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ABSTRACT

THE DUTCH PARTICIPATION IN THE AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE:

SLAVING ON THE GUINEA COAST,

1675-1795

By

Johannes Postma

This dissertation is an assessment of the nature and dimension

of the Dutch involvement in the African slave trade, specifically the

trade on the Guinea Coast during the years 1675-1795. Since the liter.

ature relating to this subject is sparse, most data for this study was

collected from archives in the Netherlands, particularly from the State

Archives (Rijksarchief) at The Hague. The initial years (1629-167h) of

the Dutch participation in the slave trade are difficult to evaluate

due to a dearth of documentary evidence, but the period following the

reorganization of the Dutch'West India Company in 1675 can adequately

be documented.

The primary objective of this study is to determine the quanti-

tative share of Dutch participation in the Atlantic slave trade. In

addition. institutions and techniques of the trade and its impact on

international relations. especially on Afro-EurOpean relations, have

been evaluated. Finally. unique contributions of the Dutch and of

Dutch sources regarding the slave trade have been examined.

Throughout the 1675-1795 period the Dutch carried an annual

average of approximately'3.500 slaves across the Atlantic. which

amounted to about ten per cent of the overall African slave trade.

The level of trading fluctuated annually. but during the five decades

following 1675 it averaged 2.3.000 slaves per year. This signified a
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relative decline since the English and the French intensified their

slaving activities during the same period. In the 1720's the Dutch also

began to increase the volume of their trade. reaching a peak during the

1760's when they carried an annual average of more than 7,000 slaves

across the ocean. The American Revolutionary war, precipitating the

Fourth.Anglo-Dutch'war. brought the Dutch slave trade temporarily to a

halt and ultimately signalled the demise of the Dutch participation in

the African slave trade.

The increase in the volume of the Dutch slave trade during the

eighteenth century can be attributed largely to the termination of the

commercial monopoly of the Dutch West India Company in 1730. Subse-

quently. free traders carried the majority of the Dutch share of the

slave trade, although the company continued to function in a middleman

capacity. The Dutch policy of neutrality vis-a-vis other European

states during the greater part of the eighteenth century also contrib-

uted to the increase of the Dutch slave trade.

‘While the EurOpean demand for slaves brought political insta-

bility to Africa. Dutch agents continually tried to further peaceful

relations among Africans and between Africans and their own nation. The

reason for this was that warfare impaired the normal channels of commerce

and halted the transportation of merchandise to and from the trading

stations on the coast.

The Dutch acquired nearly one-third of their slaves on the

Loango-Angola Coast. The remainder were purchased on the Guinea Coast:

initially on the Slave Coast, but gradually the Dutch markets shifted

westwards:A During the 1720's the Gold Coast became their principal

area of supply. and with the onset of the free trade. the Dutch acquired
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the majority of their slaves on the Windward Coast.

All evidence indicates that Dutch slave traders treated the

slaves in the same dehumanizing manner as slavers from other nations.

Death rates among the slaves transported by the Dutch were among the

lowest hitherto recorded; the cause for this was not humanitarianism.

however. but more efficient business practices of the Dutch slavers.
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PREFACE

An investigation of the Dutch participation in the Atlantic

slave trade is long overdue. That the Dutch merchant marine was

actively involved in the slave trade has never been questioned; instead,

it often has been assumed that at times the Dutch dominated the slave

trade, although the degree of their involvement has remained a matter

of conjecture. Professor Philip Curtin, in his recent book on the

Atlantic slave trade. repeatedly calls attention to the fact that the

Dutch archives have not yet been scrutinized.1 This study is based on

such an examination and is aimed toward determining the nature and

degree of Dutch involvement in the Atlantic slave trade.

When the idea of this dissertation was conceived. only five

articles and one book had been published that dealt specifically with

aspects of the Dutch slave trade. Three of these articles consisted

2
of a few'puhlished documents each with relevant commentaries. and

another (the only one written in the English language) was based on

 

1Philip D. Curtin.‘2hg_Atlantic Slave Trade: A.Census

(Madison: University of'Wisconsin Press. 19395. pp. 55. 85 and 117.

26. W. Kernkamp. "Een contract tot slavenhandel van 1657."

Bilggggen 3g Mededelingen 3313 he; Historisch Genootschap. Vol. XXII

1901 : W. R. Henkman. "Nederlandse en vreemde slavenvaart,"‘Qg.west-

Indische Gids. v.1. XXVI (19hh-h5); S. van Brakel, "Bescheiden over

do slgvenhandel der VIC." Econgmigch-gigtorisch Jaargge , vol. IV

1918 .
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Spanish documents.3 The book by Vrijman (1937) represented an effort

to synthesize the information available in the literature of that time

into a general account of the Dutch involvement in the slave trade.“

Recently (1968) an updated and greatly improved popular account was

published by Van Dantzig.5 By far the most valuable contribution to

the knowledge of the Dutch slave trade has been Unger's study based on

the papers of an eighteenth century Dutch slaving company.6 This is

still by no means a comprehensive assessment of the subject, since

Uhger took only a cursory look at the crucially important archives of

the Dutch West India Company. The latter constitutes by far the prin.

cipal source for this study. However. other documentary deposits such

as the municipal archives of Amsterdam, Rotterdam. and Middelburg

(centers of the slave trade). as well as one private collection in

Rotterdam.7 were consulted during the year that I did research in the

Netherlands.

In order to make the topic manageable as a dissertation pro-

ject and at the same time cover as wide a chronological span as possible,

the topic had to be restricted in other areas. Also. I wanted to adjust

 

31. A. Wright, "The Coymans Asiento, 1685-1689," 131 dra en

39; nderlgndse geschiedenig 9g gggheidkunde, Vol. VI (1925}.

”I. C. Vrijman, Slavenhalers 933 Slavenhandel (Amsterdam:

P. N. van Kampen A Zn. 1937 .

5A. Van Dantzig. £31.; nederlandse aandeel _i_n 93 slavenhandel

(Busslm. Netherlands: van Dishoeck, 193E5.

6W. S. Unger. "Bijdragen tot de geschiedenis van de Neder.

landso slavenhandel." Econ misch—Histori ch Jaarboek, Vol. XXVI (1956).

and Vol. XXVIII (1958.1%0§.

7Cited in this study as the Hudig Archief Rotterdam (ma).
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a noticeable imbalance in much of the slave trade literature (particu.

larly that of the Dutch). viz. the preoccupation with the so-called

middle passage and the fate of the slaves after their arrival in the

Western Hemisphere. The resulting scope finds expression in the sub-

title: "Slaving on the Guinea Coast. 1675-1795." The emphasis on

Guinea. at the expense of Angola. is due to a dearth of documentary

evidence of the latter region. Availability'of documents was also the

key factor in determining the dates of 1675 and 1795.8

In the first chapter the topic is introduced. some relevant

concepts and terms are defined. and the beginning of the Dutch partici-

pation in the slave trade is discussed. The second chapter is devoted

to a description of the area where slaving took place. as well as an

analysis of the principal institutions of the trade such as the west

India Company. After this follows an assessment of the various tech-

niques employed in the slave trade. including the practice of monopoly

versus free trade. the factory system. the activities of interlopers.

and the role of African middlemen. Chapters IV and V should be seen

as a unit covering the same period. 1675-1735. The first is an assess-

ment of the dimension of the trade while the latter presents an evalua-

tion of the various forces and circumstances that influenced the fluc.

tuating level of trade. Chapter VI fulfills the same purpose as the

previous two chapters. except that it covers the subsequent period of

1730-1795. The final chapter is concerned with the principal victims

of the trade. the slaves themselves. Here an attempt is made to find

answers to questions such as: Who were the slaves. where did they

 

8For a discussion of these dates. see pp. 93-9“ and 173.
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come from. what was their worth. and how were they treated.

Several persons and institutions have contributed to the

COMpletion of this study. An NDEA. Title VI. Fellowship supplemented

with a grant from the African Study Center of Michigan State University

made it possible for me to spend nearly a year (1967-68) for research

in the Netherlands. For the generous advice and aid from both academic

and service personnel at the various archives in the Netherlands. I am

most appreciative. This holds true in particular for the Algemeen

Rijksarchief at The Hague. where I spent most of’my time. I would also

like to acknowledge the courtesy of the Fa. Hudig Den. of Rotterdam for

allowing me to consult a collection of family papers. The hospitality

of the History'Faculty of the University of Leiden was also greatly

appreciated. The advice and encouragement of one of their number.

Dr. J. R. Bruyn. was invaluable.

I would like to acknowledge the influence of Dr. Norman Rich.

now at Brown University. for directing me to the subject. At Michigan

State university my thanks go to Dr. James Hooker for his advice and

encouragement and for directing the writing of the dissertation. and

finally'to Dr. Donald Baker and Dr. Paul Sweet for reading the manu-

script.

Throughout this dissertation there are numerous translations

from.the Dutch language. I take responsibility for all of these.

except for those borrowed from printed works already translated into

English.
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CHAPTER I

THE EARLY ATLANTIC SLAVE TRADE

As one of the largest migrations in human history.1 the Atlantic

slave trade caused the transfer of millions of Africans to the Western

hemisphere and influenced the histories of the continents of Africa.

MO and the Americas. Africa supplied the labor. ”involuntary black

uigrants." as one of the slave captains called them:2 Europe supplied

the means of transportation. ships and crews. and the organs of trade

and finance to facilitate the transaction: the Americas provided an

always eager market for cheap black labor for mines and plantations.

The slave trade was probably ”the most important single factor

in the history of Africa since the fifteenth century."3 And devastating

though it was (Collins calls it "one of the greatest crimes committed

against Africa. and one of the most disastrous episodes of its

 

1Basil. Davidson. The frican ave a (Boston: Little. Brown

and Co.. 1961). p. xiv. W13 puEIia. and» the title. Black

er.) Davidson calls it the ”greatest and most fateful migration in

the history of man." However. in the light of the massive European

migration to the "new world" and the phenomenon of modern urbanisation.

Davidson's asses-ant may be too strongly worded.

2Averil Hackmsie-Grieve. The Last Years 2; _t_hg English gave

m (Landon: Putnaa and Co.. Ltd—.7 1951). p. 109.

3David Bininghal. e Po ese Gaunt of Angola (London:

Oxford University Press. 1 5 . p. i. '-
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2

Motown)“ it provided a most important 11m: between Africa and the

world for at least two centuries (1650-1850).5 and interlocked the

histories of the Atlantic continents indefinitely.6

The slave trade created a market for Europe's manufactured

goods and brought in capital to boost the industrial revolution.7 The

triangular trade.8 of which the Atlantic slave trade was a component.

provided the Europeans with an excellent Opportunity to acquire the

highly desired agricultural products of the Western hemisphere. goods

1.1-;er produced by the labor of the black slaves.9 Had it not been

for the slaves supplied by Africa. European traders would have been

 

”Add Boahen. T is _1p_ went African Histon (London: Longmans.

