of natural 
affection between the children of the 
same stock, , . .1^ 

The two planter Journals saw certain dangers in the free

ing of slave children. Blackwood's always centered its 

attentions on the plantations, and when it detected danger 

to the system it reacted quickly. In November I823, Just 

a month after the plan advanced by the Edinburgh Review 

was made known, Blackwood's displayed its distrust. It 

saw in the freeing of the children a possibility of com

promising the plantation system. The Quarterly Review^ on 

the other hand, dealt with the question in a more rational 

manner. It also saw danger in the freedom for the slave 

children. However, it masked its concern for the planta

tions by drawing the attention of its readers to the fact 

that the act of freeing the children might cause dissent 

in the basic social unit, the family. This cleverly con

trived approach was counted upon to gain some support even 

in the abolition camp. In April I831 the Quarterly Review 

once again addressed itself to the proposition of freeing 

the slave children. Once more it stated that at first 

^^ Ibid. 
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glance the plan was the least objectionable of the ones 

offered, but continued by stating: 

On examining it more carefully, however, 
several strong objections presented them
selves, by which we were led to alter our 
opinion. If . . . the commencement of 
its operation were postponed to a distant 
period, it would be apt, like other things 
in similar circumstances, to be forgotten, 
and would come like a surprise at last, 
before any preparations had been made for 
the commencement of its operation. . . . 
If, on the other hand, the act should come 
into force immediately, and every child 
born after the day of its receiving the 
Royal assent were to be free, society in 
the West Indies would probably be found to 
recede instead of advancing during this 
state of transition, and burdens and dif
ficulties would accumulate upon the masters, 
while discontent and disorder extended 
among the slaves.19 

The Quarterly Review continued its commentary on the prob

lems that might arise because of the release of slave chil

dren. The Journal saw in this situation the possibility of 

internal troubles in the island, resulting from action of 

this nature. It stated: 

The master would still be compelled, for 
a considerable period, to support the free 
children, until they reached the age when 
they could maintain themselves. As some 
children are able to maintain themselves 
sooner than others, disagreeable alter
cations would constantly be arising 

19 "The West Indian Question," Quarterly Review, 
XLV (April, 1831), Article VI, 220. 
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between the parents and the master whether 
or not this period had arrived. As they 
grew up, they would naturally be proud of 
their freedom, and resent the smallest en
croachment upon it; and, as it could hardly 
be expected that they would be distinguished 
for industrious or regular habits, they 
would almost inevitably become a nuisance 
to the whole community. These young per
sons would also prove an unfailing source 
of discontent, among those who remained 
slaves, both by their conditions and their 
conduct.20 

Even at this late date the Quarterly Review remained con

sistent with its appeal to reject the plan of freedom for 

the children. Although it maintained that the social or

der of the colonies would suffer more than the economic 

structure, it can be easily seen that the social repercus

sions would disturb the economic balance. 

In December 1831 the Edinburgh Review offered a 

final plan for the gradual abolition of slavery. In an 

article entitled "Colonial Policy—West Indian Distress," 

it acknowledged that the constant agitation of the aboli

tion controversy both in England and in the Caribbean could 

serve no other purpose than to complicate matters. To coun-

teract this the Journal looked at the problem of getting 

some form of abolition underway in the Caribbean. Reject

ing the idea that an immediate and general abolition could 

be safe, it hit upon an idea of a gradual abolition which 

20 Ibid. 
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it felt would satisfy the hue and cry in England: 

The better «ay» we believe^, would be to 
oblige the planters to emancipate a cer
tain portion^ as two par cent of their 
slaves each year, making the arrwfigements 
siacĥ  that the planters should find it for 
their interest to make emancipation a re-
waard for good conduct. Some of the most 
de«^ly interested in the question, agree 
with us in thinkin.^ that by means of scaae 
measure of this sort the transition frca 
bondage to freedoa may be effected, with
out any violent convulsion. . , .SI 

Although the Tories did not reply to this plan of 

the d̂iiateurgh Review, there can bo little conjecture as to 

the raciftion that it received in the planter camp. To re

lease the moat worthy slaves each year would have seriously 

crij^led the plantation system and would not have been popu

lar with the proprietors. 

The laove for the release of a certain portion of 

the blacks la t^e West Indies was strictly abolitionist 

in its origins. Both of the Tory Journals opposed this 

trend in every case. While there was a certain amount of 

danger in an increasing ntaaber of free children every year 

and a decreasing number of alavasji it stretches the imagina

tion sonawliat to charge that a revolution wcmld result when 

MHM«WM>*«MMM*MIM*MMM«M«IMla 

^̂  "Colonial Policy—west Indian Distress," Edin-
iMiTf^ ReviawB LIV (jDecenber, 1831), Article HI , y^^T"^ 
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these children reached maturity. What seems more likely 

is that the planter Journals feared this because as the 

older slaves died they could not be replaced by younger 

ones. These would have been freed years before. However, 

an admission of this type would not have been consistent 

with either of the Tory Journals. 

There were economic factors to be considered in the 

partial solution phase of the abolition controversy. Al

though most of the commentaiy on these solutions came in 

the post-1823 era, one of the problems that needed atten

tion was mentioned early in the controversy. This problem 

was concerned with binding the slave to the soil. This was 

a project undertaken by the Edinburgh Review as early as 

1817. An article entitled "Present State of West India 

Affairs" stated that the binding of the slave to the soil 

would abridge the internal traffic in slaves "with a view 

22 
to its ultimate abolition." 

Both planter Journals opposed binding the slave to 

the soil. In 1825 the Quarterly Review commented on the 

weaknesses of this practice. It pointed out that if the 

slaves were so bound, and the planter not allowed to move 

them, difficulties arising out of soil exhaustion or chang

ing emphasis in market could cripple the planter and thus 

22 "Present State of West Indian Affairs," Edin-
burpft Review, XXVIII, 369. 
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hurt the slave. It stated that "an invariable rule would, 

therefore, in many instances, ruin the master and stint or 

starve the slave."^3 The Journal suggested Instead that the 

slaves could be attached to the gang. It claimed that this 

would achieve the same effect. However, it pointed out that 

even this practice "as an inflexible rule, would be found at 
oh 

times to impose an inconvenient and unnecessary restraint." 

Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine published in May 1829 

a "Letter Prom James McQueen to the Duke of Wellington Con

cerning the British Colonies." In this letter McQueen wrote 

of some of the Islands that had been experiencing difficul

ties because the slaves thereon had been bound to the islands: 

In the Bahamas, and in several of the Lee
ward Islands, there are probably about 
60,000 slaves . . . fixed to the respective 
islands. . , . The consequences are as fol
lows: British capital to the amotxnt of ten 
millions, is annihilated, or rendered not 
merely unproductive, but burdensome; v;here-
as, if permitted to be sent to other islands, 
and there vested in and applied to the same 
species of labour, on a rich soil, it would 
return to the proprietor and to the parent 
state ONE MILLION annually.25 

537. 
23 "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 

24 
Ibid. 

25 "Letter Prom James McQueen to the Duke of VJell-
ington Concerning the British Colonies," Blackwood's Edin-
burpfc Magazine, XXV (May, I829), 635. 
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Mc^een continued, outlining that many of the slaves on the 

iaqpoverished islands could not raise enough to live on, 

while on the richer Islands the slaves had become so valu

able that they could not ever raise sufficient wealth to 

purchase their freedom if the opportunity ever presented 
26 

itself. All of this McQueen attributed to the practice 

of binding the slaves to their respective islands. 

There can be little doubt that binding the slave 

to the soil or respective islands did in a fashion retard 

the growth of the plantations. However, certain steps were 

deemed necessary by Parliament to prepare the slave for his 

later role, and this was one of them. It hurt the planta

tion interests, probably for the reasons that were alluded 

to, i.e. soil exhaustion and change of market emphasis, 

but it did make a statioziary agent of the slave. This 

could be counted upon to be excellent preparation for free

dom, in that the Negro was no longer capable of being 

moved about at will, but had gained a bit of permanence 

and stability. 

Soon after the resolution of May I823 became known, 

the planter Journals advanced ideas that they felt certain 

offered the greatest advantage to the plantations. These 

plans were a task-work syst^a and an apprentice system. 

26 Ibid. 
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Task-work essentially amounted to the assignment of a cer

tain Job, or quota of work, and when this was fulfilled, 

the worker was through for the day.2'̂  in July 1823 the 

Quarterly Review admitted that it could conceive of no 

other way in mrtiich the slaves could be better prepared for 

the eventual assumption of freedom than to have task-work 

e^qperience: 

Task-work is, we understand, practicable in 
almost every kind of field labour. , . . 
If that be the case, can we conceive any 
thing better calculated to lessen that ap
athy which, in a cold and in a warm climate, 
is the consequence of working without a 
stimulant, a definite reward? Would it not 
be a step towards fitting the negroes for 
the more important change of working for 
wages, and providing for their wants by 
their own purchases?2o 

Plainly the Quarterly Review saw in task-work a means by 

vrtiich the slaves in the Caribbean could be persuaded to 

continue the sugar plantation work. Task-work offered a 

financial reward Instead of punishment. Added to this, 

the valuable experience of acting as a partially free man 

and task-work became an important stepping-stone toward a 

more stable Caribbean in the event of abolition. 

27 "The West Indian Controversy, No. 4." Black-
wood's Edinburgh Magazine. XVI (December, l824), 655T 

28 "Condition of the Negroes in Our Colonies," 
Quarterly Review. XXIX (July, 1823), Article VIII, 501, 
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Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine commented upon task

work in Deceniber 1824 saying that the planter would actu

ally prefer this system to the policing of his slave gangs.^ 

The Journal described the strong points of the system by 

contending that "a diligent worker can always finish the 

work expected by any negro by TWO O'CLOCK in the day."^ 

The Tories introduced the task-work concept into the abo

lition controversy as a possible measure to insure the con

tinuance of sugar production. It was supposedly a learning 

process. The slave would adapt himself to the free man's 

responsibilities while continuing slave work in the islands. 

The apprentice system differed from the task-work 

idea in several ways. Blackwood's in July I832 offered its 

plan for apprenticing the slave to his former master. Under 

this plan the planter would have been the ultimate benefac

tor. The time between the beginning of the apprentice pe

riod and the ultimate freedom of the slave belonged to the 

planter. Under Blackwood's plan the planter might act as 

a superintendent of the apprentice,"receiving, as a re

muneration for such superintendence and protection, the 

subsequent labour of the apprentice for a given number of 

29 "The West Indian Controversy, No. 4," Black
wood's Ediriburgh Magazine. XVI, 690. 

30 Ibid. . 
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years." The possibility that the slave might die before 

the planter was repaid for his benevolence would be met "by 

giving him /ihe pl«Lntei7 ^ chance of corresponding advan

tage in the prolonged servitude of the apprentice."^ This 

apparently was an option that the planter would have on the 

time of the slave after his apprenticeship expired. Obvi

ously, if the apprentice proved to be a worth-while worker, 

the planter could be expected to exercise this option, while 

the Negro who was not an especially good worker could be ex

pected to be released from his apprenticeship to fend for 

himself. 

Blackwood's next turned its attention to the educa-

tion the apprentice might ej^ect under the apprentice sys

tem. It felt certain that a sufficient education for the 

apprentice would be available "by his attendance twice or 

thrice a-week at the public school from the age of five to 

twelve years." Blackwood's closed its commentary on this 

topic by stating that "his farther services from twelve to 

twenty-five would amply remunerate the planter for the past 

e3qpenses."'^ The plan advanced by this Journal made no 

31 "Plan for Gradual Abolition of Slavery," Black
wood's Edinburgh Magazine, XXXII (July, 1832), 89. 