61'.“ "a C... Ltdee 1 e P. 113s

5Philip D. Curtin and Jan Vansina. "Sources of the Nineteenth

$.33)? Atlarantic Slave Trade.” Journal 23. African 11.2251- Vol. II

1 O p. 1 5.

6mm F. McCall. ”Introduction." in Georg N‘rregard. Danish

t ent Ln. “91$ 5219.- 1658-1850 (Boston: Boston University Press.

1 . p. xxiv.

7Davidson. p. 61.; Eric Williams. c. itali 9g Slave

(Riebcnd. N. 0.: University of North Caro ina Press. 19“). . vii.

Williams goes so far as to assert that the profits made on the slave

trade provided the capital to finance the industrial revolution in

England.

8Davidson. pp. 51 and 62. These triangular voyages have also

been called the "Great Circuit” trade. They involved taking goods

manufactured in Europe to the African coast. where they were exchanged

for slaves. In the west. the slaves were traded for various American

products. such as sugar. tobacco. etc. The triangular trade may have

been started in the 1530's. The English captain and pirate John Hawkins

participated in the triangular trade in the 1550' s. but it did not

become com-on practice until the 1630' s when the slave trade became .

more prominent. The triangular trade was definitely linked to the trade

in slaves. See U. R. Henlosan. "Nederland in Anerika en West Afrika."

in Nederlandgrg gve; £13m. ed. H. J. de Graaf (Utrecht: W. de Haan.

1955 s Pe e

9141111.". pp. 52.511.
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3

less interested in Africa: the bulk of the African trade. not counting

the slaves. was much smaller than that of the West Indies and America.10

In addition. the slave trade provided EurOpeans with a cover to pene—

trate the mercantilistic Spanish empire and smuggle European manufac-

turing into the Spanish colonies.“ Not only had the slave trade wide-

spread econemic consequences for the European nations. it was also a

decisive determinant in international reiet1ons.12

The American huisphere undoubtedly benefitted most from the

Atlantic slave trade. Regardless of the ugly problems of racial tension

it bequeathed. it brought millions of workers who for many generations

contributed their labor for the accumulation of wealth and received as

remuneration only the bare sustenance necessary for life. Even if one

ignores the cultural contributions of Afro-Americans. their labor in

exploiting the resources of the American continents has been of essen-

tial importance. and their economic contribution was assessed as "the

strength and sinews of the western world” as early as 1663.13

Both the years 1M1 and 114% have been cited as the beginning

of the Atlantic slave trade. During the former a Portuguese raiding

party captured ten blacks on the west African coast. apparently in what

 

10!. G. Davies. m grim 0mg (Inndon: Longmans.

01".” .nd “so 1957). pe%e

11G. Scene. "The Slave Trade in the Spanish Colonies of

“33"" ID: Arenas 12ml. 2;Ma. Vol- IV (1910)-
Pe e

lelisabeth Donnan. Eminent! ust tive 2.! the Slave Trade

tow (I. vols.: New York: OctagegnBoo—5km '315 - 33-‘1'31ns11y pub-

i'i'shsd in 1931). Vol. II. p. xiii.

”mm B. Davis. mm2; Slaven in western Culture

(Ithaca. New York: Cornell University Press. 1966). p. 10.
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is now either the Spanish Sahara or Mauritania. and disposed of them

at the Lisbon slave market.” In 1141414» the Portuguese started sending

regular trading expeditions and before the end of that year. 235 slaves

were carried from Africa.15 Within a few years the Atlantic slave trade

had become an accepted element of EurOpean commerce. and in 111148 Prince

Henry of Portugal decreed it to be a state monopoly.16

The institutions of slavery and the slave trade were. of course.

no novelty in the fifteenth century. Various forms of human bondage had

been practiced nearly everywhere from ancient to modern times.17 The

“great Mediterranean slave trade." as Davis calls it. reached its peak

during the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. and slave markets were

held in many of the south European comrcial capitals such as Venice.

Seville. and Lisbon.18 Among the slaves sold at these markets were also

black slaves transported across the Sahara desert. and this may well

account for the eagerness of the Portuguese to acquire black slaves now

that they had discovered a direct route to the source of these slaves.19

 

1"‘hvidscn. P. 33: Donnan. Vol. I. p. 1. Actually. the Portu-

guese had captured a few Africans as early as 1101+. but this was not

done for cosmercial purposes.

150cm. Vol. I. p. 1: James Pope-Hennessy. Sins g; the. Fathers

(“a York: ‘e As Knopf. 1968)e pa 8e

16Donnan. Vol. I. p. 5.

173.. Davis. Chapter 2. for e survey of the history of slavery

prior to the Atlantic trade. and Philip Curtin. 113g Atlantic Slave

Trade: A Cen s (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press. 1939).

pp.117-2T. for an assessment of the dimension of the trade to the Old

Wor d.

18Davis. pp. 152-1611». In Venice alone. ca. 1.000 slaves were sold

between the years 11111511123.

19Boahen. p. 108. By 1%0. the Portuguese were importing
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5

Slavery was no uncommon phenomenon in African societies. and

thus it was possible for the Portuguese to buy as well as capture black

slaves.20 Early Arabic accounts confirm that both the institutions of

slavery and the slave trade existed in the Western Sudan before the

Europeans appeared on the Guinea Coast.21 It seems quite evident. how.

ever. that the Africans were initially unprepared to meet the massive

demand for slaves that occurred when the transatlantic slave trade came

in full swing during the seventeenth century. This would support the

notion that the trade in slaves was not an extremely significant eco-

mic institution in traditional African societies. at least not suffi-

cient to meet the growing demands of foreign export.22 On the other

hand. Page has recently suggested that before the arrival of the Euro-

peans on the African coast some West African societies were undergoing

political and economic transformations that encouraged the mobilisation

 

between 700 and 800 black slaves. Davidson (p. 49) claims that by 15110

that nuber had risen to several thousands per year.

zoDavidson. p. 38. For insight on slavery in traditional

African societies see A. E. M. Gibson. "Slavery in Western Africa."

gm_of the African gcigtz. Vol. III (1955). and Arthur Tuden. "Ila

Slavery.7'-Mes-Livingstone m. No.2“.1958.

21.1. D. Page. "Slavery and the Slave Trade in the Context of

West African History." Jgurnal__of A_f___rican Histog. Vol. X. No. 3 (1969),

D. ”So

2zl’tgllis Martin. "The Trade of Lo1 in the Seventeenth and

Eighteenth Centuries." unpublished salami 9. Soon to be published in

Afri e: Es on Trade in Central and Eastern

gzica Before 120%. edited by RichardGraymam!David Birmingham (London:

Oxford University Press. 1970). Unfortunately. our knowledge of African

societies is largely limited to the period when the European demand for

slaves had already drastically influenced African social and economic

institutions. and it is thus difficult to determine the nature and ex-

tent of the trade in slaves as practiced in traditional Africa. The

study of Mrs. Martin points out that the V111 traders of the Loango

Coast required several decades (ca. 16110-70) to rearrange their trade

links in order to supply the European demand for slaves.
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of slave labor on a large scale. thus creating a "slave econonw." The

subsequent European demand for slaves then merely accentuated an already

existing trend.23 Conflicting interpretations regarding this historical

phenomenon will undoubtedly continue to appear in the future.

Aside from the quantitative aspects of the slave trade. the

nature of slavery in.Africa differed considerably from the "chattel"

slavery that developed in the Western Hemisphere. According to the

latter. a slave's status was much like that of a condemned criminal

devoid of legal rights and with little hope of manumission.2u African

slaves. as a rule. had various liberties and rights. including the free-

doc to marry. own property. and rise to prominent positions of leader.

ship.25 One freed sieve described the condition of sieves in Africa in

his memirs as follows:

. . . but how different was their condition from that of the

slaves in the West Indies! With us they do no more work than

other members of the community. even their masters: their food.

clothing and lodging were nearly the same as theirs. (except

that they were not permitted to eat with those who were free-

born). and there was scarce any other difference between them

than a superior degree of importance which the head of a family

possesses in our state. and that authority which. as such. he

exercises over every part of his household. Some of these

slaves have even slaves under them as their own property and

for their own use.

 

23Wage. pp. 397 and 1101+.

2‘11. A. Wyndham. g3 Atl tic 93 Slaven (London: Oxford

University Press. 1935). p. 222. very as practiced in the Western

Hemisphere was not totally unique: it had a precedent in Ancient times.

and perhaps also on occasions in the African past.

zsmflI. p. 31 e

“Oiendsh Equiano. Eguiano's Travels (New York: Praeger. 1967).

p. 10. (This autobiogra hy. abridged and edited by Paul Edwards. was

first published in 1789. See also Robert I. Rotberg. .A_ Political

Histon g_f_ Tropical Africa (New York: Harcourt. Brace and World. 1965).

p. 150. where Rotberg quotes approximately the same passage.
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Davidson considers slavery as practiced in African societies much like

vassalship and serfdom in medieval Europe. with African slaves. like

European serfs. having various privileges and a chance of emancipation.27

In some societies. slaves were frequently adopted as legitimate members

of the family.28

Initially. African slaves were obtained for the European mar-

kets. and used there primarily as domestic servants.29 Had it not been

for the discovery of America and the attendant demand for cheap labor

for mines and plantations. the export of African slaves might never have

developed into a significant comercial activity. It is ironic that at

about the same time (ca. 1600) when slavery disappeared in Europe it

became prominent in the Americas. 30

The first Africans going to America were personal servants of

the early explorers.31 In 1501 the first group of black slaves was

transported from Lisbon to the Americas.32 but for several years

American Indians and white indentured servants were used for cheap

labor along with black slaves. Van Dantsig arranges the use of forced

labor in the Americas in the following chronological order: Indians.

 

27Davidson. pp. 11-13: Gibson. p. 29.

28'luden. p. 71.

29W. S. Unger. "Bijdragen to de Geschiedenis van de Nederlandse

Slavenhandel." Ec nomi he-Historisch Jaarboek. Vol. XXVI (1956). p. 136.

Hereafter cited as Unger I. in order to distinguish it from a follow-up

article in volume 28 (1958) of the same journal.

”h”.. p. M.

313eeiie. p. 619: Davidson. pp. ms.

 

323eeben. p. 109: John Franklin. {:3 Sieveg is Freedom

(New York: Alfred A. Knopf. 1967 . p. #6.
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indentured servants. prisoners. and Negroes.33 Although initially mixed

and prOportionately differing from one locale to the other. during the

seventeenth century increasing demands for cheap labor on the plants-

tions caused the African negro slave gradually to outnumber and replace

the other groups.3u

The year 1518 is generally taken as the Opening of the negro

slave trade to the west.” since in that year. the Spanish King Charles V

granted the first of a long series of trade monopolies on the importa-

tion of black slaves into the Spanish colonies. That same year. the

first cargo of black slaves was taken to the West Indies directly from

Africa.36 Donnan. echoing Scelle. points to the year 1510 as the begin-

ning of the trade. since during that year the Spanish King Ferdinand

epproved the transport of 250 black sieves from Lisbon to the vest.37

 

33A. Van Dantsig. ggt Nederlandse £g§§ _ip g. $nnhandel

(Bussum. Netherlands: Van Dishoec_k. 1965). p. .

3“Scene. p. 615; Williams. pp. 2311.: end Deniei P. Mannix end

Malcolm Cowley. Black Cargoes (New York: Viking Press. 1962). pp. 2-3.

Scelle claims that planters valued the labor of one black slave equal

to that of four Indians. Williams argues convincingly that the notion

of negroes being better suited for hard labor in the tropics is inde-

fensible. but that it us simply a question of supply and demand

between white and black labor.

351% of the recent works on the slave trade. Davidson (p. #8)

and Hennix (p. 3) confirm this date.

”mmnn. pa 1780

37The British colonies which later became the United States of

America received their first black slaves in 1619. Most of the slaves

entered these colonies via the West Indian islands: the first shipment

directly from Africa to the North American mainland took place in 1651!.

Between 1619 and 1690 the importation of black slaves to this area was

negligible. however. Not until ca. 1700 was there a sharp increase in

the negro population here. See Peter Duignan and Clarence Clendenen.

133 United States gag Lb; African Slave Trade 161&1862 (Stanford.

California: Hoover Institution Studies. 1%3). p.103.
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In 1513. the first royal revenues of two ducats per slave were levied

on the slave trade.38 After the second decade of the sixteenth century

the Atlantic slave trade gradually grew into an accepted and lucrative

institution. By the year 15110. several thousand black slaves were

shipped across the Atlantic annually: one source even suggests a figure

as high as 10.000 per year.39

An enormous expansion of the slave trade occurred during the

1950's: during this decade a "tide became a flood.” according to David-

son.“0 Pclawi characterizes this change as the "explosion of the slave

trade.”1 The introduction of sugar plantations in Brazil end the West

Indian islands appears to have been the crucial factor in generating

this change. Some authors have referred to this as the "sugar revolu-

tion."“2 Sugar cultivation required extensive cheap labor and. in turn.

brought the planters sufficient returns to enable them to purchase large

n‘ers of slaves.“3 The island of Barbados illustrates this clearly:

in 16% the island counted only a few hundred slaves among its popula—

tion but four years later the number had increased to approximately

6.000.“

 

36Dorm-1n. Vol. I. p. 15.

”ammo Fe “9.

thidson. p. 59s

“11: Polanyi end A Rotstein. . . DahoLez and 3h; Slave Trade

(Seattle: University of Washington Press. 1963): P. 17.

“Cumin. p. 126.

“3Donnan. Vol. I. p. 9?: Davidson. p. 59: Davies. p. 1“.

”Devin. p. 118.
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After 1690 the Atlantic slave trade expanded with leaps and

‘bounds. reaching its peak about a century later. The most intensive

years of slaving occurred during the 1700-1850 period. Curtin estimates

that in this centuryband-a-half an average of 50.000 slaves per year,

and about eighty per cent of the total number of slaves were taken

across the Atlantic.h5

The total number of Africans forced across the Atlantic will

undoubtedly remain a matter of conjecture. Estimates have varied

wddely between fifteen and fifty million. and in some cases even

higher.“6 For many years the figures suggested by the demographer

Robert Iucsynski. totalling nearly fifteen million. were widely accepted

as the most reliable estimate. Recently. however. a comprehensive eval.

nation by Philip Curtin has established that the previous estimates were

far too high and that the total number of slaves most likely did not

reach the ten million nerlc.“7

Since this study is primarily concerned with the contribution

or participation of a certain European nation in the Atlantic slave

trade. it seems appropriate to review briefly the relative involvement

of rival nations. By controlling the west African coast. or the source

of supply for slaves. the Portuguese initially monopolised the slave

trade. They provided their own colonies in Brazil with cheap black

 

“Sum-tin. pp. 265.66.

“Devidson. p. 79: Robert 0. Collins. ed.. Problems in African

11M (Englewood Cliffs. N. J.: Prentice-Hall. Inc.. 1938)? p. 341.

“7Curtin. p. 87: see pp. 3-13. for a valuable discussion of

quantitative sources for the slave trade.
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labor. and for the greater part of the seventeenth century they supplied

the Spanish colonies as well.48 It has been estimated that during the

1580's the Portuguese were exporting approximately 5.000 a year from

Angola.“9 In the early part of the seventeenth century this figure had

increased to 15.000 a year according to Dutch observers in Angola.50

Throughout the sixteenth century the Portuguese maintained a

monopoly'cn the export of slaves from.Africa. During the 1560's hows

ever. the English privateer John Hawkins tried to make inroads into this

monopoly and carried out three successful triangular slaving expeditions.

On his first expedition in 1562. he carried approximately 900 slaves.

most of whom had been taken from captured Portuguese vessels. to the new

world;1 But when the fourth expedition failed. the English ignored the

slave trede until its revival during the 1630's.52 The acquisition of

the sugar islands of Barbados and Jamaica during the middle of the cen-

tury prompted a growing demand for slaves. and the creation of the

ueDonnan. Vol. II. p. xvii. The Spanish had been denied access

to the West African coast by the Treaty of Tordesillas (1h9b). which

assigned all territories east of longitude 50° west to the Portuguese.

They made various effbrts to establish factories on the African coast.

butvdid not succeed in this until the end of the eighteenth century.

”Donnan. Vol. I. p. 7.

5°C. R. Boner. §a_1vador g: 3539 1:23 Stru 1e £9; Brazil _a_n_d

An . 602- 668 (London: Athlone Press. 1952). p. 225. Donnan

vol. I. p. 7; suggests that the Portuguese exported as many as 20,000

per'year. while other sources go as high as 28.000 (see Pope-Hennessy.

p. uh). The figures quoted by Boxer appear to have the most reliable

foundation.

51Davidson. pp. 50-52.

52Donnan. Vol. I. p. 79: Gibson. p. 2". The English emlorer

Jobson reported in 1620 that the English did not make it their business

to trade in slaves. Gibson. however. maintains that Jobson did take

slaves across the Atlantic. although the number may have been very small.
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chartered Company of Royal Adventurers Trading to Africa in 1663 may

be seen as the English response to meeting these demands.53

In fierce competition with the Dutch. particularly during the

decades of the 1660's and 1670' s. the English gradually captured the

lion's share of the Atlantic slave trade. They experienced some rever-

sals toward the end of the seventeenth century due to wars with rival

European maritime etetee.5" but by the middle of the eighteenth century

they had become by far the greatest transporters of slaves. During the

1750's and 1760's the annual average rose to about 25.000. and during

the final decades (1780-1808) of the English participation more than

30.000 slaves on the average per year were transported by English

ships.55

The French tried to undermine the initial Portuguese monopoly

of the slave trade even before the English. but they also failed.

Repeatedly French merchants tried to gain a foothold on the lower

Guinea Coast. but their participation in the slave trade remained very

.all until after the peace of Utrecht in 1713.56 From that time until

the unsettling repercussion of the French Revolution. however. the

French became active participants in the slave trade. averaging about

10.000 slaves per year during this eighty year period.”

 

5311mm. p. 28: Van Dantsig. p. 56.

5‘3” Chapter v. p. 123.

”Curtin. pp. 136 and 212.

560mm. p. 163; Unger I. pp. “9-50; Doman. Vol. I. pp. 13 and

95-98. until 1669. the Dutch frequently supplied the French colonies

flth .1‘"'e

570mm. pp. 163.203; Donnan. Vol. II. pp. xxii-xxv.
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The European states most actively engaged in exporting slaves

from Africa before the nineteenth century were Portugal. England.

France. and Holland in that order in terms of the quantities of slaves

involved.58 The involvement of the American Colonies was obviously

under the British flag. and did not become substantial until after the

American Revolution. Prior to the nineteenth century the governments

of Sweden. Denmark. and Brandenburg-Prussia were also interested in the

African slave trade and chartered trading companies for that purpose.

As early as the 1640's the Swedes had trading posts on the Gold Coast.

‘but they’were replaced by the Danes during the following decade.59

The Brandenburgers established a stronghold there during the decade of

60
the 1680's. All of these companies were to a large extent either

funded or’lanned by Dutch subjects who resented the monopoly of the

Dutch weet India Coupeny.61

The participation of these three states in the Atlantic slave

trade never attained large proportions. 0f the three the Danes were

most actively and persistently involved in the traffic. They carried

their first slaves across the Atlantic in 1675 and made the slave trade

a regular part of their activities after 1697. Still. their participa-

tion hardly alounted to more than one per cent of the total traffic,

533cc Curtin. pp. 211-12. and the conclusion of this study.

59Georg Ndrregard. Danish Settlementslig[west.Africa (Boston:

Boston university Press. 1966;. chapters I and II.

503. P. L'Bonere Haber. "De Kolonien." in Geschiedkundige Atlas

Lag Nedeflm (The Hague: M. Nijhoff. 1937). p. 35.

616. W. Kernkamp. "Een contract tot den slavenhandel van 1657."

Bi rs en en Mededelin en,van‘hgt’flistorigch Genootschap. Vol. XXII

(19015. p. M; Naber. p. T: The nature end role of the West Indie

Company will be treated in Chapter II.
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and seldom did they dispatch more than one or two ships per year.62

Since the Dutch participation in the slave trade is the prin-

ciple subject of this inquiry. their early involvement in that trade

also deserves a more extensive introduction. Slave trade literature

in the Dhited States has perpetuated the tradition that the Dutch

started the slave trade to the North.American mainland. when in 1619

a "Dutch.man of war” sold seventeen black slaves to the settlers at

Jamestown.63 It has been clearly established since then that this

was an incidental commercial transaction. since the slaves had been

taken from a captured enemy vessel.6u Actually. the Dutch did not

start practicing slaving on a regular basis until the 1630's. when

they created a market for slaves by capturing portions of Brazil from

the Portuguese.65 Before this decade. however. there were several

incidents of Dutch participation in the trade of slaves. In 1606.

for example. the Dutch captain Isaac Duverne supplied Spanish planters

on the island of Trinidad with a cargo of slaves.66 During that same

 

62Curtin. pp. 86 and 211: Nfirregard. pp. 50. 8h and 87: Donnan.

vol. II. p. xv.

63Lerone Bennett. Before the Ma ower (Baltimore. Maryland:

Penguin Books. 1966 - first published in 2 . pp. 29.30.

6%301‘ I. pe 137a

65s» c. n. Boxer. The Dutch in Basil (Oxford: University

Press. 1957). In 1630 the ‘fi'u'tch esteb'i'ished their first stronghold at

Pernambuco. They never succeeded in driving out the Portuguese com.

pletely. and in 165“ they were forced to surrender the last of their

vestiges. Recife. back to the Portuguese.

66W. R. Menkman. "Nederlandse en vreemde slavenvaart." DeNest.

Indische _G__ids. Vol. XXVI (1W5). p. 102: W. R. Mailman. E West—-

"Ind"i"sc""he"'"M (Amsterdam: P. n. van Rampen. 19W). pp. 23—..27.