32 Ibid. 

33 Ibid. 
ml 

3^ Ibid. 
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allowance for freedcaa. This was not an oversight, for it 

had no desire to free the slaves all at once. If the plan 

held no promise of freedom prior to age twenty-five, it was 

because the planters could best utilize the young Negroes 

until that age was reached. There was also no allowance 

made for the release of slave children. This would not have 

aQ.lowed the plantations a fresh supply of young workers, a 

commodity they certainly needed. In this fashion the plant

ers could be expected to continue their sugar production 

even after a final abolition had taken place. 

Both sides in the abolition controversy agreed that 

the slave was in need of improvement before he could be 

trusted with freedom. The approaches to the Improvements 

had many alms and many variances. Most of the aims could 

be counted upon to benefit the slave, though several plans 

aimed their attention at the colonies. Predictably, the 

Edinburrfi Review could be depended upon to underwrite any 

measure that would in the end maJce the situation of the 

slave more comfortable. On the other hand, the other two 

Joumaas paid their allegiance to the planter cause by urg

ing caution in considering any measure that might modify 

the plantation system. 

One point upon which all three Journals reached a 

modicum of agreement was the need of the slave for religious 

training. From the viewpoint of the Edinburgh Review the 
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failure of the colonists to encourage the religious in

struction of their slaves was due to two distinct factors. 

In January 1825 the Journal stated that the vast majority of 

the planter class in the plantations had opposed religious 

Instruction because they realized that "Christieuiity and 

slavery cannot long exist together."-̂ -̂  This was the first 

time that the Journal accused the planter interests of not 

seeking to instruct the Negroes. It was not, however, the 

last. In April 1832 it alleged that the failure of the 

slaves to be converted to Christianity was the fault of the 

planters. Primarily, the Edinburgh Review felt that the mas

ters themselves were not motivated to convert the Negroes, 

This lack of Incentive and greed for gain were supposedly 

the determining factors in the lack of progress toward 

Christianizing the slaves. At least this was the way the 

Edinburgh Review saw the problem: 

The great crying evil which prevents €uid ever 
will prevent the religious instruction of our 
heathen fellow-subjects in the West Indies . . . 
is the unhallowing of the Sabbath day. . . . 
The masters have no religious feelings to in
duce them to leave this day for the instruc
tion of their slaves; on the other hand their 
avarice, or their necessity make them employ 
for themselves every available hour of the 
negro in the week. . . .3^ 

35 "The West Indies," lEdinburgh Review, XLI 
(January, 1825), Article IX, 47?I 

36 John Jeremle, "Four Essays on Colonial Slavery," 
TCdinburgh Review, LV (April, 1832), Article VII, l64. 
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The charges by the Edinbur^ Review that the planters in the 

islands did not seek to improve their slaves by religious in

struction were probably true. First, there can be little 

doubt that the masters might have experienced difficulties 

from their slaves had they expended the effort to convert 

them to Christianity. Second, there probably was a lack of 

interest on the part of the masters concerning the conver

sion of the slaves. The plantations had immediate need of 

field workers much more than they needed the promise of 

converted slaves. 

Both the Quarterly Review end Blackwood's, however, 

devoted some time and effort commenting upon the need of 

the colonies to attend to the religious Instruction of the 

slaves. The only thing that would possibly discourage the 

two Journals was the possibility that the process of con

verting the slaves might hamper the working of the planta

tion system. !Hiey would not object to religious training 

for the slaves as long as the possibility of this was kept 

to a minimum. Also, it should be noted that both Journals 

realized that there was a distinct possibility that abo

lition would become law. If this came about they did not 

want the heathen slave released before efforts had been 

made to iisprove his character. What the Tory Journals 

sought was a process by which the slave would become amen

able to his station in life and yet be willing to act in 

an orderly fashion if he were emancipated. 
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In October 1823 Black,wood's Magazine commented on 

the readiness of the Negro slaves to become free at that 

time. It was apparent that they were not ready because of 

their lack of religious training. The Journal stated that 

it was imperative that "the slave population must be con

verted ere it is trusted with freedom."37 The conversion 

of the slaves was considered so important that the Journal 

went so far as to state: 

This is the first step—without this nothing 
can be done. It is impossible even to dream 
of a rational government, situated as ours 
is, throwing loose such a population of 
heathens . . . a population destitute alike 
of principles on which we could place re
liance. . . .38 

Blackwood' s closed its comaentary on the topic by saying 

"we sincerely trust the Church of England is destined to 

take upon herself this great and glorious labour. "39 in 

this instance it is apparent that the Blackwood's Magazine 

was willing to accept the aid of an outside agent, in this 

case the Church of England, This is, of course, radically 

different from the outside interference of the home govern

ment that it had so vociferously objected to in the regis

try controversy. 

37 "The West Indian Controversy," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magaaine. XIV (October, 1823), ^W-

39 Ibid. 

39 Ibid. 
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I»ater Blackwood's addressed Itself to another prob

lem concerning the religious training of the slaves. It had 

discovered that many of the slaves in the plantations were 

using part of each Sunday to cultivate their own plots of 

land. Blackwood's did not favor this and spoke against it 

by stating: 

The Sabbath is the Sabbath—if the slaves 
are to be Christianized at all, they must 
be taught to remember that day, and keep 
it holy. This is the first thing. . . . 
cost what it may, the Sabbath must be a 
day of rest, if there are to be Christian 
colonies.40 

Blackwood's neglected to mention whether the master mig^t 

work the slaves on the Sabbath. It did state, however, that 

the regulation of the Internal economy of the plantations 

4i 
should be left up to the master. The Journal objected to 

the slave's working on the Sabbath of his own volition. 

This probably stemmed fr<»fl the fear that by doing this the 

slave mi^t manage to purchase his freedom. 

The Quarterly Review also believed in the religious 

training of slaves. In 1825 the Journal suggested that in

terested parties should concentrate on the "diffusion of 

religious knowledge," and added that: 

^ Ibid,, p. 455. 

^1 Ibid. 
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the imparting /ofjf religious feelings, will 
contribute far more to the mitigation of 
slavery, than the attainment of all the ob
jects at which the abolitionists are now 
prematurely aiming.̂ 2̂ 

Apparently the Journal was referring to the melioration 

resolution of May I823, ̂ ich it felt was premature. The 

Quarterly Review confirmed that it did not feel that legis

lated melioration would prove as effective as religious 

training when it stated: 

Secure to them /Die slave^ these benefits, 
and every change by which their condition can 
be ameliorated will almost necessarily follow; 
but without it, no regulation . . . will be 
of . . . considerable avail.43 

One of the important needs of the plantations was 

that of the docile conduct of the Negro. The Quarterly 

Review realized that religious Instruction for the slaves 

would in several ways insure a safer plantation syston. The 

very existence of the West Indies obviously depended upon 

the slaves' acceptance of their station in life. It was 

imperative that this come about whether there was to be an 

abolition or not. It is not surprising then to find that 

some editorial space was devoted to the advantages that 

would accrue to the plantations by improving the religious 

42 "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 

43 Ibid. 
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character of the slaves. The Quarterly Review saw certain 

advantages in religious training for the slaves: 

As servants, it will render them diligent, 
faithful, end obedient; and as members of 
society, it will encourage industry, tem
perance, the celebration of the rite, and 
the observance of the duties of marriage, 
all of which the colonists cannot but know 
the value, and to which nothing but Chrisj-
talnlty will induce the slaves to submit.^ 

The Journal closed its commentary of this aspect of the 

topic by stating "the principle of religion can neither 

lead to inactivity on one hand, nor insubordination on the 

45 
other." "^ The Quarterly Review felt that the passing on 

of religious training would insure the safety of the planta

tions. It was apparent to this Journal that if the slaves 

were afforded the requisite instruction in religious mat

ters, certain changes would result in both slave and master. 

In the end this would be beneficial to the plantations: 

Wherever true religion gains ground, it 
softens and humanizes the mind, and never 
were all the parties so much Interested in 
its propagation as in the West Indies. The 
internal authority of conscience is super
added by it to that of outward obligation; 
and the slave thereby induced to render to 
his master all service and respect, until 
the relation subsisting between them be 
legitimately dissolved; while the master 

^ Ibid., p. 541. 

^5 Ibid. 
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on his part will feel himself constrained 
by the same sanction to omit no opportu
nity of alleviating the hardships and mul- î -̂
tiplying the privileges of the slave. . . .^° 

In essence, the Quarterly Review saw a series of good re

sults in the religious training of the slaves. From this 

arrangement the master also would benefit. However, the 

most important point of the commentary made by the Journal 

was that the condition of slavery was to continue unmodi

fied from outside influences until its final abolition. It 

was felt that the passing on of the training would make any 

interference unnecessa^ry. 

In 1831 the Quarterly Review elaborated on the na

ture of the religious instruction to vrfiich it felt the 

slaves would be most likely to adapt. The religious in

struction was apparently to be beneficial to both master 

and slave. It concluded that the religion taught should 

not be of a superficial nature: 

. . . but that vdilch is inwardly in the heart, 
and displays itself in the conduct, is the 
surest foundation of order and good govern
ment, both among black and ^ite. It is the 
interest, therefore, as well as the duty of 
the colonist to see that it be fully taught. 
It will induce the slaves to be careful, 
diligent, and honest . . . and insure obedi
ence and sobriety where rod and fetters 
prove equally unavailing.47 

^ Ibid., p. 542. 

^7 "The West India Question," Quarterly Review, 
XLV, 232. 
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The Journal saw in religious training a means by which the 

master and the slave would be drawn closer together. Re

ligious instruction was to be Instrumental in making the 

slave a more reliable servant. Once again there was no 

mention made of freedom for the Negro. Within the confines 

of the Tory side of the religious instruction controversy, 

there are very clear distinctions, Blackwood's was adamant 

in its demand that the slaves be converted prior to their 

release from bondage. It looked to the Church of England 

to effect this great change in the slaves, and when it 

learned of the slaves using Sunday to cultivate their small 

plots, Blackwood' s was determined that the Sabbath should 

be observed. It did, however, mention that the internal 

economy of the plantations should be the concern of the mas

ters. Apparently what was meant was that if the masters 

chose to work the slaves on Sunday it would be acceptable. 

But for the slaves to work their own small gardens was a 

violation of the Sabbath and should be controlled. The 

quarterly Review, on the other hand, saw in the passage of 

religious training on to the slaves the possibility of mak

ing better servants of the slaves. Its first concern was with 

the planters and their welfare, and for this reason it felt 

that religious training for the Negroes would be of para

mount interest and concern to them. However, the schemes 

of the Journals came to naught, for as the Edinburgh Review 
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discovered to its chagrin, the success or failure of the 

venture depended upon the will of the planter class who, 

after all was said, needed field hands much more than they 

needed the promise of Christian converts. Also, a con

certed drive on the part of the planters to convert the 

slaves would have been an almost overt admission that abo

lition was ejqpected and accepted by them. Apparently this 

never came about, for the move to Christianize the Negroes 

met with little success. 

A point of contention in the post-melioration pe

riod of the slavery controversy was the admission of slave 

testimony in the colonial courts. This point occasioned a 

flurry of commentary by all three of the Journals. Although 

all three of the Journals were apparently in favor of im

proved treatment for the Negroes on the point of slave 

testimony, the planter Journals were somewhat hesitant. 

The Edinburgh Review favored the admission of slave 

testimony. The ^arterly Review and Blackwood's Edinburgh 

Magazine differed in the degree of opposition to the plaui. 