.According to this last citation Dutch merchants participated in the

triangular slave trade before 1600 at the rate of three voyages per
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year another Dutch captain. Pieter van den Broecke. sold sixty captured

slaves to an English vessel because he did not know quite what to do

with them.67 Between the years 1623 and 1636 ships of the West India

Company (hereafter referred to as WIC) captured 2.356 slaves from for.

sign vessels and took them to Brazil. The compiler of these statistics.

a director of the WIC. made no reference to the company's involvement

in the slave trade. and thereby insinuates that these captured slaves

had become the possession of the VIC by accident rather than by design.68

When in 1621 the Dutch WIC was organised. its directors dis-

cussed the merits of the slave trade. but they decided not to engage in

it. The reasons given for this decision were biblical opposition to the

trade in human beings. and a lack of markets for them. The latter was

undoubtedly the real reason. for as soon as slaving became profitable

the ethical objections ceased to be mentioned.69

Not until 1626 did the WIC send a small ship to Angola with the

specific authorisation to purchase slaves. And yet. during that same

year. the HIC captain. Cornelia Jol. allowed a captured Portuguese

slaver with 600 slaves aboard to go free, because Jol was not interested

in slave»?o Gradually the WIC's interest in the slave trade increased.

year. and the first Dutch slaving voyage was undertaken in 1582. More

recent scholarship. however. does not support these allegations: see

Ungor I. pe 137e

67%., I. Po 1%e

58:. Ratelband. ed.. mg isters _ve_n 99;. ka e1 Sao Jogge

Q; M9fl§2 Goudkufi. 16kg; z The Hague: H. Nijho f. 195-3'r.

pe he

69finger I. p. 138.

708. B. van Overeem. "De reisen naar de west van Cornelia
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In 1629 it officially accepted the responsibility of supplying Dutch

planters in the Americas with African labor.71 In 1635 the company

received its first official encouragement for participation in the

slave trade from the States-General. the highest legislative body in

the Dutch Republic.72

The capture of Brazil was undoubtedly the primary reason for

the increased Dutch involvement in the Atlantic slave trade. In this

role the Dutch followed the precedent of the Portuguese. Beginning in

1635. Dutch planters on the sugar plantations of Brazil greatly

increased their requests for slaves. Six years later. Johan Maurits.

the Governor of Brazil. requested the importation of 15.000 black slaves

annually; The'WIC was not able to comply with these demands. however.

During the year 164“. only 5.565 slaves were reportedly shipped to

Brazil. For the years of 1636-16h5. a most active slaving period for

the Dutch. the totel number of slaves was 23,163.73 or less then 3,000

per*year. Pieter Hbrtamer. the Dutch director at Luanda. reported in

1642 that the Portuguese could more easily transport 500 slaves in a

caravel than the Dutch 300 in a large 8hlp.7u This would suggest that

the Dutch were still inexperienced in the techniques of slaving at that

time.

Corneliss. Jol. alias Kapitein Routebeen. 1626-16b0,"‘ngwest-Indische

GEO. Vol. XXIV (1”2). Pe 3e

71WOP 19 pe 138e

72V“ ”tin. pe 314

7Elk-sin- 1. pp. 13840. end 1&2.

7”Menkman. "Nederlandse en vreemde slavenvaart.” p. 101.
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If the years between the mid-1630's and mid-4640's saw an

increase in Dutch involvement in the slave trade. a period of decline

followed. This was due to a variety of factors. including financial

difficulties of the “10.75 resilience of the Portuguese. and the

entrance of other European powers in the slave trade. In 1655 the

VIC sent a new Director-General. Jacob chhaver. to the African coast

with specific instructions to revive the slave trade from its recent

decline.76 Although the Dutch came to replace the Portuguese as the

most powerful European nation on the west African coast. they were

never able to establish as tight a monopoly as their predecessors had

held for more than a century. As hard as they tried. the Dutch WIC

could not prevent the development of mutual toleration among Europeans

on the African coast.77

The acquisition of Brazil plantations caused the Dutch to

engross themselves in the slave trade. and the slave trade in turn

prompted them to seek control of the west African coast. Dutch mer.

chants had frequented the African coast regularly since 1593.78 The

 

75Menkman. 2 West-mischeM. p. 125: F. Snapper.

Qgrlogsinvloeden Q Ovegeese hands; mm (Amsterdam.

dissertation. 195%. P. 77.

75setelbend. p. 1. Rmhever had held this position during

the 16km s. and as such had gained considerable experience in the slave

trade.

77Devies. pp. 8-11: end Ratelband. p. L.

78L'Honore Naber. pp. 8.12. The Dutch captain Barend Ericksz

is generally credited with the inauguration of the trade with Africa. as

he was the first to make a successful trading mission to the Guinea

coast in 1593. An occasional Dutch ship may have sailed to Africa

before this time (Naber points out that a Flemish ship went to Africa as

early as 11‘75) but after 1593 the trade with Africa became an ordinary

phenomenon for Dutch sailors. In 1600 Amsterdam merchants organized the
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first Dutch base. the fortress of Nassau. was established near the town

of Mori in 1612. Other trading depots or "factories." as they were

usually called. were added gradually. In 1625. the Dutch made an unsuc.

cessful attempt to capture Elmina.79 the principal Portuguese fortress

on the Gold Coast. Twelve years later. however. they managed to take

the stronghold. Luanda and other Portugueso bases on the Angola and

Loango coastal area were taken in 1641. When the Gold Coast fort at

Axim fell to the Dutch in 1&2. their replacement of Portuguese hegemony

on the west African coast had been completed. Elmina and Luanda were

responses to the urgings of the Dutch planters in Brazil.80 which sup-

ports the notion that the demand for slaves was a prominent motive for

the Dutch establishnent on the African coast.

Even when the Portuguese reasserted their hegemony in the

Angola-Loango region by recapturing Luanda in 16h8 and driving the Dutch

from Brazil in 165“. the slave trade continued to preoccupy the W1C.

Its strong position on the Guinea coast allowed sufficient access to the

source of slaves. This. combined with the experience gained from the

trade to Brazil. enabled the Dutch to retain a leading role in the

 

first Dutch Africa compam. one of the many predecessors of the Dutch

WIC. For the early Dutch contact with Africa consult also the works by

Rateth and P. W. Klein' s. E Trimn in g: .eventiende eeuw (Assen:

Van Gorcum. 1965).

79The official Portuguese name of the castle was Sac Jorge da

Mina. which was frequently abbreviated to A Mina. and later to Elmina.

The African town adjoining the fortress was also known by this last

name. Da Mina means mine. and alludes to a gold mine. While no gold

was ever mined there. this was the place where the Portuguese first

bought gold from the Africans in 11571. and where ten years later they

built their principal stronghold on the west African coast. See

Ratelband . pp. lxiv-lxx.

800D”? I. pp. 139Me
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Atlantic slave trade. Although there are no statistics to prove it.

it is reasonable to assime that during the middle of the seventeenth

century Holland and Portugal jointly dominated the traffic in slaves.81

The Portuguese separation from Spain in 161+0. and the termination of

the Eighty Year War between Holland and Spain aided in opening another

slave market for the Dutch. viz. the Spanish colonies. Periodically

Dutch ships also supplied English and French Host Indian islands with

slaves.82

In 1&2. the WIC director at Luanda. Arnoud van Liebergen,

suggested to his superiors in Holland that the Antilles' island of

Curacao would serve as a convenient depot for the slave trade with

the American mainland.83 Because Brazil was so much closer to Africa.

and the planters there demanded slaves continually. the company direc-

tors at first ignored the suggestion.8n Correspondence from Curacao

confirms. however. that by 1657 the island was being used for purposes

suggested by Vin Liebergen.85 In 1668 some 3,000 black slaves were

counted on the island. and since the island itself did not need such

a large slave population. it may be assumed that the majority were

 

81Snapper. p. 117.

82Menkman. "Nederland in Amerika on West Afrika." p. 1+1.

83Overeem. pp. 15-16. Curacao had been captured by the Dutch

in 163”. Since it was not very suitable for plantation agriculture.

it was used primarily for a general depot and naval base of the WIC.

8“'Menlcman. "Nederlandse on vreemde slavenvaart." pp. 98. 100

SM 1°2e

85Dorman. I. p. 137.
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intended for re-exportation to the mainland.86 Roessingh claims that

for the period of 1660-1713 Curacao functioned as one of the most impor-

tant slave trade import depots for the new world.87

During the 1660's the Dutch began to establish plantation colo-

nies in the Guianas. primarily in the valleys of the Suriname. Berbice,

and Essequibo rivers. These. in addition to a few West Indian islands

under Dutch control. also became important slave markets for the Dutch.

The colony of Surinam (Dutch Guiana) in particular attracted a large

number of slaves.88

During the second half of the seventeenth century Dutch partici-

pation in the Atlantic slave trade grew steadily and may have out.

distanced the Portuguese. Several authorities have speculated that

toward the end of the century the Dutch Republic had become the most

prominent slaving nation.89 The acquisition of the Spanish Asiento.90

 

86finger I. p. 1%.

87Menlcman. "Nederlandse en vreemde slavenvaart." p. 100: and

M. P. H. Roessingh in a shortly to be published encyclopedia on Dutch

West-India. under the entrances "Asiento" and "Curacao." Most of the

slaves were fetched from Curacao in small Spanish boats from the

Spanish colonies on the mainland. On a few occasions Dutch slaving

ships were allowed to embark in the Spanish ports of Cartagena. Vera

Cruz. and Porto Belo. but according to the treaty of Munster (16%)

Dutch and Spanish ships were instructed to avoid each other's harbors.

88Van Dantzig. p. 78: Unger I. p. 1&3.

89(Inger I. p. 153: S. van Brakel. ”Bescheiden over do slaven-

handel der WIC." Eggnomisch-Hifigrisch J ek. IV (1918). p. 53:

Michael Crowder. _T_h_g §tog g Nigeria (London: Faber and Faber. 1966).

pe 73e

9oAsiento is a Spanish legal term designating contracts between

the Spanish goverr-ent and private individuals. The most comprehensive

study of the nature and history of the Asiento is contained in Scello's

article cited above. and also in his uncompleted three volume study on

the slave trade: Histoire pgiitgue g_e_ _1_9_ treite Noggiere Lug Indes

g; Castgle. 1906. See also Curtin. p. 21.
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a contract or license to supply the wanish colonies with slaves. by

the WIC in 1662 was an important breakthrough and contributed to Dutch

prominence in the slave trade. The contract of 1662 called for the

importation of 2.000 black slaves annually. By 1675. the periodically

renewed contract committed the Dutch to the transportation of 15000

slaves a year.91 Although conclusive statistical evidence is lacking.

it is frequently claimed that the Dutch dominated the slave trade

during the following decade. and perhaps during the remainder of the

century.92 The importance of slaving during this period is confirmed

by the elaborate WIC instructions regulating this trede.93 spenish

agents of the Asiento admitted in 1681. and again in 1685. that the

Dutch were the "sole satisfactory source of blacks." and that they

"controlled the slave trade with America." By contrast. French and

English companies were unable to meet the obligations of their Asiento

agreements during this period.94 Although Dutch participation in the

slave trade continued to be formidable during the early part of the

 

91Van Brakel. p. 53; Unger I. p. 1%.