Predictably, Blackwood's was adamantly against suiythlng 

that would foreseeably threaten the planter position. The 

quarterly Review was at first willing to experiment with 

the plan. It sought to limit the admission with certain 

restrictions. 

In November 1823 Blackwood's looked at the question 

of slave testimony being allowed against white persons. It 
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felt that because of the nature of slavery, the slave could 

not be counted upon to be an objective witness in the colo

nial courts. Blackwood's gave voice to the most conserva

tive planter fears vjhen it stated: 

. • . is it not sufficiently evident that 
if his master chooses to exert the influ
ence he holds, the negro must be rendered 
a witness of most dubious . . . credibil
ity?^ 

Continuing, it further voiced its skepticism by asking "by 

what means are we able to make a heathen and a savage a 

credible witness, in a Christian and enll^tened court of 

Justice?" 9 Blackwood's had taken a clever stand on the 

latter point. On the first item the Journal had admitted 

a weakness inherent in the slave system, while on the lat

ter it had allowed that the slave might be admitted to a 

court system, the problem being of preparing him for it. 

The Quarterly Review showed itself a bit more op

timistic when, in l825, it contended that the admission of 

slave testimony would be an important concession to the 

slaves. It felt that the admission of slave testimony in the 

courts would be "the most important boon, however, which could 

at this point be conceded to the slaves."^ This liberal 

^ "The West Indian Controversy, No. 2," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine. JCIV, 66l. 

^9 Ibid. 

^ "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 538 
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attitude on the part of the Quarterly Review vfould appear 

to be a weakening of the Tory line. However, several par

agraphs later it modified its stand by admitting: 

. . . so far from asserting that no danger 
or Inconvenience can flow from the admis
sion of slave testimony, we believe that 
it will be necessary to use great precau
tions against them / ^ e slaves/'.^^ 

The main precaution that the Qfuarterly Review thought might 

be exercised with good results centered on the contention 

that: 

No negro ought, under any circumstances, to 
be permitted to swear, who does not compre
hend the nature of an oath, and even then, 
the Judge and Jury can hardly be too careful 
in examining the evidence delivered,52 

The Quarterly Review saw no difficulties involved in 

persuading the Negro to testify. It seemed to this Journal 

that: 

They / ^ e Negroej7 would be pleased to be 
received as witnesses, merely from the nov
elty of the privilege, and they would be 
stimulated to acquire the knowledge and 
character, which would naturally be among 
the conditions of their reception.53 

So, in the admission of slave evidence, the Quarterly Review 

51 Ibid. 

52 Ibid., pp, 538-39. 

53 Ibid., p. 539. 



90 

saw a means to an end. The slave would be stimulated to ac

quire the requisite habits that would make his testimony ac

ceptable. These same habits would make him a more acceptable 

citizen when he became a free man. 

In March I826 the Quarterly Review openly criticized 

the colonial assemblies for their unwillingness to act upon 

the suggestions of the home government. According to the 

Journal, very little could be accomplished as far as the ad

mission of slave testimony was concerned if the colonial as-

semblies did not make the necessary adjustments in their 

Judicial system. It disclosed the manner in vrtilch the 

Caribbean plantation owners had been successful in defeat

ing the admission of slave testimony. It stated: 

. . , for although a hundred laws should 
declare the admissibility of Negro evi
dence . , . this could have no immediate 
and tangible influence . . . so long as 
they /Ehe West Indiana/ alone remain the ^ 
magistrates and Jurymen on the West Indies.5^ 

The Journal was once more showing concern over the hesitancy 

of the colonies to compromise with the mother country. It had 

likewise shown a lack of patience with the colonies in the mat-

ter concerning the coiporal punishment administered to female 

slaves and had recommended that the influence of Parliament 

be exerted. 

54 Coleridge, Six Months in the West Indies, reviewed 
in Quarterly Review. tX£Llt, 507. 
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In the Trinidad Order of May 15, 1823, the Edinburgh 

Review found a point of contention. The order, a revised code 

of treatment for the slaves, specified certain practices con

cerning the slaves on the island. The Journal agreed with 

most of the enlightened and humane practices listed. However, 

it did find certain areas in which it felt there was room for 

iayprovement. One such area was that of the admission of the 

evidence of slaves against whites. The order read in part: 

Lastly, the evidence of slaves is made admis
sible on the same footing with that of free 
persons, except in civil suits vjhere their 
owners are directly concerned, and in the 
prosecutions of White persons for capital 
crimes.55 

The Edinburgh Review felt that the limitations put upon the 

testimony of the slaves in regard to certain instances was 

unfair. It had this to say: "There should be no exception 

of capital charges agadLnst whites, in the admissibility of 

slave evidence."5^ 

The controversy over the admissibility of slave evi

dence fell into recognizable patterns. The Edinburgh Review 

favored its use with almost no restrictions. It should be 

noted that in the admission of slave testimony the abolition

ists would have had a powerful weapon at their disposal. If 

55 "Colonial Slavery," Edinburgh Review, XUI, 429 

56 Ibid. 
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the slave were to be recognized as a legally responsible in

dividual in the courts of law in the Caribbean, much of the 

alleged brutality in that region might have come to light. 

The counter-argument of the admissibility of slave evidence 

was carried by both of the planter Journals. Blackwood's 

was adamant in its opposition to the admission. At first 

the Journal gave the impression that it feared that the slave 

would aiake a very unreliable witness. However, there can be 

little doubt that the Journal's most relevant fear concerned 

the possibility that the admission of slave testimony would 

have compromised the ozanipotence of the colonial Judicial 

system. 

The Quarterly Review se^aingly favored the admission 

of slave testimony due to the beneficial effect it would have 

on the slaves themselves. However, it did hold certain re

servations and advised that caution be used in the weight 

given to the testimony. Oddly, this Journal showed a degree 

of annoyance in 1826 when it observed the reticence with 

which the colonists viewed certain suggestions made by the 

hone government. The change of attitude on the part of the 

Quarterly Review is not a sign of vacillation, but one of 

acceptance of a set of conditions. In a fashion the Journal 

showed a degree of consistency throughout the latter stages 

of the slavery controversy in its desire to maintain a real

istic perspective on the abolition movement. With this in 
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mind it is easy to understand that on several occasions the 

Journal made statements that would at first glance appear to 

be of different origin. 

The complexity of the abolition controversy gave rise 

to some rather strange suggestions pertaining to the problems 

at hand and how best to solve them. The partial solutions 

offered by the Journals during the latter stages of the con

troversy sou^t to effect workable results from contemporary 

situations. However, on two distinct occasions, two of the 

Journals advanced theories that were supposedly final solu

tions to the slavery question. Neither Journal felt that 

there was any need for outside help in the question of slav

ery if their respective solutions were conscientiously put 

to the test. 

The question of the most import in the slavery con

troversy was economics. The planter class in the Caribbecm 

feared the loss of their fortunes if slavery were to be abo

lished. For this reason alone they adhered to their system. 

Therefore, to satisfy these planters that there would be no 

monetary loss in the event of an abolition, the Edinburgh 

Review devised a sch^ie by which slavery coiild be done away 

With and one in which no one would suffer the loss of any 

part of his wealth. In l827 the Journal printed an article 

entitled "A Short History of the Slave-Trade and Slavery: 

Natural Death of Slavery." In this article the Journal 
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advanced the following concepts concerning slavery: 

In slavery, man is held and considered as 
property, and this necessarily supposes that 
value is attached to the possession. Like 
all other property, however, its value fluc
tuates according to circumstances. Scarcity 
advances the price, and abundance reduces it. 
Commodities may be so abundant, compared with 
the demand of them, as to have no exchange
able value.57 

The Journal was arguing from the point that the labor of the 

slaves was not the commodity, but the slave himself. The 

slave was worth only as much as he was willing to work. 

Also, there were outside factors to be considered in this 

question. If the produce of the slave labor was being sold 

at a profit, the value of the slave would be very high. 

Within reason, the value of the slave in any given situa

tion would be solely dependent upon outside factors. If 

there was a steady demand for the produce of slave colonies, 

an increase of slave population would not decrease the value 

of the individual slave. In fact, as long as there was a 

steady demand for slave grown produce, an increase in slave 

population could be counted upon to increase the value of 

the Individual. The day of the slave steadily decreasing 

in value until he was worth nothing to hold in bondage had 

57 "A Short History of the Slave-Trade and Slavery: 
Natural Death of Slavery," Edinburgh Review, LXVI (October, 
1827), Article IX, 493-
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to wait upon a set of conditions that did not exist under 

the West Indian protective system. However, the Edinburgh 

Review felt that it had discovered a means by which slavery 

would be abolished without any pecuniary loss. According 

to the Journal, the market in slaves would simply be flooded 

and slaves woiad be worthless to hold in servitude. 

The planters were afraid that slavery could not be 

abolished without there being some sort of monetary loss. 

Therefore, one of the planter Journals, the Quarterly Re

view, fostered a plan by which slavery could be abolished 

and the owners suffer no loss of propejrty. It felt that 

this would satisfy the abolitionist segment of society, and 

it was certain that the planters would be pleased. In 

October 1825 the Quarterly Review answered the question of 

when slavery was going to be abolished. This was undoubt

edly an attempt by the Journal to superimpose its evolu

tionary type of abolition over the skeleton of Improved 

treatment laid down by the May 1823 Parliamentary resolu

tion. Using the format of improved treatment that was at 

that time a part of the slavery system, the Journal stated: 

All that is requisite to be known is, that 
as civilization advances, the condition of 
the slave becomes more comfortable, and his 
dependence upon his master less intimate; 
and that, at a certain stage in its prog
ress, it becomes almost a matter of indif
ference, both to the master and the slave, 
whether the name of bondage shall continue 
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or not; soon after which the chain that has, 
for some time been worn light and loose . , , 
drops off; and the advanced state of society 
tacitly puts an end to this relation between 
thea.5o 

This argument was calculated to gain support from the abo

litionists. It can be seen that it was simply an attonpt 

to perpetuate the slave system by making the melioration 

period continue indefinitely. Of course, there was every 

possibility that as civilization advanced in the Caribbean, 

the slave would have become increasingly Impatient to re

ceive his freedom. The weakest part of the argument, how

ever, seems to be that a man is either free or he is not 

free. As he becomes more and more cognizant of his slavery, 

it is hardly likely that his emerging into freedom would 

ever become a matter of indifference. It also neglects to 

mention Just what stage of social achievement must be ar

rived at before there is a tacit agreement that slavery Is 

no longer necessary. Too much of this argument was left 

undefined for there to be any large acceptcuice of it in the 

abolitionist camp. Once more the Tories were conspicuous 

in their refusal to endanger the plantation systooa by recom

mending any measure that would hamper the continued produc

tion of sugar. 

58 "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 
531. 
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The partial solution controversy entered into by the 

three Journals was the only area in which they reached any 

degree of agreement concerning West Indian slavery. In the 

post-1823 era all three of the Journals seemed to realize 

that some sort of settlement was forthcoming concerning the 

slavery question. Therefore, they reached a meeting of the 

minds on several questions. All of them felt certain that 

the slave was in need of religious liiq;>rovement. Though the 

position of the home government became the center of some 

controversy with the planter Journals, they did feel that 

the government of England was the only force powerful enough 

to make certain that the final abolition was safe. Inevit

ably, there were disagreements concerning the advisability 

of several of the measures. Binding the slaves to the soil 

was a matter for discussion. Internal as opposed to exter

nal controls concerning the power of Parliament to legislate 

for the colonies became controversial. Arbitrary freedom 

for slave children was a point upon which the Journals dif

fered radically. The Sdinbur^ Review and the Quarterly 

Review were reasonably close to agre«aent on this point, 

while Blackwood' s was very much in opposition. Once again 

it was made abundantly clear that the diversity of inter

ests in the slave controversy made agreement for any really 

important, lasting measure highly \mllkely. 

file:///mllkely


CHAPTER IV 

THE DIFFICULT FIGHT FOR ABOLITION 

The fight for the abolition of slavery in the West 

Indies was a difficult one. Throughout the controversy over 

abolition a number of problems arose. First, there was a 

general lack of Information concerning the actual nature of 

slavery in the West Indies. This made it difficult to cre

ate an atmosphere amenable to a rational abolition; at least 

this was the Impression from the Tory Journals' view of the 

picture. As the abolition of slavery became reasonably cer

tain, the question of compensation for the masters came more 

and more to the front of the controversy. Had some sort of 

compensation not been forthcoming, total ruin in the West 

Indies was obvious. One of the problems that caused the 

most comment in the controversy was the question that cen

tered around the slave's willingness to become a free la

borer. It was, of course, obvious that if the slave did 

not choose to continue working sugar, as a free laborer, 

then the West Indies were doomed to regress from productive 

colonies to wastelands, in very short order. Finally, the 

unwillingness of several foreign powers to comply with treaty 

obligations made the pursuit of an abolition difficult. It 

98 
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should also be noted that the failure of England to enforce 

treaties already in force compounded the latter problem im

mensely. 

The problem of obtaining a true picture of slavery 

in the Caribbean was one that plagued the planter Journals 

more than it did the Edinburgh Review. The planter Jour

nals charged that the abolitionists painted a much darker 

picture of the conditions than really existed. The Edin

burgh Review chose to remain reasonably silent concerning 

the conditions of slaveary in the West Indies. There were 

probably two reasons for this. First, the Journal was cer

tain that the abolitionist societies in England at the time 

were gaining more support for the cause of abolition with 

their meetings than could the editorial coiomentary of the 

Journal, Second, and probably more importsmt, was the fact 

that any state of slavery, regardless of the condition of 

the slaves, was repugnant to the Ed[inburgh Review, What

ever the reasoning was behind its silence, the Journal men

tioned the actual condition of the Negroes in the West Indies 

very few times between the years of l802 and 1833. 

In l8o4, early in its editorial career, the Edin

burgh Review defined West Indian slavery in terms of the 

slaves being reduced "almost to the level of brutes, under 
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the whip like cattle.""^ This commentary on the nature of 

slavery by the Journal is understandable in the light of the 

fact that at that point it was trying to reach a reading 

public with the idea of the brutality of West Indian slav

ery. Also, at that time the traffic in slaves was still in 

full swing. Any action by the home government toward the 

malioration of the slaves' condition was still two decades 

away. With the promise of fresh in^ortations from Africa 

to assure further colonial agriculture, the picture painted 

by the Journal was probably essentially correct. 

Both of the planter Journals devoted some space in 

their editorials seeking to obtain what they would have 

called a fair r^resentation of West Indian slavery. The 

Quarterly Review sê aied to consider this to be more impor-

tant than did Blackwood's Edlnbur^ Magazine. Beginning in 

the post-melioration period, and continuing for several years, 

the Quarterly Review campaigned vigorously for a different 

ri^resentation of West Indian slavery. 

In an article written in l823 entitled "Condition 

of the Negroes in Our Colonies," the Quarterly Review showed 

some concern over the fact that there were two distinct 

stories concerning the condition of the slaves in the West 

1 "A Defence of the Slave Trade, on the Grounds of 
Humanity, Policy and Justice," Edihbur^ Review, V (October, 
l804). Article XVI, 232. 
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Indies, It stated that: 

. . . while the planters maintain the 
situation of the negroes is, in gen
eral, more comfortable than that of 
the labouring classes in Europe, the 
abolitionists almost unifoiialy repre
sent theaa as objects of coimalseratlon, 
as victims of oppression,2 

This contrasted sharply with several of the reports to which 

the Quarterly Review had access. One of these reports was 

that of a clergyman, who, writing from Jamaica in 1821 con

cerning the "temporal comfort" of the slaves, stated: "the 

situation of the negroes may be viewed with complete satis-

faction.""^ This statement, offered by a clergyman in the 

Church of England, must have been designed to catch the at

tention of the populace in 3^gland, for the acceptance of 

the condition of the slaves by a clergyman was a potent 

argument. In 1825 the Journal claimed that in "all essen

tial points /cleanliness, food, clothlnj^ their condition 

seems not to be inferior at present to that of a farm-

..4 
servant in England," which was to depict the condition of 

the slave in the Caribbean very differently than did the 

2 "Condition of the Negroes in Our Colonies." 
quarterly Review. XXIX (Jiily, l523). Article VIII, 484. 

3 Ibid. 

^ "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII 
(October, 1825), Article XI, 534."̂  ^ 
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abolitionists. It did not allude to the reliability of its 

own sources, but in 1831 it complained loudly concerning the 

unreliability of official reports from the British colonies 

in the Caribbean.5 

One of the frequent charges that the planter Jour

nals leveled at the abolitionists in England was that of us

ing excessive emotionalism in their charges against slavery. 

The Quarterly Review felt that this was unwise, because it 

created false impressions of the nature of West Indieui slav

ery. In September 1826 it printed an article in which it 

analyzed the use of emotionalism when discussing the slave 

question. Creating a hypothetical situation in which a 

stranger to the British Isles might observe some of the pro

ceedings of the abolition movement, the Journal contended 

that the stranger would certainly observe that: 

. . . the most unfair and unjustifiable 
me€uis had been resorted to; such as that 
of calling public meetings in the metrop
olis and most of the great towns, at which 
inflammatory speeches are made, loaded with 
tales of oppression and cruelty, many of 
them absolutely false, others most grossly 
exaggerated. . . . " 

5 "The West Indian Question," ffliarterly Review, 
XLV (April, 1831), Article VI, 231. 

6 "state of the Slave Trade," Quarterly Review, 
XXXTV (September, 1826), Article XI, SoT!̂  
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Then, continuing along the same lines, it outlined the satu

ration campaign that the abolitionists were at that time 

conducting with pamphlets and ready-made petitions. Con

cluding its commentary on the point, the Quarterly Review 

closed by stating: 

Of one thing, however, we are very sure, 
namely, that very false impressions have 
been made on the public mind as to the 
real condition of the negro slave in the 
British colonies. . . .7 

The Journal's annoyance at what it thought to be a false im

pression of slavery is understandable in the light of the 

fact that it had contended that the slave in the Caribbean 

was as comfortable as some of the laborers in England. What 

the planter Journal maintained the slave controversy needed 

was a more un^iotional analysis. It must have realized that 

the question of slavery in the West Indies could not with

stand the impact of an ^notional appeal. For this reason 

the Quarterly Review struck out against Just such practices 

by the abolitionists and att«apted to Induce its readers to 

reject an emotional plea. 

Whether or not West Indian slavery could have been 

defended successfully on the grounds of relative values is 

a moot point. However, that is precisely what Blackwood's 

^ Ihid.. pp. 581-82. 



104 

Edinburgh Mafgazine attempted to do in an article entitled 

"The West Indian Question." This article, written in 1832, 

was an attempt by Blackwood's to show its readers that the 

abolitionists had made an error: 

When we say slavery is such a dreadful evil, 
we always figure to ourselves what slavery 
would be, established in a civilized country 
such as this, idiere law is established . . , 
and industry protected. . . . we imagine, 
without being aware of it, that the condi
tion of the people in other states is simi
lar to what it is in our own; and this be
ing done, the subsequent conclusions run 
upon wheels.o 

Blackwood's claimed that slavery in the Caribbean was being 

castigated because the people in England who were opposed 

to the practice had mistakenly supposed that the Negroes in 

the West Indies were living in an area of the world as 

civilized as fingland. Blackwood's was ẑ ecommending that a 

clearer picture of the West Indies be presented to those 

interested parties so that a more accurate appraisal of the 

situation might be made. 

So the controversy over interpretations and possi

ble misconceptions of slavery was one of the difficult prob-

lens of the slave question. The abolitionists apparently 

found that they could gain followers by appealing to the 

"The West Indian Question," Blackwood's Edin-
bunch Magailne. XXXI (February, I832), 410. 
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emotions of the public. At least this is the way the planter 

Journals saw it. The Tories sought to have a different pic

ture of West Indian slavery presented. They hoped that the 

abolition impulse would die down, and probably felt that it 

would, if they could convince the British public that the 

condition of the slaves was misrepresented by the abolition

ists. While the Quarterly Review sought to convince the 

reading public that the slaves in the West Indies were for 

the most part equal in comfort to the worker in England, 

Blackwood's felt that the abolitionists had mistakenly rep

resented the equality of the slave with free men. Thus, it 

contended that because the hypothesis was incorrect, every 

conclusion drawn from that had to be false. The failure of 

the Edinburgh Review to take an active part in this part of 

the controversy speaks eloquently enough. As has been pos

tulated, any state of slavery was objectionable to the Edin

burgh Review, Consequently the Whig Journal never chose to 

participate actively in this aspect of the controversy. The 

possibility of the passage of a matter of legislation in the 

post-1823 period probably accounted for the decision on the 

part of the Edinburgh Review to refrain from commentary. With 

the acceptance of the resolutions of May 1823, the abolition 

of slavery was apparently only a question of time. There

fore, the condition of the slaves in the colonies at any one 

given moment was of no great interest to the Journal. 
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Problems of a financial nature were of tremendous 

importance in the abolition controversy. After it had be

come apparent that abolition might well be on its way, the 

planter Journals wasted little time in their quest for a 

c<M!q?ensation. The Quarterly Review and Blackwood's Maga

zine felt that without some sort of compensation the planter 

interests in the Caribbean would be ruined by the abolition 

of slavery. Both of the Journals felt that the abolition

ists sought to release the slaves and then consider the com

pensation question separately. They did not welcome this 

possibility, for they felt that it was not facing up to the 

problem. In l825 the Quarterly Review admonished the abo-

lltionlsts for not considering the compensation as part and 

parcel of the abolition question. It felt that there was 

extreme danger in the failure of the abolitionists to make 

both sides of the question known: 

They / ^ e abolitionist^ have acted as if 
they wished to carry tneir own plans first, 
and leave the claims for compensation to be 
considered independently afterwards. Such 
an order of proceeding would be fair neither 
to the mother-country nor the colonists: the 
former may in this way be made responsible 
for a larger sum than it may be willing to 
pay; and the latter, being removed from their 
vantage ground of possession, and placed 
under disadvantages both as to the right to 
compensation and its amount, may at last be 
compelled to receive a much smaller siim than 
that to which their losses really entitle 
them.^ 

522. 
9 "West Indian Slavery," Quarterly Review, XXXII, 
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The Journal continued its commentary on this topic by stat

ing that if the abolitionists were able to delay a confron

tation on the compensation question until after a final abo

lition had been consummated, "the West Indians would be at 

their mercy, and compelled to put up with whatever indaa-

nification they might be able to extort from the public." 

Essentially the Quarterly Review claimed that the abolition

ists had separated the abolition question into two distinct 

parts and did not consider the payment for the slaves as 

part of the main question, which in their view it most cer

tainly was. In this way the Journal charged the abolition

ists with being irresponsible in their conduct. 