92anger I. p. 1117; Van Brakel. p. 53; end I. a. Wright. "The

Coyaans Assiento. 1685.-1689." Bi ra voor vaderlandse geschiedenis

33W. Vol. VI (182“ . p. . See p. 102 below.

93unger I. p. 153. The WIC published an instruction sheet.

consisting of 1+4 articles. for captains of slaving ships. The publica-

tion date of the original doctment is in doubt. but it appeared at least

after 1671}. See WIC (see list of dcmentary abbreviations. p. xiii).

Vol. 832. pp. 367-”. This 20 page handwritten copy dates to 1682.

9"wright. p. 2». The quotations are taken from Miss Wright's

article. not from the Spanish correspondence.
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eighteenth century. and numerically increased.95 their role in the

traffic was gradually eclipsed by the French and the English. who

stepped up their slaving activities drastically during this century.

In view of the facts that the North American colonies did not

require large numbers of slaves before 1700. that the slave labor of

Brazil was supplied largely by the Portuguese. and that Spain had no

direct access to Africa. the Spanish American colonies were the most

coveted slave markets for the European maritime powers. This made the

Spanish Asientos. often termed Asiento 93 Lem. extremely desirable

for European traders and nations. and also a significant institution

for the Atlantic slave trade.

In 1528 the Spanish crown issued the first of these Asientos

to two Flemish merchants. It called for the importation of l+,000

black slaves over a period of four years for a payment of 20.000 ducats

to the Spanish treasury.96 As a rule. the asientists or asientists

(the persons cbligating themselves to the crown) sold licenses to

individual merchants or trading companies to carry out part or all of

the contract.” Initially. the Portuguese bought most of these

 

95Menkman. in Nederlmgzsm g; es , p. 60. According

to Menkman' s estimates. at the beginning of the eighteenth century the

Dutch were carrying approximately 8.000 slaves across the Atlantic.

But this definitely is an inflated figure. as will be shown in

Chapter Ive PPe 102-103e

96Unger I. p. 125: and Scelle. p. 620. The Asientos consti-

tuted a major source of income for the Spanish crown.

97Unger I. p. 1%: and Scelle. p. 620. Licenses granting

govermental sanction for the importation of slaves into the Spanish

colonies were issued by the Spanish government for the greater part of

the sixteenth century. The licensee differed from the Asientos in that

the latter were contractual agreements between two parties.
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licenses. After the political union of Spain and Portugal in 1580.

the Portuguese increasingly monopolized the slave trade to the Spanish

colonies. In 1595. the Portuguese (in the person of Pedro Gomez Reynal)

came to control the Asiento. and.they continued to do so until their

independence from Spain in 16l+0.98

During the two decades following the Spanish-Portuguese separa-

tion. no newmAsientos were contracted. Spanish planters in the new'

world needed slaves. however. and widespread smuggling with English,

Dutch. and other European traders resulted.99 When in 1662 a new

Asiento was issued to two Genoese merchants. Grillo and Lomelin. the

Dutch W1C had become the logical supplier of slaves for the Spanish

colonies. For the remainder of that century the WIC was the most

active subcontractor of the Asientists.1oo After 1670 the administra-

tion of the Asiento was financed by Dutch bankers. and during the

following decade (1685.1689) it was even administered by Dutch sub-

jects.101

After 16b0, the Asiento became an important element in intera

national diplomacy. It constituted a significant factor in Dutch-

Spanish relations during the 1670's and subsequent decades. and Euro-

pean powers vied for its control: in 1701 the French King Louis XIV

98Unger I. p. 135: and Scelle. p. 622.

99Scelle. p. 628.

1°01 number of these contracts with the we have been published

by Vin Brakel and Kernkamp (see articles cited above). In addition. a

whole volume of unpublished "slave contracts" can be found in the

archives of the Second WIC (Vol. 783).

1”Wright. pp. 23ff. This was the so-called beman's Asiento.

which is the subject of Miss Wright's article.
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coerced the Spanish government into granting the asiento to the French

Company of Guinea. In 1713. it was made an integral part of the Treaty

of Utrecht. which stipulated that the privileges of the asiento should

be enjoyed by the English nation.102 The Dutch involvement with the

asiento during the years 1675-1701 will be discussed at greater length

in Ch‘pur Ve

 

102Scelle. pp. 631-38 and 651-52.
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CHAPTER II

THE W1C ON THE GUINEA COAST

Commercial profit was the principal inducement for Eurcpeans

to visit and live on the west African coast prior to the nineteenth

century. This primacy of trade was reflected in the European nomen—

clature of West Africa's coastal regions. Rather than adopting terms

of African derivation. Europeans tended to name coastal regions after

the principal commercial items acquired in a specific area. Hence.

such names as Ivory Coast. Gold Coast. and Slave Coast were commonly

applied to the various regions of the Guinea Coast.1

The term Guinea was generally applied to the West African

coastline between the Senegal river and Cape Lopez. The coastal area

in the immediate vicinity of the Gambia and Senegal rivers was commonly

referred to as Senegambia. The name Angola. prior to the establishment

of the Portuguese colony by that name. was usually applied to the area

between Cape Lopez and the Kalahari desert. The northernmost portion

 

1Several descriptions of the African coastal regions made by

Europeans during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries have survived.

Chief among these are the following writings by Dutch traders and

writers: P. de Mhrees. Beschrijvinghe ende Historische Verhael‘ggthgt,

qut Kgninkzzck van Guinea The Hague: M. Nijhoff. 1912 - originally

published in 1 0.23? Olfert Dapper. Naukeuri e beschrijvinge £135

Afrikaensche gewesten (Amsterdam: 1668); Willem Bosman. Nauwkeuri e

Eschriszng la_n_ g3 Guinese ggud- gr; slavekuat . . . (Utrecht. 17$).

The works of Mhrees and Bosman have been translated into English; see

Bibliography below.
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of this area has also been called the Loango Coast. after a seventeenth-

century port in that region. The Dutch traded mostly in the Loango

region. although they usually referred to this as Angola.2

The Senegambia Coast apparently held little commercial attrac-

tion for the Dutch WIC during the period covered by this dissertation.

A WIC document of 1679 makes reference to a lodge or factory at the

Gambia river and one at Cape lopez.3 but after this date significant

references to this area are lacking in WIC correspondence.

The major scene of Dutch trading activities was the Guinea

Coast. and it therefore deserves more detailed consideration. The

western portion of the Guinea Coast. from the Gambia to modern Ghana.

is often referred to es the Windward Coest.“ Like Senegambia. this

area was largely by-passed by WIC ships. as the onshore winds and

ocean currents made coastal trade very difficult for the smalll sailing

vessels of the company. An unpublished seventeenth century Dutch

docuent. describing the commercial merits of the West African coast.

commences its description with the Ivory Coast. the eastern portion of

the Windward Coest.5 It was not until the eighteenth century thet the

 

28cc p. 5 above and also the article by Mrs. Martin cited on

thet page. Mamix (pp. iii—19) divides the West African coast into

Senegambia. Upper Guinea and Lower Guinea. He includes Angola in Lower

Guinea. and places the demarcation line between the two Guineas at

Calabar. the area where the river Niger flows into the Gulf of Guinea.

39110. Vol. 832. Pa 11o

“The Windward Coast corresponds with the coasts of the modern

states of Guinea. Sierra Leone. Liberia. and Ivory Coast. For further

discussion of the Windward Coast. see Mannix. p. 15. and Wyndham. p. l+5.

5m. Folder 802. This citation refers to a docmnent entitled

"Corte memorie in hot generaal van do tegenwoordige behandelinge van de

limiten van den Octroye van de Geoctroyeerde West Indischo Compagnie
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WIC began to trade in this area on a regular basis. After the 1730's

Dutch free traders (vessels not sailing under the auspices of the WIC)

began to buy large numbers of slaves while sailing along the Grain

Coast.(moderniLiberia) and the IveryCoast.6

The coastal area of greatest interest to the Dutch as well as

other Europeans was the Gold Coast. an area roughly coterminous with

modern Ghana. Here most of the European forts. including the Elmina

castle. and lodges were located. As indicated by its name. gold was

the principal commodity sold here by African traders. Trade was not

limited to gold. however: there was a variety of other commercial

transactions. alave trading included. A report from Africa in 1669

indicates that at that time the Gold Coast factories were offering

very few's'laves.7 But during the eighteenth century. when the trade

in gold declined. the slave trade increased in this region. In 1726.

the WIC director reported to his superiors in Holland that the "Gold

Coast . e e M become a slave coast."8

During the second half of the seventeenth century the coast-

lines cf the present republics of Togo and Dahomey acquired the name

 

dezen landes." From the contents it appears to have been written

between the years 1659 and 1667. most likely at the end of this period.

Dapper's description of.Africa starts the Guinea Coast with the Grain

curbs

6The role of the free traders is discussed extensively in

subsequent chapters. particularly in Chapter VI.

7Nii, vol. 2231. p. 100.

8WIC. vol. 387. p. 63. Vin Dantsig (p. #8) confirms the same

notion in reference to the middle of the eighteenth century.
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Slave Coast.9 This area. east of the Gold Coast. was generally bypassed

by European ships until the slave trade became a formidable aspect of

the European commerce with Africa. After the rapid expansion of the

Atlantic slave trade in the 1640's European slavers went to the Slave

Coast regularly. The document just cited states that the WIC alone

(during the mid-1660's) bought between 2,500 and 3,000 slaves in this

area annually.

The Portuguese had purchased slaves on the Slave Coast as early

as the sixteenth century. The small number of slaves involved were

taken either to Brazil or employed in Africa on the Gold Coast or on

the island of 83b Thomé.10 In 1639 the Dutch'WIC sent an agent to

supervise slaving to the Slave Coast area. The arrangement continued

to be tentative. however. as slaving was carried on primarily from

ships permanently anchored in a lagoon.11 By 16h? the Dutch still had

not established an onshore lodge. although the local African authorities

had allowed them to store nerohsndiss on the bench.12 Shortly there-

after. however. they joined the Portuguese. the French. and the English

in establishing permanent lodges on the Slave Coast.13 The slave trade

 

9GAR. Folder 802. This Dutch document (see note 5). apparently

written during the mid-1660's. does not use the term Slave Coast.

Instead. it employed the broader description "Bochte" or Eight in

reference to the coast between the river Volta and Cape Lopez.

1oRatelband. p. lxxix; th Dantzig. p. 62.

11The Dutch called these ships '1eggers.” See p. 65'helow.

12Raterand. pp. lxxxblxxxi.