In April I83I the Quarterly Review analyzed the 

condensation problem as it understood it, and estimating 

the number of slaves in the West Indies at some 700,000, 

computed the compensation as follows: 

• . . and if each slave is estimated at 
about lOOE., the value of the slaves alone 
will be found little short of 70,000,000E. 
The colonists aver, that the land without 
the slaves would be worth nothing, and, 
provided this allegation be substantiated, 
the land must be purchased likewise. The 
land being probably equal in value to the 
slaves, the demand for compensation would 
by tliat means, be raised to the enormous 
sum of l40,000,000E.ll 

10 I b i d . , p . 523. 

11 WfjiĵQ ^gg^ Indian Question," Q|uarterly Review, 
XLV, 215. 
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The tremendous sum of money which the Journal thought might 

well be the fair amount expected by the planters was certain 

to be rejected by the nation at large. The Journal acknowl

edged this, and stated: 

. . . is there an individual to be found 
who can persuade himself, that the country, 
already impatient under the pressure of its 
burdens, either could or would consent to 
pay a tenth part of such a sum were it 
awarded to the colonists, as an equivalent 
for the loss which the compulsory emanci
pation , . , would occasion?12 

Of course, the Quarterly Review had overstated the position 

of the planters in the Caribbean. Granted, there may have 

been some 700,000 slaves in the West Indies at that time, 

but to assume that every one of them would have been worth 

one hundred pounds sterling on the open market was absurd. 

This would have discounted the young, the old, the infirm 

and those not engaged in profitable work. However, what 

the Journal was doing was maiting a claim for compensation. 

Granted, it was far out of line, but there was no hiding the 

fact that millions of pounds sterling were directly involved 

in the West Indies, and the Quarterly Review wanted the 

public to be cognizant of this fact. 

In November 183I Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine ap

proached the question of compensation by declaring that the 

12 Ibid, 
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slaves were, in actuality, private property. This claim on 

the part of this planter Journal sought to divorce humani

tarian sentimentality from the hard facts of ownership of 

property. It wanted to consider the slaves in the Caribbean 

as the latter. Alluding to the same possibility that the 

Quarterly Review had, that of emancipating the slaves first, 

and then paying for them, Blackwood's stated: 

In this country . , . private property 
cannot be appropriated or invaded until 
Its value is ascertained and paid for 
. . . and the consequent consent of the 
owner obtained.13 

Obviously Blackwood's agreed with the contention of the 

ffliarterly Review. Both Journals realized that the compen

sation was as much a part of the abolition question as was 

freedom for the slaves, and they sought to have it Included 

as such. In this fashion the two Journals were hopeful that 

the planters would receive a compensation that would be com

mensurate with their loss. If, on the other hand, the British 

public were to be caught up in the full force of a philan

thropic movement, ignoring compensation until after the abo

lition, both Blackwood's and the Quarterly Review feared 

that the compensation would be inadequate. 

13 «The Colonial Empire of Great BritSLin: Letter 
to Earl Grey, First Lord of the Treasury," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine. XXX (November, 1831), T^-
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It is not surprising then to find that one of the 

planter Journals devised a scheme by which compensation 

could be paid to the planters of the Caribbean, not by the 

British public, but by the slave himself. In January l833 

Blackwood's gave voice to a plan for compensation that it 

felt would be beneficial to all persons concerned, espe

cially the planter. This plan hinged on the slave's pur

chasing his freedom from his master. In this manner it felt 

that the planter would most likely receive the full value 

for his Investment. The plan consisted of having the slave, 

upon his reaching the age of twenty-one, apply to his parish 

clergyman to have his value appraised. The value of the 

slave would be agreed upon by a reliable person in the parish 

and the value of the slave would be entered in a book kept 

for that purpose. This book would then be filed in the 

colonial archives.1^ Blackwood's continued commentary on 

its plan for abolition by stating a hypothetical situation 

in which the plan was outlined in full: 

We shall assume a case where a slave is 
valued for £120, Jamaica currency. He soon 
by working by hours selling the produce of 
his provision grounds, &c., acquires t20; 
and how easily and frequently this is done, 
every one knows. . . .15 

Magazine 

15 Ibid, 

1^ "Tom Cringle's Log," Blackwood's Edinburgh 
, XXXIII (January, 1833)TTT: 
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He then shall have a right to pay his 
owner this E20 as the price of his Monday 
forever, and his owner shall be bound to 
receive it. The planter may be put to in
convenience, certainly, great inconvenience, 
but he has compensation, and the slave has 
his freedom--if he deserves it; and as he 
became more civilized, new wants would 
spring up, so that when he was finally 
free, he would not be content to work a 
day or two in the week for subsistence 
merely. He would work the whole six to 
buy many little comforts, which as a slave 
suddenly ©ai^clpated, he would have never 
thought of.l^ 

Blackwood's had hit upon a plan that certainly would have 

been popular with the planters had it been put into opera

tion. It had seen that if this plan for compersation were 

accepted, the planter interest in the Caribbean would be in 

control of every facet of the compensation. The planter 

might well have a slave that was worth £120, Jamaica cur

rency, and might well have the slave valued at more, so that 

in the final analysis the slave would have more than paid 

for his freedom. This could have been easily arranged for 

those who might evaluate a slave for a planter in January 

might themselves wish to have one evaluated in July, In 

this fashion a "gentleman's" reciprocal agreanent might be 

made that would be strictly beneficial to the planters. By 

this meeuis the ultimate freedom of the slaves in the West 

Indies might have been delayed Indefinitely. Also, it should 

16 Ibid., pp. 41-42. 
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be recognized that Blackwood's made no mention of freedom 

for slaves who had not made arrangements to purchase it. 

Slaves who did not choose to purchase their freedom were 

apparently to remain slaves. Those who did choose to comply 

with the plan were probably counted on to be dependable 

enou^ to remain in the pursuit of sugar cultivation, the 

only work with urtiich they would be familiar. What of the 

slave children? There was no mention made of freedom for 

them. In this way Blackwood' s made certain that there would 

be a steady supply of slaves that would be "allowed" to work 

for their freedom. Slavery was never to be abolished in the 

sense of the word that it would cease to exist universally, 

but it was to be modified In such a way as to placate the 

abolitionists without seriously compromising the plantation 

system. 

Essentially, what the Tory Journals sought was a 

representation of the case for compensation that would favor 

the planter interests. The ffliarterly Review contended that 

the question had never been faced and desperately sought to 

have it recognized as an integral part of the larger ques

tion of abolition. The amount of the cl«iim put forth by 

this Journal was apparently far out of line. There are 

probably two reasons for this. First, the Journal may have 

sought to show that an adequate compensation for the planters 

was totally Impracticable, thus hampering abolition trends. 

Second, and probably more likely, it may have sought to make 
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a claim for compensation, hoping that by showing the immen

sity of the monetary value invested in the plantations, it 

could force the abolitionists to take a stand on the ques

tion of compensation. Blackwood's advanced a plan that 

would have improved the planter position. Compensation for 

the planters would have been made available at a rate that 

had been agreed upon by persons directly interested in the 

plantations. The Journal was certain that this period in 

which the slave was to work for his freedom would serve to 

insure his continuance in the production of sugar after his 

release. 

A third problem of tremendous importance in the minds 

of the planter Journalists was the question of the slaves' 

willingness to work after freedcan had been grsuited. In the 

final analysis it can be seen that this problem was at least 

as important as that of compensation, for the future of the 

plantations in the Caribbean hung in the balance. The Tory 

Journals were at best skeptical concerning the willingness 

of the ex-slave to work at all and felt that even if he would 

work, the scale of wages would be prohibitively high. The 

Edinburgh Review, on the other hand, contended that the sus

pected Indolence of the ex-slave was no more characteristic 

of this class of persons than it might be of any other class 

in any circumstance. It felt certain that if the Negro re

fused to work after freedom had been granted to him, the 

fault lay with the slave system, not the ex-slave. 
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Although most of the commentary on the problem was 

to wait until the later years of the l820's and the early 

years of the l830«s, both the Whigs and the Tories began 

discussing this topic in the immediate post-l823 era. In 

1824 the Quarterly Review voiced several planter sentiments 

concerning the willingness of the ex-slaves to labor in the 

production of sugar. It cast a critical eye at the idea of 

freed Negroes performing plantation work. It said: 

• , • no precedent exists of free negroes 
having performed the duties necessarily 
required in the cultivation and manufac
ture of sugar, in such a manner as to af
ford a profit to their employers.17 

However, the Quarterly Review exhibited a bit of openmind-

edness when it followed with this statement: 

We are not, however, in any degree dis
posed to infer from this fact, the im
possibility of free labour being ever 
substituted for slave labour with ad
vantage to the proprieters; we only mean 
to show that such a contingency has not 
yet taken place in the production of 
sugar in the West Indies. 1*̂  

In March 1826 the Quarterly Review once again brought 

forward the question of the willingness of the ex-slaves to 

17 "West India Colonies," Quarterly Review, XXX 
(January, 1824), Article XII, 570. 

^^ Ibid. 
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work. At this time it questioned whether or not the freed 

blacks would work for a scale of wages that would allow cul

tivation in the key colonies of Jamaica and Demerara to con

tinue a profitable sugar production. It stated: 

In these great colonies most undoubtedly, 
the colonist could not proceed with his 
cultivation at all, if the rate of wages 
necessary to bribe the free black to do 
the same work which he had done as a bonds
man, materially exceeded the amoiint gained 
by the price of the man\imission.l9 

This Journal saw no possibility of the ex-slave doing planta

tion work after freedom had been granted. Even if the pos

sibility of paying wages had been presented, the Journal saw 

no real promise of the ex-slaves' agreeing to work at a scale 

that would not be prohibitively high. The Journal also al

luded to the contention that the Negro in an agricultural 

situation was not really capable of beccMilng useful as a free 

man. He needed the superintending mind of the planter. As 

a hired worker this superintendence would be in effect only 

as long as the Negro remained employed. Once out of work, 

20 
the Negro became useless to both himself and the planter.*^^ 

^9 Henry Nelson Coleridge, Six Months In the West 
Indies in l825« reviewed in Quarterly Review, 3QC3ttll 
(March, 1826), 517. ^ ^ 

20 H 
"Letters to the Right Honourable E. G. Stanley, 

Sec. of State, kC. From James McQueen, Esq.," Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine. XXXIV (August, l833)> 257. 
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^ « Edinburgh Review atten^ted to describe the tend

ency of the slave to work very little as either a syiH)tom of 

the plantation system or a normal inclination of people in 

general, in 1827 the Journal answered a planter question in 

such a manner as to contend that the anticipated failure of 

the ex-slaves to work on the plantations was a fault of the 

slave systea, m>t an inherent shortcoming of the slave. It 

stated! 

It la, we huoibly conceive, necessary also 
to show, that the wages of aipricultural 
laibour are, at the place and time in ques-
tio% at least as hi|^ as those idiich can 
be obtained by industry of another descrip
tion. It by no means follows, that a man 
feels an inauzmountable dislike to the 
business of satting canes, because he will 
not set canes for six-pence a day^ when he 
can earn a shilling by making baskets.21 

Searching for an exasple to prove its point the Edinburgh 

Raview claimed that 

In Tortola, for exaiB^le, a carpenter earns 
three shillings a day . . . an able-bodied 
field negro, imder the most advantageous 
circumstances, nine pounds a year, about 
seven pence a day, . . •^s 

This coaaantary held the plantation system solely responsi 

ble for the diloDBaa in the West Indies. It claimed that 

21 "Social and Industrial Capacities of Negroes," 
Ediriburgh Review^ VL (March^ l827). Article VI, 399-

^ Ibid. 
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the predicted lack of laborers in the Caribbean could be 

traced to the fact that Negroes could make much more money 

by doing something other than working sugar. The Edinburgh 

Review then arrived at the crux of the matter when it defined 

the major weakness in the plantation system: 

The effect of that syst^a in the West Indies 
has been to produce a glut of agricultural 
labour, and a scarcity of mechanical dexter
ity. The discipline of a plantation may 
stimulate a sluggish body; but it has no 
tendency to stimulate a sluggish mind. It 
calls forth a certain quantity of muscular 
exertion; but it does not encourage that 
ingenuity which is necessary to the artisan.23 

In the article entitled "Social and Industrial Ca

pacities of Negroes," the Edinburgh Review in March 1827 con

tended that there was nothing unique about the West Indian 

Negro. It claimed that much of the expected reticence of the 

Negro to work in the production of sugar was not a question 

of lethargic dispositions, but one of relative economics. 

It stated: 

To us it appears to be a universal effect of 
an advance in wages, an effect not confined 
to tropical countiries, but daily and hourly 
witnessed in England by every man who attends 
to the habits of the lower orders. Let us 
suppose that an English manufacturer can 
provide himself with those indulgences which 
use has rendered necessary to his comfort 
for ten shillings a week, and that he can 

23 Ibid., p. 401. 
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earn ten shillings a week by working twelvo 
hours a day. In that case, he probably will 
work twelve hours a day. But let us suppose 
that the wages of his labour rise to thirty 
shillings. Will he continue to work twelve 
hours a day, for the purpose of laying up a 
hoard against bad times? Notoriously not. 
He will perhaps work four days in the week, 
and thus earn twenty shillings, a sum larger 
than that which he foimerly obtained, but 
less than that which he might obtain if he 
chose to labour as he formerly laboured. 
When the wages of the workman rise, he 
everywhere takes out . , , some portion of 
the rise in the form of repose.24 

The Edinburgh Review claimed that if the Negro did not choose 

to invest his time in pursuit of further wealth, he could not 

be deemed indolent. It became a matter of relative economics. 

If the Negro found that he could labor a fraction of the time 

after his freedom as he had prior to his freedom, but realize 

a better standard of living by doing so, it would only be 

natural that he do so. The Edinburgh Review felt that this 

was quite within the confines of normal behavior and should 

be expected. In the question of the ex-slave's willingness 

to work, it becomes apparent that the planter Journals felt 

an unconscious sense of racial inferiority permeated the slave 

population. This is testified to by the fact that they feared 

that the Negro, once freed, would regress to a state of com

plete idleness. They felt that the Negro must have the su

perior mind of the white master to oversee the laboring in 

2^ Ibid., p. 403. 
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the sugar production. This was not the case with the Edin

burgh Review, as testified to by the fact that one example 

used by the Journal equated the position of the Negro in 

the West Indies with that of a manufacturer in England of 

the "lower order." The Journal used the example to prove 

that the Negro in the West Indies could not be e:>q?ected to 

work the same amoimt of time in order to triple his wages. 

Using this analogy the Edinburgh Review sought to reach the 

mass of the people of England with the situation in the West 

Indies. By using terms they could understand, the Journal 

hoped to present a comprehensible case. 

Probably one of the most damaging sets of circum

stances ever to beset the plantations in the Caribbean was 

that growing out of the failure of the British psLrliament 

to obtain a universal abolition of the slave trade in the 

Caribbean region. Excluding Great Britain, whose abolition 

dated from 1807, four slave dealing powers traversed the 

sugar producing areas of the New World. The United States, 

Spain, France, and Portugal all dealt in the slave traffic 

at various times after the British abolition. However, ex

cept for an outpouring of bitter commentary by the Edin

burgh Review in l8l4 castigating the treaty settlement end

ing the Napoleonic Wars, almost all of the editorial com

mentary came in the post-melioration period. 

The stipulations of the resolutions of May 1823 that 

the treatment of the slaves be in^roved forced the sugar 
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industry in the British West Indies to labour under a dis

advantage not felt by other nations. The Tory Journals 

realized this and began to comment on the advantages that 

the foreign slave colonies enjoyed due to the disability 

under which the British colonies were laboring. Of the two 

Journals, the Quarterly Review was more active than Black

wood's concerning the problems of the planters. Blackwood's 

withheld its commentary until after the abolition bill had 

been passed. 

In articles of October and Nov®ober of 1833 Black

wood's rendered its opinion on the topic of the foreign slave 

traffic and the effect it had had upon the British colonies. 

In October 1033 Blackwood's printed an article entitled 

"̂ Letters to the Ri|^t Honorable E. G. Stanley, Secretary 

of State 9tc.,^ which outlined scene of the problems that had 

arisen in the West Indies because of the foreign failure to 

agree to a universal abolition: 

For several years past, the British 
tropical cultivator has been contending 
at a loss against the growing prosperity 
of foreign possessions. With capital 
extingttiahed^ with credit blasted, and 
with security banished, how ie he, under 
the new systeiit and a system essentially 
differing from theirs, to contend against 
them while his expanditure is undiminished, 
with only half of the labour to be got, 
unless he pays for it at a high rate, ad
mitting that he has the funds to enable 
him to do sot And should even a portion 
of the slaves refuse to work . • .his 
difficulties will all be enormously 
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Increased. . . . It is plain . . , that 
from this day forward the British colo
nial cultivator must, even if he had the 
means to do so, carry on cultivation at 
a very heavy loss, a loss which will in 
a few years absorb a much greater sum 
than the compensation. . . .25 

In November 1833 Blackwood's printed an editorial entitled 

"The First Session of the Reformed Parliament," ^Ich urged 

that the newly elected members of Parliament should load the 

slave grown sugar from other areas with the duties necessary 

to discourage its importation.26 continuing, Blackwood's 

claimed that: 

To expose the British planter, who is left 
to struggle with his apprentices or his free 
labourers, to a competition with planters of 
Cuba and Brazil . . . would be the most 
frightful injustice to our own subjects, and 
the most savage bounty upon the Increase of 
the slave trade . . .by the colonists of 
other countries.27 

What Blackwood' s had objected to was the inconsistency of 

the British government in its dealings with the slave ques

tion. It charged that the English government had subjected 

25 "Letters to the Right Honourable E. G. Stanley, 
Sec. of State. &C.," Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine, XXXIV 
(October, 1833), 639. 

2o "The First Session of the Reformed Parliament," 
Blackwood's Edinbur^ Magazine. XXXIV (November, I833), 792. 

^ Ibid. 
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the planters in the West Indies to unfair competition by 

abolishing slavery in the West Indies and yet patronizing 

slave grown sugar of rival areas. 

The Quarterly Review likewise began its serious com

mentary on the problem in the post-1823 era. However, as 

early as I821 it lamented the fact that the Americans, as 

well as "the French, have resisted the proposition of a mu

tual rigpit of search, by which alone the clandestine part of 
oft 

the trade can be detected and punished."^" In this instance 

the Quarterly Review acted in a pattern that it adhered to 

in this controversy, that of a humanitarian appeal. In this 

fashion the Journal felt it could have more effect than by 

showing concern for the planter class. 

In 1826 the Quarterly Review returned to the attack 

on the foreign failure to aid in stamping out the traffic in 

slaves. Contending that the British desire to surrender the 

slave traffic had been motivated by the most humanitarian of 

desires, the Journal showed some measure of aggravation at 

the defeat of British humanitarian efforts when it stated: 

Our abolition of the slave-trade was a measure 
carried through parliament with the greatest 
good faith; it was a measure dictated by the 
purest principles of humanity; though it must 
be confessed, the result has not corresponded 

2® "Fernando Po—State of the Slave Trade," Quarterly 
Review, XXVI (October, 1821), Article III, 73. 
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with those sanguine views which were taken 
at the time.29 

The concern of the Quarterly Review for the welfare of the 

slaves who were carried by foreign slave-dealers was cleverly 

devised attack on the parliamentary failure to Implement the 

respective treaties made with respect to the curtailing of 

the traffic in slaves. The Quarterly Review seemed to real

ize that an attack on the inhumanity of slavery as conducted 

by the European powers would have a greater chance for ac-

ceptfuice than would the appeal for the planter class, as 

reflected earlier by Blackwood's. Apparently what the Jour

nal sought to do was to draw the attention of the country 

to the failure of the British abolition to alleviate the 

sufferings of the African, hoping that the same sympathetic 

spirit that had demanded the abolition of the British traf

fic would demand the government's action on the matter of 

foreign slave traffic. In this manner the Journal had kept 

pace with the tempo of the times, manifesting humanitarian 

concern in order to increase the possibility of alleviating 

the colonial ills. 

In 1831 the Quarterly Review once more chose this 

type of approach when it wrote of the slave traffic in the 

29 "state of the Slave Trade." quarterly Review, 
XXXIV, 582. 
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Caribbean. Although the Journal pref««:ed this series of 

comeents with a plea for the planters in the West Indies, 

it closed by statlngi 

It is painful to reflect that, after all the 
concessions, sacrifices, and exertions we 
have made in the cause of humanity . . . our 
labours have hardly had any other effect 
than to augaent the prosperity of the settle
ments of Spain and Portugal. . . .30 

The stand taken by the Edinburgh Review concerning 

the qfuestion of the foreign slave traffic and parliamentary 

failure to enforce treaties conceiming the traffic was a 

curious one. The Whig Journal was most conspicuous in its 

silanee concerning this topic. It would almost seem that 

it saw a means to an end in the foreign slave trade and the 

parliamentary failure to protect the West Indies. If the 

plantara were totally ruinad by foreign competition in the 

pro^etimi of augar, the abolition of slavery could not have 

bean aidatracked halfway to its ccae^letion. Slavery would 

have been irrevocably done away with. Whatever the case, 

the Edinburgh Review remained mute concerning this facet of 

Vest Indian slavery throu^^out the decade of the 1820's. 

In Decenber I831 the Edinburgh Review ccawaented on 

the difflcultiea that the West Indian planter class was 

30 "fhe Vest Indian Quaation." <vuarterly Review, 
XLV, 243-44. ^ * 
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experiencing in competing with the foreign slave traffic. 

It acknowledged that the problems were serious, but claimed 

that they could only be solved by diplomatic means. It 

stated: 

The planters are extremely anxious that 
the importation of fresh negroes into Cuba, 
Brazil, and the foreign states, should, if 
possible, be put an end to. Their anxiety 
in this respect is not greater, certainly, 
than that of the government; but we are not 
entitled to dictate to other countries and if 
we are to succeed, we mxist proceed by nego
tiation. 31 

The Whig Journal's concern over the possibility of the for

eign slave traffic having adverse effects on the West Indian 

plantations manifested itself a bit too late to be teOcen 

seriously by anyone who realized that treaties had been 

signed by England and all of the foreign slave powers at 

various times during the early part of the century. Both 

England and the United States concluded that the traffic in 

slaves should be classed as piracy as early as March 31, 

l824.^ On Nov«ttber 30, 183I, France and England signed a 

treaty of reciprocity concerning the right of search and 

seizure with regards to suspected slave vessels,33 in April 

31 "Colonial Policy—West Indian Distress," Edin
burgh Review. LIV (December, 1831), Article III, 350. 