13Van Dantsig (p. 63) points out that the Spanish also tried to

get a foothold on the Slave Coast in 1658. but without success.
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increased rapidly in this area during the second half of the seventeenth

century. A French slaver estimated that at its zenith in 1716 as many

as 1#.OOO slaves were transacted at Whydah. the major port on the Slave

Coast.14

The Dutch showed relatively little interest in the area east of

the Slave Coast. the Bights of Benin and Biafra. Small WIC boats traded

in these regions periodically. but no large quantities of slaves were

purchased. it Benin. where the WIC had a lodge on occasions during the

period between 1660 and 17h0.15 rubber (gem) and sandalwood (roothout)

were the principal export products.16 Once in a while a WIC coastal

heat would fetch a few slaves from here and bring them to Elmina.17

It does not appear that the WIC ever had a permanent foothold

at the Niger Delta and Rio Calabar: however. coastal yachts of the

company purchased a variety of goods at Calabar. including some slaves.

On a few occasions small slaving ships were even sent to Calabar. but

these slaves were employed as laborers for the company on the Gold

Coast forts and not for the regular slave trade.18

 

1“C. W. Newbury. The Western Slave Coast 229 its Rulers (Oxford:

C1arendon.Press. 1961). p. 22.

1SCAR. Folder 802: and NBKG. vol. 1. Minutes of 7/11/170h.

10/1/1716. end 10/15/1738.

16ANBG. Vol. 236. p. 61. In 1715 the WIC signed a contract with

the king of Benin agreeing to send three or four ships annually to this

port-

17w1c. Vol. 102. p. #27; WIC. Vol. 103. p. 153. The first of

these citations dates to 1715 and makes reference to twelve slaves pur-

chased at Benin. The second reports that from May through.August. 1716.

one slave had been bought at Benin.

13mm. Vol. 5. Minutes min/1710; end we. Vol. #85, p. 327.
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Before the middle of the eighteenth century WIC documents

repeatedly refer to Angola and the Slave Coast as the prime slaving

areas for the compeny.19 It was from the Angola-Loango Coast that in

1626 the Dutch officially started their participation in the slave

trade. During the following year the WIC sent its first factor to

Loango for the purpose of supervising the slave trade there.20 Although

trade progressed only slowly at first. a report of the 1660's indicates

that the WIC was exporting 3.000 slaves from this area annually.21 The

same report makes mention of lodges at Malemba. Angooy and Sonho. but

apparently these were not maintained because in 1679 the WIC directors

in Holland decided to establish a second Angola lodge at either Angooy

or’Mhlemba.22 Sometime during the 1680's the WIC lodges on the Angola-

Loango coasts were discontinued.23 but in 1722 WIC directors again

decided to re-establish e lodge et.1oengo.2“' As lete as 17nd corre-

spondence from Africa still made reference to a lodge at Loango.25

 

19See Appendith. which lists most of the Dutch slavers dis.

patched to Africa.

20Martin. p. 11. See also p. 27 above.

21MB. Folder 802.

ZZWIC. Vol. 832. p. 11: H. Herman. "Onse besittingen op de Kust

van Guinea en de krijgsverrichtengen aldaar. 1598-1872." Vol. II (The

Bag": typewritten manuscript at Rijksarchief. 1925). p. 30. Herman

points out that there was a lodge at Malemba in 1675.

23wlc. vol. 268. The triennial wIc ledger of the years 1684.

1686 shows a loss of F.6007212z8 (guilders) as a result of discontinua-

tion of the lodges at "Angola.”

2"talc. vol. 56. p. 192.

ZSMCC. v01. 1‘88.
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Unfortunately. very little data on the Loango slave trade has

been preserved. The primary reason for this is that the slave trade

in this area was administered differently from that on the Guinea Coast.

WIC ships slaving on the Guinea Coast had to report their transactions

to the Director-General at Elmina. win in turn reported back to Holland.

This meant that at least three copies were made of the commercial trans-

actions. which greatly increased the chances of their survival.26

Slavers sailing to Angola. however. usually stopped at Elmina for

refreshments and repairs. but once they left Elmina the captains were

on their own in the transaction of trade: they were not required to

report to Elmina and sailed directly from Angola to the Americas.27

With their hegemony on the West African coast. the Dutch were

well suited for the systematic exploitation of the Atlantic slave trade.

Their merchant marine grew larger than that of am other nation during

the seventeenth century.28 and wealthy Dutch merchants and bankers were

eager to invest their capital in lucrative trading ventures.29

 

25mm. Vol. 236. Minutes 3/16/1716.

27m. Vol. 102. p. 350; end Vol. 99. p. uao.

23.1. c. Mollema. Geschiedenis m Neder end is: 243 (u vols.:

Amsterdam: N. V.. Joost van den Vondel. 1939 . Vol. I. p. M. The

Dutch merchant fleet was estimated to number 20.000 vessels in 1672.

For a history and evaluation of the Dutch maritime strength see mpper.

PP. 77s 156e ‘nd 177-ace

29C. R. Hour. The; Dutch §gaborne m. 1600-1800 (New York:

A. Knopf. 1965). pp. 90-92. 105. and 112. The Dutch achieved the height

of their power and colonial expansion in 16148. when their independence

from Spain was internationally recognised in the Treaty of Westphalia.

known to the Dutch as the Peace of Munster. Thereafter the Republic

experienced periodic decline and growth. until after the Peace of

Utrecht in 1713-1” it was decisively outdistanced in colonial expansion

by England and France. Bonr's book is a valuable assessment of the

Dutch colonial empire.
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Like other European nations. the Dutch Republic had sponsored

the organization of two powerful chartered companies. the East India

company in 1602. and the'WIC in 1621. Organizationally patterned after

the East India Company. the WIC received a governmental monopoly for

trade on the coasts of the Atlantic Ocean.30 But unlike the successful

and profitable East India trading company. the WIC had from the outset

a dual function: it was involved in the commerce across the Atlantic.

'but its "foremost task was to carry on hostilities against Spain.” the

enemy of the United Republic.31 Until 16h8 the WIC's most lucrative

activities were piracy. or "honest piracy" (eerlijcke kaepvaart). as

the government-sanctioned32 capture of foreign ships was dubbed by

contemporaries.33

The rapid expansion of the Atlantic slave trade as a result of

the spread of sugar plantations came thus at an opportune time. and

provided the WIC with a new lease on life that was eagerly grasped by

 

”For the founding end history of the WIC see Menkman's De; West-

IndischeW. and the biography of the founder of the WIC.

C. Ligtenberg's Willem Usselinx (Utrecht: A. Oosthoek. 19115). David

Hannay. _'1_‘_h_e_ Great Chartered Mani” (London: Williams and Norgate.

1926). provides a brief analysis of the Dutch chartered companies in

English.

31Pieter Geyl. 11113 Netherlghdg in 3:33 Seventeenth Centm (2

vols.: New York: Barnes end Noble. 19617. Vol. I. pp. 189.90.

33P. W. Klein. gs Trippen i_n_ d_e_ zeventiende eeuw. p. 1110. The

Dutch States-General instifiltionelieed th__ispiracy (ha—pmrt) in e

resolution in 160“. even before the existence of the WIC.

 

33Van Dantzig. p. 20: Overeem. p. 9: and Boxer. gig 2339;: Sea:

liege Eire. p. 25. Overeem states that the WIC captain Jol. on his

expedition to Brazil in 1631. had explicit instructions to do as much

ham to the enenw (Spain and Portugal) as possible. The most lucrative

prize ever captured by the WIC was the 30 vessel Spanish silver fleet

in 1628. which innertalised the name of the WIC comander. Piet Heyn.

for posterity.
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its directors. In a short time the slave trade became the most impor.

tant branch of the company's commercial activities: the Director.

General called it in 1705 the "true cornerstone" of the WIC. a sentiment

that was repeatedly echoed during the following year. 3“ The slave trade

was continued as a company monopoly longer than any other branch of

comerce.”

The general administration of the WIC was in the hands of ten

directors (before the WIC's reorganization in 1674 there were nineteen

directors) who were appointed by the five regional chambers36 and by

the States-General of the Republic. The directors. or "The Ten"

(Tienen) as they were usually called. not only once every two or three

years to decide on extremely important issues. while the day to day

administration was carried out by the directors of the regional chambers

of Amsterdam or Zeelend.37

The highest authority and representative of the WIC in Africa

was the Director-General (Directeur-Generaal).38 stationed at the castle

 

3"was. Vol. 1. Minutes 2/u/17os; WIC. Vol. 56. p. 206 (172a);

end VWIS. No. 13 (1787).

35Roess:|.ngh. "West Indische Compagnie."

35Those regional chambers were: Amsterdam. Zeoland. Maze (the

Rotterdam area). Noorderkwartier (the towns north of Amsterdam). and

Stad en Lande (the northern provinces of Groningen and Friesland).

37As a rule. the Amsterdam chamber (by far the most prestigious

and wealthiest) chaired the WIC for periods of six years. alternated by

two years of administrative supervision of the Zeeland chamber. Those

years of supervision reflect the relative influence of the tvp most

pwgwerful WIC chambers. which frequently feudod over major policy of the

C.

38This position dates back to 1637. when the Dutch captured the

Elmina stronghold. Other titles such as Commander. Captain. and

Admiral-General have also been employed during the early years. A





35

at Elmina.39 Appointed by The Ten. the DirectorbGeneral had jurisdic-

tion.over all political. military. Judicial. and commercial activities

of WIC personnel stationed in Africa and WIC ships on the African coast.

He was assisted by'a council. consisting of the DirectorbGeneral him-

self. the Fiscal (Fiscaal).’+0 plus several of the highest ranking

company officials stationed in Africa.“1 The Council met at irregular

intervals (after 1760 six times annually)“2 to discuss the execution of

policies and orders sent from The Ten or the presiding chamber. In

theory. decisions were made by a plurality of votes (the Director.

General possessing two).l+3 But in essence. as Willem Bosman complains.

the DirectorbGeneral had absolute authority: the other»members of the

 

complete list (barring a few inaccuracies) of the years of service of

the various Director-Generals is printed in Brodie Cruickshank. Eighteen

Tog! ‘Ln Lh_e_ @ld Coagt 93; Africa (London: Cass. 1966). pp. 1-5. This

work was first published in 1853. but this list was added in the new

edition or 1855e

”From 16112 until 16% the WIC's interests in Africa were

administered (in theory at least) by three separate commanders. one for

the Guinea Coast. one for the Angola Coast. and one for the island of

Sic Thomé. In 16h8 the areas were reduced to two. the Southern and the

Northern African Coasts. In practice there was usually only one

Directogzgeneral who continued to boast both titles for several decades

if“? 1 e

uoBesidos being a high ranking member of the Council of the

DirectorbGenoral. the Chief Fiscal supervised matters pertaining to

revenues and the judiciary. A considerable portion of his income was

drawn from confiscations and fines leveled against Africans. See

Ratelband. p. lviii.

“WIC. VOle 109. We 52'53e

“ZWIC. vol. 57. p. 78. A nearly complete set of the council

meetings held after 1700 has been preserved in the ANBG collection in

the Archives at The Hague. A number of the council members were sta-

tioned at the outer forts and had to travel a considerable distance to

the meetings at Elmina.