32 Great Britain, British Foreign euid State Papers, 
1824-1825> XII (London, 1846), 838. 

33 Great Britain, British Foreign and State Papers, 
1830-1831. XVIII (London, 1833), 642-43. 
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1831 the Quarterly Review related that: 

Express and positive engagements have been 
undertaken both by Spain and Portugal , . . 
and if . . . we were to satisfy them, by 
our acts, of our fixed determination to 
exact the fulfillment of the contract, by 
all the means idiich Providence has put In 
our power, a blow would probably be dealt 
the trade in slaves, from which it never 
would recover.34 

With this array of information it becomes apparent that Eng

land had negotiated with the foreign slave powers, and yet 

the British West Indies were evidently the only area that 

suffered from the lack of fresh imports. The Edinburgh Re

view could not have escaped knowing this, yet it recommended 

negotiations with the foreign powers. Earlier commentary 

by the Whig Journal would have been more consistent with 

genuine concern; yet it was not then expressed. 

The probl^as that arose in the post-1823 era were 

very real. As could be expected, most of the commentary 

fell into predictable patterns. Due to the fact that in 

most cases the problems concerned the difficulties encoun

tered by the planters, the Edinbur^ Review at times had 

very little to say. The difficulty experienced in obtain

ing a clear picture of the actual state of West Indian slav

ery apparently worked to the advantage of the abolitionists. 

Xhe planter Journals fought to convince their readers that 

34 wrjĵ ^ West Indian Question," Quarterly Review, 
XLV, HfO—•f7. 
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the slaves in the Caribbean were not brutalized and even 

charged that the condition of the slave in the Caribbean 

was equal to that of his rural counterpart in England. Pre

dictably enough, the Edinburgh Review had little to say con

cerning this facet of the slave controversy. It probably 

realized that the momentum that the abolitionists had gath

ered needed no aid from that quarter. The question of com

pensation was largely a planter concern, and the Tory Jour

nals commented upon the need for the settlement to be Just 

and equitable. The willingness of the freed blacks to work 

in the Caribbean was a question that all three of the Jour

nals saw fit to comment upon. tJhdoubtedly the Tories did 

not believe that the ex-slave would do the requisite work. 

The Edinburgh Review was quick to point out its idea that 

if the slave did not do enough work in the Indies it was an 

inherent weakness of the slave system. It realized that much 

damage could be done to the abolition movement if the im

pression were left that the slave would not work when freed. 

As for the foreign slave traffic being a hindrance to the 

West Indies, there can be little doubt that it worked a tre

mendous hardship on the planters. While the planter Journals 

tried first one way and then another to appeal to the public 

concerning this question, the Edinburgh Review apparently 

saw no reason to comment at length upon the problems. The 

Tory Journals, however, lamented this and other trends that 

they feared spelled the total destruction of the West Indies, 



CHAPTER V 

CONCLDSION 

The commentary of the three Journals concerning 

the final abolition settlement comprises a fitting climax 

to the whole slavery controversy. Slavery in the West 

Indies was abolished on August 28, 1833,^ but the Journals 

were not yet ready to drop the topic which had occupied so 

much of their space. In their final remarks on slavery, 

in the period l833-l84o, they analyzed the probable mean

ing of abolition and the new substitute, the apprentice 

system. 

The slaves were to be freed and apprenticed to 

their former masters no later than the first day of August 

1834, The apprentice system had an essentially twofold 

mission. It was to prepare the Negroes for the assumption 

of their new role in society and also to insure the continued 

production of colonial sugar. Agricultural slaves were to 

be apprenticed to their former masters for a period of six 

years. Aieir nonagriculttiral counterparts were to be 

George B, Adams and H. Morse Stephens, Select 
Documents of Eniaish Constitutional History (London, 1929)> 
p. 527. 

^ Ibid. 
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apprenticed for a period of not more than four years. The 

apprentice system was designed along the following lines: 

Sunday labor was prohibited; forty-five hours was 
set as the normal week's work; apprentices were 
left to their own devices at all other times; if 
thay so desired, they mi^^t purchase discharges 
before their indentures expired by paying their 
former masters the appraised values of their 
services, but no payment of any kind need be made 
to secure freedom of action with the full rights 
of fraenan at the close of the six or four years. 
. • .J 

However, the apprentice syst«a in the Caribbean was a 

failore from an economic standpoint. Because certain 

abuses crept into the implementaticm of the system, it 

was suggested by the home e/overtment that the apprentices 
« « 4 

be freed on August 1, I838. This was complied with, and 

the apprentice system in the West Indies became, like 

slavery, a thing of the past. 

Blackwood's was the first Journal to comment upon 

the abolition settlement. Its predictions concerning the 

results of the British abolition give an interesting in-

sii^t into its concept of the Importance of slavery to the 

economic welfare of Oreat Britain. It anticipated that the 

abolition would affect the entire world, and it stated: 

3 Lowell J, Ragatz, The Fall of the Planter Class 
in the British Caribbean. JfBJ-lBJS (»ew York, l9^B), p. 455. 

^ Kenneth M. Bell and W. P. Morrell. Select Docu
ments on British Colonial Policy. I830-I860 (Oxford, 192«), 
p̂ . 370. 
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Britain is a commercial nation, carrying an 
fa^LoJ immense commercial transactions with every 
country on the globe, and more especially with 
countries both of the Western and Eastern World, 
where there is placed TWELVE HUNDRED MILLIONS 
sterling in slave property alone^ together with 
all the iamense mercantile transactions which 
arise out of the active employmant of this great 
capital in exports and import8,5 

The Journal finished by adding: 

The present act of the British Government . . . 
will not merely disturb, but endanger all the 
vast property alluded to. . . . it will shake 
throui^ every recess and make to troDBble to its 
deepest foundations the whole commercial fabric of 
both the Americas and of Europe, and particularly 
of the Uhdted Kingdom, , . . From the commercial 
edifice such a convulsion will extend its influ
ence to the political edifice . . . and burst 
asunder the bonds of peace, which at present hold 
kingdd&s and naticms together.^ 

Blackwood's first reactions to the abolition were not in 

the least unusual. Its commentary on the action of the 

newly elected Parliament was to be expected frooi a Journal 

that was econondlcally oriented, as Blackwood's was. In 

this instance it challenged that the action taken by the 

newly elected government wo\ad adversely affect not only 

Oraat Britain but the entire world. It was obviously 

atteogpting to create doubt in the mind of the public con-

caxning the wisdom of the abolition. It hoped that if 

5 "Letters to the Right Honourable E, G. Stanley, 
Sec3retary of State, ftc.," Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine. 
XXXIV (August, 1833), 257. 

6 Ibid. 
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doubt as to the safety of the move could be created in the 

mind of the public, there might be some sort of modifica

tion made in the settlement. 

Blackwood's utili«ed a technique in the post-1833 

era that it never used in its commentary prior to the aboli 

tion. It showed mock concern for the plight of the Negro 

in the islands. In October I833 Blackwood's looked at the 

progress of the abolition and observed that the slaves 

were the ones that were beginning to suffer because thay 

could no longer sell the produce of their plots to the 

free Negroes and whites of the colonies. The Journal re

vealed the amazing fact that some of the poorer whites in 

the islands were deeply in debt to the blacks for provi

sions. It closed by stating: 

The consequences of this state of things will be 
that the white population must abandon the col
onies, and the slaves, left without the practical 
knowledge to guide them, or capital to supply 
their wants, must be plunged into poverty, and 
aretrograde into a state of barbarism.' 

The theme of racial inferiority that had irecurred over and 

over in the abolition controversy had once more emerged in 

Blackwood's commentary. This th«ae had been a favorite 

with this planter Journal thro\ighout the abolition contro

versy and one that it used at critical Junctures in its 

' "Letters to the Right Honourable E. G. Stanley, 
Secretary of State &c.. Bo. 2,*̂  Blaclcwood's Edinburgh 
Magagina, (October, I833), 639. 
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discussions immediately following the melioration resolu-

tton. Blackwood' s had made effective arguments eoneaming 

the retention of slavery using the theme of racial in

feriority, and in the era immediately following the aboli-

tiofi, the Journal once more barkened back to one of its 

seemingly more successful arguments. In this instance 

Blackwood's utilised the racial Inferiority of the Negroes 

to ccmtend that the emancipation of the slaves endangered 

the colonial possessions of Great Britain. The Journal 

also made it clear that under the slave systwa in the Weet 

Indies, the slaves had been able to cultivate plots of 

land and sell the produce thereof. However, the aboliti<»n 

had disturbed the balance, and the Negroes were suffering 

the ill effects. This, coupled with the loss of the plant

ers' slave property, was felt by Blackwood's to be the re

sult of the abolition of slavery in the West Indies. 

In November 1833 Blackwood's continued its argu-

awftts that the slave in the Caribbean had not been nearly 

as deprived under the eyatem of servitude as he would be 

in the future. In this instance the Journal equated the 

condition of the slave in the Weet Indies with the peas

antry of any civilized nation. It did not^ however, aqu;̂ ta 

the two claeses in any other way than physical ccmfort. 

It stated: 

The general condition of the negroes being more 
comfortable than that of the peasantry of any 
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civilized country, surely the existing evils of 
their situation might have been obviated without 
the iaminant haaard . . . of their relapsing into 
a state of savages. . . . The use of the lash 
al«^t have been abolished . . . their testiaony 
admitted . . . all the real vexations of their 
condition removed. . • .̂  

Blackwood's charged that the abolition had not been neces

sary. The Journal's contention that concessions might 

have been made to the blacks in the Caribbean was not con

sistent with its earlier stands. The Journal reversed 

itaalf in speaking of steps that could have been taken 

that would have made abolition unnecessary. Heretofore, 

Blackwood's had been working for some form of modification 

of the slavery system that would still allow the continued 

production of colonial sugar. Now the abolition had be

come the final and Irrevocable solution. Because of this, 

Blackwood's could and did digress from its theme of no 

ooneeBetonB granted to the slaves in the West Indies. 

Blackwood's next turned its attention to the eco

nomic problems that it felt would result from the abolition. 

It felt certain that complying with the stipulationa of the 

apprentice ayatem and limiting the amount of time that the 

Negroes could be worked would produce a rise in the price 

of colonial sugar. The price rise would than, of course. 

8 
First Session of the Refomad ParllaMmti ** 

Blackwood's Edinburgh Mjgazine. XXXIV (November, 1833), 



134 
Q 

fall upon the British consumer. To Bla^cwood's this 

appeared to be poetic Justice, making the British public 

pay inflated prices for colcmial produce as a result of 

their misguided philanthropy. What the Journal failed to 

mention was that England had, due to the bounty system, 

always paid artificially high prices for colonial produce. 

By 1836 Blackwood's had apparently accepted the 

aboliticm as irrevocable. It did bemoan the inadequacy 

of the compensation, but centered its attention on the 

plight of the Negro after the abolition. The Journal be

gan to play the role of the spoiler, calling attention of 

the reading public to the condition of the Negro in the 

Caribbean. It stated that the abolition will "deserved 

to be classified with the most inhuman deeds which human 

rashness and delusicm ever yet perpetrated on mankind." 

In l84o Blackwood's fired a parting salvo at the abolition 

aattlement. In an article entitled "Ten Years of Whig 

Government," the Journal charged that ironically the fail

ure of the emancipation to fulfill its promise to the Negro 
^ 11 

made him the victim of the abolition arrangement. 

9 
Ibid.t pp. 790-91. 

^ "What Is Our External Policy and Condition?" 
Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine, XXXIX (June, I836), 788. 

"Ten Tears of Whig Government." Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Map;azine. XLVIII (Novoaber, l840). 
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The Quarterly Review was slow to enter into a dis

cussion of the Wast Indian settlement. There was a reason 

for this, one that fit the Quarterly Review'a nroflle per

fectly. In Janiiary 1834 the Journal printed an article 

entitled "The Refom Ministry and Parliament." In this 

article the Journal touched on a number of problems that 

it felt should be brought to the attention of the public. 

One of these problems was the abolition settlement. Its 

discussion of this problem was limited to less than one 

page in an article comprising some fifty-three pages. The 

Quarterly Review had, from its beginning in I809 until the 

abolition in I833, been consistent in its defense of planter 

property rights in the West Indies. However, with the abo

lition in 1833, there was no longer West Indian slave prop-

arty to be discussed. Once the property in question, in 

this case slaves, had been disposed of, the issue was closed 

as far as the Quarterly Review was concerned. 

Lowell Ragatz had called the Quanerly Review an 

"organ of the Canning group, "^^ which was to say that it 

was »>ry in its primary interests. It is significant to 

note that in the diacussions of May 15, I823, which caused 

so much controversy, it was Qeox^e Canning's resolution 

^ "The Reform Ministry and Parliament," Quarterly 
Reviaw, L (January, 183*), Article X, 218-71. 

Above, p. 4. 



136 

tor amaliormtlon that was adopted, not the one of tha 

abolitlcmiat Buxton » ^ Apparently tha Canning group felt 

that thm alavair quaation in the Vast Indies could beat 

ba raaolvad in Vale fashion. Although the Qoartarly Ba-

v f M entarad into tha eontrovaray over several of tha 

aaUaratlon pointa, its prlmaiy concern remained the pro-

taetiaii of prcqi>arty righta of tha plantara. In tha article 

af ^Taauary 1834 tha jwkrmX cantered the small attention 

that it davotad to tha abolition settlement on its diatruat 

of tha Morluibillty of the apprentice ayatem and avi^tanaad 

a rmiHimr dataohad oirloaitr ecanoaming tha availability of 

tha tifanty miUimia that had bacm allocated for oompanaa* 
IS 

tion.'^ Ihia oonatitutad tha sum total of tha intaraat 

ahourn bgr t ^ (faartarly Rairiaw concerning tha I833 aattla-

mant* From it we aaa that ^ e Journal ztmudnad eonaiatant 

with ita oraad. Its main ccmcam was for tha property 

rig^ta of tha plantara. Binca tha abolition had made prop-

arty in alavas mom-axiataiit, tha payment for that proparty 

waa a patot of intaraat. Tha paymaat for alava proparty 

had baan mat W the 1833 eoe^Mmaation, and the quarUrly 

Bavieif pradiatably diamlaaad t ^ topla. 

»««HM*n«M«MIIMMI,< 

^ Ona* Britain, Jkm 8«ilw Biinartl** P«rlia««i>-
t^yy Prtwit—. XX (1823). 3^0. 

" "Om KttfoxB MlnlBtnr and ParllfflBent," Quartrly 
q«yl«w. ixn (JTamaxy, I838), ArUelc n, 481. 
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In January I838 the Edinburgh Review addressed its 

first article to the i^bolition settlement. Its most recent 

efforts had been foxir essays wrttten by John Jeremle which 

were combined into one article entitled "Four Essays on 

Colcmial Slavery" printed in April I832, In January I838 

^^^ Edinbiurgh Review's article, wititlad "The Negro Appren

ticeship System," concerned itself with the progress of 

tha abolition movement to that point. As could be ex

pected, this Journal's main concern was not the decline of 

the economic fortunes of the plantations but the predicted 

emergence of the Negroes from their long stay in slavery. 

The Journal phraaad its commentaxy to avoid drawing atten

tion to the eerniomXe failure of t^e apprentice system. In 

doing so it applauded the peaceful demise of Went Indian 

slavery. It stated: 

That so inveterate a sin could be purged away, and 
no penalty exacted}—that nature had no revenge to 
take for the long violation which she had suffered! 
that the transition from an unnatural to a natural 
state would ba itself natural and easy and society 
restored to health without pasaing through some g 
painful disciplines—it was impossible to hope.-^" 

The reasoning behind the Edinburgh Review's statements was 

ilttlte clear. The apprentice system had failed to insure 

the pre-abolition sugar production rate. This was evident 

and to have denied it would have detracted from the positive 

^^ "!me Hegro Apnrenticeship Systwi." Edinburgh 
Reviews LXVI (January, 1838), Article XI, 481. 
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results of the apprentice system. Therefore, the Journal 

centered its attentions on the fact that the transition 

from, slavery to freedom had been accomplished in the West 

Indies without any violence. Prom the viewpoint of the 

Edinburgh Review, the apprentice system was designed pri

marily to prepare the ex-slave for the assumption of his 

freedom. This part of the apprentice arrangement had 

proven reasonably successful. The Journal barkened back 

to some of its early claims of the unnatural character 

of slavery. This claim had been an early favorite of the 

Edinburgjh Review. The Journal had consistently maintained 

that slaveary was not only immoral and unjust, but contended 

that it violated "natural law." In this fashi<Mi it fo\xnd 

that throughout the duration of the controversy it could 

elicit sympathy frcm a large spectrum of English society. 

When the Journal charged that Nature had no penalty to 

exact from England after so long a violation of "natural 

law," it is obvious that it was alluding to the fact that 

it was remarkable that no great civil strife had resulted 

when the slaves were freed. The fact that the colonial 

produce in the West Indies had declined would have certainly 

been designated as the resiat of England's having tolerated 

West Indian slavery for so long. In this way the Journal 

could have countered any charge that the apprentice ay8t< 

had failed to fulfill its entire purpose. 
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The three Journals conducted themselves predictably 

in the final stages of the abolition. All three of them 

fitted their conm«itary into predictable patterns which 

over the years had begun to emerge into distinct person

ality inclinations. In the almost rabid commentary by 

Blackwood's, in the almost clinical attitude of the ^rterly 

Review, and finally in the emotionalistic rejoicing of the 

Edinburgh Review, each of the three Journals can be seen re

acting in its characteristic fashion. 

!Riua, by 1840, comment on West Indian slavery had 

run ita course. From l802 when the first issue of the Edin

burgh Review had condemned the traffic in slaves, until 

l84o when Blackwood's charged that the final solution had 

failed in its purpose of affoirding the Negroes the requisite 

opportunity for improvement, the Journals found much of in

terest in the slavery question. 

The role of the Jouxnals in the abolition contro

versy ie an intereating one, and bears looking into. The 

emergence of three Joiumals on the British scene between 

1802 and 1817 was aignificant in that each saw the problem 

of slavery in the West Indies in a distinctly different 

light. Human rights, property rights, and the right of the 

planters to a monopoly of the hcmie market were each repre

sented in the slavery question. Each Journal felt that ita 

perapective on the problem was the proper one, and at times 

normal party lines were crossed in the desire to serve the 
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issue beat. Although the planter Journals could be gen

erally claaaad as Tory, it was the suggestion of George 

Canning, the patron saint of the Quarterly Review^ that 

fosretold the final downfall of the West Indian plantation 

ayatem. Canning ceartainly saw in the melioration ecmoept 

a means by which the difficult problea of West Indian 

slavery could beat be resolved. Yet the Quarterly Review 

did not endorse every aspect of the resolution and fought 

against it when it smî sed danger to the planter interests 

in the Caribbean. The Edinburgh Review saw the practice 

of West Indian slavery as isaaoral and as dangerous to the 

entire, for both reasons it sought the abolition of slav

ery early in the controversy. Blackwood's represented the 

other extreme in the discussion. The Journal was first 

and foremost a periodical defending the sugar m<mopoly of 

the West Indian planters, tfotil long after the abolition, 

it fought tenaciously for every concession that it felt 

could be won for the planters. Individual rights for the 

slaves did not concern Blackwood's Magazine. It could not 

admit that Negroes were entitled to the same rights as 

other men and still maintain that sUvery was an acceptable 

state of aooiaty. 

It is difficult to detemine to what extent, if 

indeed any, the Journals' comaentary affected the final 

outcome. We certainly know that all three of them did try 

to influence public opinion. They did this often by 
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overstating or overemphasizing an issue. Hie Edinburgh 

Review and Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine used this method 

more extensively than did the Quarterly Review. It is 

understandable that the Quarterly Review did not do this, 

instead remaining consistently dispassionate in its defense 

of private property rights. It apparently saw no reason 

to cloud the issue by use of overstatement. The other two 

Journals, however, found that their cases rested either 

on the total acceptance or rejection of slavery. As long 

as slavery was practiced in any form, the extremes in the 

case could be expected to overstate their sides of the 

issue hoping either to hasten the abolition or to forestall 

it. This is most readily apparent In Blackwood's pre

diction that the abolition would lead to a world wide con

flagration resulting from the action taken by the British 

17 
Parliament. The contemplation of this possibility must 

have caused some concern in England, as Blackwood' s cer

tainly wanted it to. Blackwood's, being on the defensive 

in the controversy, utilized overstatement more because 

in the final analysis it had less to lose. Any modifica

tion in the slavery system in the West Indies compromised 

the positicm of the monopolists, and Blackwood's struck out 

at these modifications. The Edinburgh Review did some ex

aggerating in the early stages of the slavery controversy. 

17 
Above, p, 129, 
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thoui^ as time passed, it found that it had to resort less 

and less to this expedient. This stenmied from the fact 

that as the years went by and as the British public became 

more and more cognizant of the abuses of West Indian 

slavery, the Journal realized that overstat«aent could do 

more daiaage than good. One notable exception to the Edin

burgh Review* s reticence to overplay the issue in the final 

stages of the abolition occurred in I838. In January of 

that year the Edinburgh Review played very lightly over 

the failure of the apprentice system to guarantee the con

tinued production of colonial sugar. Instead, the Edin

burgh Review emphasized the gladness that it felt when it 

realised that slavery in the West Indies was once and for 

all times abolished. Wy overemphasizing the benefits of 

the abolition, the Edinburgh Review seemingly ignored the 

fact that the apprentice system had not been totally suc

cessful in allowing the continued production of colonial 

sugar. 

It is entirely possible that by pointing out the 

myriad abuses in the pursuance of sugar production, the 

Edinburgh Review may well have been influential in cutting 

short the life of West Indian slavery. The two planter 

Journals were equally successful in defining many of the 

problo&s that most certainly would have resulted from a 

hasty termination of slavery. They were also bent upon 

bringing before the public eye the responsibility of the 
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nation to property holders. By virtue of these expedients, 

they may well have been instrumental in perpetuating the 

slavery system beyond the time when it would have been 

most advantageous to all concerned to have done away with 

it. It is also possible that the two divergent interests 

may have neutralized one another and that slavery was 

abolished for reasons which were not made very clear from 

the Jouamalistic commentary thereon. 

Of what possible importance then could the commen

tary carried by the Journals be? The Journals offered the 

opportunity for the reading public to see several sides of 

a question which was one of the most important ones facing 

Britain in the nineteenth century. This was the question 

of human rights as opposed to vested interests. The Jour

nals were in no sense objective in their commentary- In 

their subjectivity they offer to the present day historian 

a perspective of the very pithy question of West Indian 

slavery that is of immeasurable value. By overstating a 

problem the Journals showed to what lengths they were will

ing to go to accaaplish their respective ends. By reading 

the pages of Blackwood's, it is possible to see Just how 

much Ufa was left in the monopolistic faction in early 

nineteenth century Great Britain. From its commentary, 

it is possible to determine to what extent the monopolistic 

segment was behind the times. The force of the humanitarian 

movement is recognizable in the approach by the Edinburgh 
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Review. In the Quarterly Review we find the acceptance of 

a set of conditions that was beyond the possibility of be

ing influenced by Journalistic commentary. Although there 

was a need for all three Journals to compromise on the ac

ceptance of the final solution, there can be little doubt 

that the Edinburgh Review must have felt a tremendous 

surge of satisfaction at the final abolition of West In

dian slavery. 
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