“3141c. Vol. 109. p. 53.
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Council were merely "yes men" used by their superior to cover up for

his mistakes.uh On a few occasions. however. the Council members

actually placed restrictions on the Director-General and in one instance

they simply boycotted the Council meetings.“5

On the average. the company had 200 to 300 persons on the pays

roll who were stationed on the African const.“6 About one-fourth of

these men were considered civil servants.“7 engaged in either administra-

tive and/or commercial activities. The remaining 75 per cent of the WIC

personnel was primarily made up of soldiers. sailors. and a few crafts.

men. Figure 2 on page 37 illustrates the ranking system used for the

civil servants employed by the WIC. The accompanying diagram charts

the most prominent functions immediately subordinate to the Director.

General.“8 ‘With the exception of the Factory Masters (the local agents

of the WIC). all of the persons assigned to the functions listed were

stationed at Elmina.

 

l“‘Bosman. pp. 100-102. Bosman was a member of the Council for

several years and was undoubtedly resentful of his subordination to the

Director-General.

h5ANBG. Vol. h. Minutes. 10/1/1708: and Vol. 8. Minutes.

8/12/1738. Bosman's allegation repeatedly finds support in the Council

minutes. Nearly every new administration leveled severe criticism

against the faults of the one that preceded.

“6This is confirmed by the numerous personnel rosters dispersed

throughout the WIC papers.

“Vsosnen. pp. a end 99. Bosman suggests thet of the 200 to 300

persons on the company payroll between 40 to 60 were civil servants.

engaged in administrative and commercial activities.

“8The information on the chart is largely derived from Bosman.

pp. 9lh99. A few adjustments have been made in the translations. The

original Dutch ranks are given in parentheses.
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The Fiscal. the Chief Commissioners (including the Chief

Factor).u9 and the Superintendent were members of the Council. Factory

Masters of the most prominent factories. who held the rank of Commis-

sioner. were as a rule also made members of the Council. Promotions

were made by authorities in Holland. on the recommendation of the

Director-General.”

When a DirectorbGeneral died and no specific directives regard-

ing the succession had been received from Helland. the Council named a

temporary successor with the title of President. Eventually. the Presi-

dent was either replaced or confirmed as Director-General by The Ten.51

The Fiscal has often been considered the second in command on the coast.

but from the Council minutes it appears that the Chief Factor had

greater influence and succeeded to the highest post more frequently.52

The post of Chief Factor went as a rule to the most influential

Chief-Commissioner. His function was similar to that of the Factory

Masters. except that his duties were confined to matters of trade.

whereas the Factory Masters were in complete charge of their factories.

 

ugRatelband. p. lxiii. Considerable confusion concerning these

terms has been created in the literature. particularly in the English

translations where the term Factor is used for either Chief Factor at

Elmina. Commissioner. or Factory Master.

50m. Vol. 110. p. 20h.

51Conn1micetione between Holland end Africa were usually

extremely slow: an exchange of letters might take as long as six months.

and in time of war even longer.

52Ratelband. p. lviii: Bosman. p. 95: ANBG. Vol. 1. Minutes.

12/hli709: vol. #. Minutes. 3/31/1711. The last citation confirms an

order from The Ten that the Chief Factor was second in command.

reversing a decision of the Council in 170% which placed the Fiscal in

that position. Personal rivalries may have been at stake in this con-

flict.
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Being stationed in Elmina. however. the Chief Factor's prestige was

coupled with greater responsibility. and be generally functioned as

the adjutant to the Director-General as well.53

The Equipment Master (Eguipgge‘Meester)Su supervised food

supplies. building materials. and was also in charge of the Service

Corps of the WIC establishment on the coast. The latter included the

sailors on the coastal vessels. the craftsmen. and the slaves which the

company kept for manual labor at the factories.55

The Ensign (Vhandri was the highest ranking and only military

officer on the coast. Re supervised the military establishment on the

coast and was in charge of the Elmina garrison.56 The clerical staff

consisted of several civil servants who worked as administrators at

Elmdna. Chief among them were the BookkeeporbGeneral or First Book.

keeper and the First Secretary. each of whom had a number of assistants.

The function of Chaplain (Predikant) was usually vacant or occupied by

an unordained minister - a Reader or Councillor (Ziekentroostor) ..

who preached and officiated at funerals and other religious coremonials

 

”Bosses. p. 95.

5"It is difficult to find a meaningful English translation for

this title. The translators of Bosman used the term warehouse Keeper.

however. the Equipment Master had a warehouse Keeper as a subordinate.

His function may be compared to that of Quartermaster General in the

am. but since this term is strictly related to the army the more

literal translation of Equipment Master (gigging; Meester) has been

used here.

55am. Vol. 113. p. 596; ANBG. Vol. 278. No. it; end Ratelband.

p. lxi. The first citation lists the various functions subordinate to

the Superintendent.

55w:c. Vol. #88. pp. 190.91. In 1736 military personnel on

the coast numbered 1&2 out of a total of Zhh: #3 of the 192 were sta.

tionod at Elmina.
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of the Dutch community on the cosst.57

Approximately half of the WIC personnel in Africa were stationed

at Elmina:58 the remainder lived on the "outer forts" (Bgitgg_§ggtgg).

as the Dutch usually referred to the castles and lodges along the coast

with the exception of Elmina. The accompanying map indicates the approx-

imate locations of the Dutch fectories.59 The difference between the

status of a fort and a lodge is that the former had a well fortified

walled-in area or castle designated by a separate name. On occasions

forts were demoted to lodges by drastically diminishing the number of

WIC servants stationed at the place: this was done to several WIC forts

in the years 1768 end again in 1717.60 The WIC only established

strongly fortified factories on the Gold Coast. and limited their fac-

tories elsewhere on the west African coast to lodges. By 1700 the Dutch

had eight fair sized forts and tworsmall ones on the Gold Coast.61

Nearly all of the company lodges on the Gold Coast were developed into

forts during the eighteenth century. while the Dutch abandoned their

 

”Bosman. p. 97.

58The rosters of WIC personnel on the African Coast can be

located in WIC. Vols. 101-115 and “87-991.

59A few of the forts and lodges of rival European nations have

been listed along with those of the Dutch. since they will be mentioned

repeatedly in the text. The names of the Dutch castles or fortified

places are given in parentheses. The years during which the Dutch held

possession of the factories is also indicated in the chart. The sources

consulted for this chart are: William E. F. Ward. _A_ History 2; Ghana.

(2nd ed.: London: Allen end Unwin. 1958). p. 92; Van Dantzig. p. 56;

John D. Fage. Q Atlas 9; African Histon (London: E. Arnold. 1958).

p. 18. These sources have been supplemented with a variety of inci-

dental information from documentary evidence.

6°Herman. p. 65; NBKG. Vol. 6. Minutes. u/2/1717.

61A. W. Lawrence. kids Castles _a_r_;c_i_ Forts 9; West Africa (London:

J. CIpO. 1963). p. 51.
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lodges elsewhere on the African coast during the same time.

The EurOpeans serving the WIC in Africa were by-and-large a

pitiable lot: the frequently used designation of "dregs of the nations"

is quite appropriate. Drawn from various European countries. they

included convicts and beggars. Fhuployment with the WIC was considered

inferior to that of the Dutch East India Company. and the disease-ridden

West African coast was one of the least desirable stations of the WIC

territories. A chance for rapid promotion for those fortunate enough to

survive was one of the major attractions for service in Africa.62 The

qualifications for ranking civil service status were therefore minimal:

apparently one had to be able to read and write. because complaints from

Factory Masters indicate that some assistants barely not those stand-

ands.63

It is safe to surmise that most of the Europeans who served on

the Guinea Coast lost their lives there. This was due largely to the

incompatible tropical climate to which Europeans were unaccustomed.

Elmina. which housed the largest European colony. was a particularly

unhealthful place.6u The tropical heat. the excessive humidity. and

 

6230mm. pp. 50-5“: Ward. p. 90.

63mm. V01. 12, Minutes. 10/29/1769 and 1/19/1767. The last

citation reveals that no member of the Council was able to read either

English or French. and that they had to postpone action for several

days until a letter from the English at Cape Coast had been translated.

6“J. A. de Marr6e. Reizen gp _e_n_ beschrijving van 9; Goudkust

123 Guinea (2 vols.: The Hare:Van Cleef. 1 17.1 1877'v61. II,

pp. 5-5. Marrée gives a vivid description of the unhealthfulness of

Elmina castle.





“3

the unpredictability65 of the climate made life in Africa extremely

unpleasant for Europeans. Added to this affliction were several deadly

trepical diseases. of which. according to Bosman. malaria and "worms"

(a parasite on the exterior of the human body) were the worst.66

To make matters worse. Europeans were unwilling to adopt African

standards and practices such as eating native food. They continued to

live primarily on salted and dried food imported from Holland. When

food shipments were tardy. as was the case in 1730. the Director.

General lamented to his superiors in Holland as follows:

. . . for to subsist on what grows here in this dry and

forlorn land. without shipments from the fatherlands. is

one of the addest conditions in the world. closely akin

to famine.6$

In addition to the unpleasant climate and the poor diet the Europeans

tended to drink excessively. lived in miserable quarters. were treated

by unskilled physicians. and received savage punishments when appre-

hended in a criminal offense.68

The average career expectancy of company servants on the African

coast has been estimated at four to five years. Those who were fortu-

nate enough to survive the first few years frequently served the company

twenty years or more.69 On the whole death rates on the coast were

 

6SBosman. pp. 104-11. Having spent more than ten years on the

Guinea Coast. Bosman was still unable to determine a predictable pattern

of the seasons. He finally concluded that there were two rainy. two

misty. and two windy seasons. Bosman's negativism reflects the attitude

of the Dutch civil servants appropriately.

66Boa-an. p. 108. Bosman presents a detailed description of the

symptoms and remedies for these diseases.

671m. Vol. #87. p. 359.

68Lawrence. p. 62. 69Ibid.. PP. 61-62.
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staggeringly high; frequently as may as twenty-five per cent of the

men died in one year.70 An analysis of . 11.1 of Directors-General for

the years 1638-1852 shows that fifty per cent died while in office.71

On the average they served approximately two years and seven months.

The Director-General serving the longest term of office was Pieter

Woortman. who served nearly thirteen years (1767-1780).72

One might assume that under such unpleasant working conditions

Europeans were lured to Africa through very high salaries. This was

not the case. however. for compared to the East India Company. service

for the WIC in West Africa was rewarded poorly. This was particularly

true for military personnel and low ranking civil servants. Promotion

was therefore the only avenue for making service in West Africa finan.

cially beneficial.

High ranking civil servants received sizable monthly salaries.

7O'Complete statistics on the death rate are not available.

therefore a random.selection will have to suffice. During the year

1729. 76 out of 335 persons serving on the coast died. In 1750. the

figures were #9 out of 212. While the roster of the year 177a is

missing. during the first nine months of that year as many as 72

persons had died. See respectively'WIC. vol. #87. p. 361: vol. #90,

P0 1753 m VOIa 29“. PP. 3-90

71Cruickshank. pp. 1-5. This calculation is based on the

1list of Directors-General appended by the editors to Cruickshank' s

k.

723cm of the Directors-General were appointed when they had

already served several years on the coast. Their time of service in

the capacity of Director-General does not therefore accurately reflect

their lifespan on the coast. This is outbalanced by the fact that

these persons usually lived a more comfortable life. and were often

selected from those servants on the coast who had already survived

the initial exposure to the tropics.
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plus fringe benefits and other emoluments.73 Fringe benefits included

wages for black servants. free room and board for the most prominent

officials residing at Elmina. and other revenues peculiar to one's

function.7u In addition. those involved in trade received special

emoluments consisting of either a commission on transacted merchandise.

a percentage of the company's net gain in Africa. or special "advances"

for the promotion of commerce. The higher the rank or position of civil

servants. the greater the Opportunities for fringe benefits. Factory

Masters. for example. received special advances to be used as gifts or

bribes for indigenous chiefs to earn their goodwill and thus encourage

the company's trade in the area.75

The Director-General was in a particularly good position to

add to his earnings. For every slave transacted by the company on the

Guinea Coast he received an emolument of one Achy. the equivalent of

 

73The following table shows approximately how'monthly salaries

ranged from the middle of the seventeenth to the middle of the eight-

eenth century. Sources are: WIC. vol. 111. p. 70: Vol. 114. p. 37:

Bosman. pp. 94-98: and Ratelband. pp. 11h1111. For a discussion of

comparative monetary values in use on the African coast see p. 195.

DirectoraGeneral f. 300

Chief Factor 100

Fiscal 50

Commissioners and Chief Commissioners 36-f.70

sub-Commissioners 24

Assistants 16

warehouse Keeper 80

Ensign 39

soldiers 8

sailors 9

craftsmen 15-f.28

7“The Fiscal. for example. received a percentage of all confis-

cated goods plus the fines levied on Africans.

75mm. Vol. 25. Minutes. 12/6/1699. Factory Masters were

frequently accused of keeping the advances for themselves.
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about two and one-half guilders.76 When a percentage of the company's

gain in the African trade was given as an emolument. the Director-

General received 2.1/2 per cent as compared to 3/14 per cent divided

among twenty-four Assistants.77

A few of the high ranking officials were apparently quite

successful in accmnulating capital. as evidenced by a considerable

degree of independence of some of the Factory Masters. In 1706.

Commissioner P. C. Le Candele was permitted by the Council to undertake

a military expedition against the Africans at Shama at his own cost.

If successful he would receive the post of Factory Master at Shams as a

reward.78 Similarly. in 1716. Commissioner B. Coejmans was allowed to

establish a new lodge east of Accra at his own expense.79

0n the other hand. prominence could also bring costly respon-

sibilities. Jan de Pauw. Factory Master at Ouidah in 1712. complained

that his board wages were far too low to cover his responsibility of

feeding and entertaining visiting captains and officers of slaving

ships. English and French officials in his capacity received much

more generous compensations from their companies. he complained.80

All of the comparw employees not benefitting from the "free

table" at Ellinina received the so-called board wages in addition to

 

76WC. Vol. 56. 13. 131+. In 171“ this emolument was reduced to

one-half of an Ackey. leaving the other half for the local Factory

Master. See p. 195 for some comparative currencies.

771NBG. vol. 6. Minutes, 9/25/1722.

78I§id.. vol. 2, Minutes. 1/2/1706.

72:919.. vol. 9. Minutes. 7/1/17u5.

8°w1c. vol. 102. p. #3.
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their salaries. These board wages were graduated according to rank.

as were salaries. and as a rule were paid in kind. Low ranking

employees were therefore at a considerable financial disadvantage,

which encouraged indebtedness.81 heavy drinking. and other forms of

debauchery. On occasion such "unChristian" behavior would draw a

strong denunciation from the Chaplain.82 Director-General Pieter Nuyts

(1706-1709) went so far as to call for special prayer days. during

which "cursing. wrestling. drinking. and gambling" were prohibited.83

But more often the superiors on the coast would justify the behavior

of their subordinates, claiming that life in Africa was different and

could not be subjected to the rules of morality operative in Holland.

Chaplains were urged to preach sermons of encouragement. not of denun-

ciation.8u

Thus far the European element of the WIC establishment in

Africa has been the subject of analysis. Although Europeans occupied

the positions of leadership. numerically they constituted only a

small minority of the total labor force of the WIC. Actually. the

personnel of the WIC. and those whose lives were strongly influenced

by the presence of the WIC. could be divided into three different

categories. Europeans. mulattoes (taggejers). and.blacks (swarten).

the term generally used by the Dutch in referring to the indigenous

 

81ANBG. Vol. 1. Minutes. u/25/17ou. This 1. evidenced by the

often repeated announcement that the making of secret debts was

against the policies of the Company.

82m. V01. 57. pa 13a

83ANBG. Vol. 2. Minutes. 7/27/1706.

auWIC. vol. #87. Correspondence. 2/3/1729: WIC. vol. 57. p. 13.



African population.

The number of Europeans serving the WIC on the African coast

is difficult to estimate. During the seventeenth century the majority

of those listed on the official rosters. some 200 to 300 persons. were

born in Europe. With the passing of time more and more mulattoes (or

taggejers. as the Dutch called them) entered the service of the WIC

and replaced EurOpeans. particularly in the military establishment.85

Toward the end of the eighteenth century mulattoes were even allowed

to be promoted into the ranks of the civil service. but not higher

than the rank of Assistant. since the Dutch saw the mulatto as a threat

to their privileged position.86

Long before the eighteenth century mulattocs had started to

play an influential role on the African coast. mostly as independent

traders and diplomatic liaisons between Africans and Europeans. The

Dutch sometimes referred to them as Portuguese. as this was frequently

their origin and because they helped to perpetuate Portuguese as the

commercial‘liggug‘fggngg,of the west African coast.87 The Council

minutes of 1716 reveal an interesting anecdote of a mulatto named

Willem Bosman. apparently fathered by the author of the book so often

 

85Mulattoes usually adopted European names and were therefore

impossible to distinguish from Europeans. unless their place of birth

or the prefix "taggejer" was indicated.

86ANBG. Vol. 13. Minutes. 1/7/1781: and Herman. p. 106. See

K. Y. Daaku. "Trade and Politics on the Gold Coast. 1640-1720" (unpub—

lished Ph.D. dissertation. University of London. 1964). pp. 237-h0 for

a discussion on mulattoes.

87WIC. vol. 100. p. 535. According to this citation a "Portu—

guese residing at Jakin" served as liaison between the Dutch and

African rulers on the Slave Coast.
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cited in this work. who also appeared to enjoy considerable influence

as an independent merchant.88 Reading the correspondence from Africa

one gets the impression that the Dutch civil servants felt threatened

by mulattoes such as Bosman.

By the beginning of the nineteenth century mulattoes such as

Jan Nieser and Jacob Ruhle had become quite wealthy and influential in

the WIC establishment. By this time the rank of Assistant was no longer

a limit. as both these men had attained membership in the Council.89

While mulattoes were treated as inferiors and looked upon with

suspicion. in some instances they received treatment equal to Europeans.

This was never the case with Africans or blacks. 'WIC policy was that

company servants listed on the rosters should always maintain distance

between themselves and blacks. WIC personnel were not allowed to spend

the nights outside of the locked gates of the European castles. and

African women were not permitted to spend the nights inside.90 Company

authorities condemned the lending of’money to blacks on a private basis

 

88mm. Vol. 5. Minutes. 2/12/1716. At the time Bosman was

allegedly in the service of the Brandenburg Company. the reason for

which the Dutch accused him of trading with interlopers. For this

offense he had to pay a fine or face perpetual expulsion from WIC

territory. See also Daaku. p. 2&0.

39m. No. 14030. 11/18/1815: de Merrée. Vol. II. p. 35: Wyndham.

p. 2”. lists a number of mulattoes who gained prominence in the English

establishment in.Africa. Before Nieser and Ruhle were absorbed by the

structure of the'WIC they were regarded as serious commercial threats

to the com. See ANBG. Vol. 13. Minutes. 3/2/1787.

90mm. Vol. 8. Minutes. u/19/17u1; Vol. 5. Minutes. 1/21/1716

and 7/21/1716: Vol. 2. Minutes. 1/31/1707: Lawrence. p. 614. In prac-

tice. however. concubinage with African women was quite common. as

evidenced by the increasing number of mulattoes on the coast. This is

understandable considering that very few European women were willing

to face the vicissitudes of living on the Guinea Coast.
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as "bad behavior."91 and in 1683. two WIC civil servants were repri-

manded because they were drinking in the company of Negroes.92

Regardless of this condescending attitude WIC officials were

repeatedly admonished by authorities in Holland that they "live in good

harmony with the natives."93 and many African traders and their depen-

dents were allowed to live near the walls of Dutch castles. where they

enjoyed the company's protection against their African adversaries.

Africans residing in coastal areas that were regarded as WIC territories

were promised protection against arbitrary maltreatment by individual

9" Free Negroes under WIC protection wereservants of the company.

also guarded by the company against Banzaring (kidnapping) and enslave-

ment. WIC records reveal many incidents of free Negroes being freed

through effbrts of company officials.95 .All of these measures. however,

were motivated by the desire to further commerce with the Africans, and

not by a genuine interest in their well-being.

Compared with other EurOpeans. the Dutch exercised perhaps the

least effort to educate and Christianize the African population under

their control: only a few feeble efforts were made in this direction.

 

91wIc. Vol. 57. p. 226.

921b1d.. v.1. 102u. Doc. 1h.

93ANBG. Vol. 235. Minutes. 11/12/1713. art. 21. This is

included in.a list of instructions. quite representative of its kind

on the African coast.

9“ANBG. Vol. 5. Minutes. 3/6/1710. This document confirms that

soldiers and sailors who illegally took merchandise from.Africans with.

out paying the demanded price would be severely punished.

958cc particularly ANBG. Vol. 9. Minutes. 6/27/1746. 6/1/1751.

2/21/17u7. 6/19/1758. and 11/1/1754.
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In 1737 WIC officials decided to send three or four Negro boys to

Holland to be trained in crafts.96 Seven years later the king of

Ashanti requested that fourteen Ashanti children be sent to Holland

to be educated in "reading. writing. and music." WIC officials on the

coast. however. refused to comply with this request: The Ten in Holland

applauded that decision.97 No doubt. there were other incidents like

this. but on the whole the record of the Dutch was very unimpressive.

The most publicized success of Dutch efforts in educating

Africans occurred in the first half of the eighteenth century. when a

young black man known as Jacobus Eliza Capiteyn was educated as a

Protestant minister at the University of Leiden and returned to Elmina

as a teacher and preacher. Capiteyn started a school for children.

but his educational as well as his missionary efforts soon ended in

failure.98 The fame of Capiteyn among the Dutch was due in part to

the fact that he was a curiosity, but primarily because he wrote and

spoke out in favor of the slave trade. Dutch slavers used this as a

justification for the remainder of the century.99

The attitude of the Dutch toward the Negro race was openly

 

96MC. Vol. 57. Correspondence. 9/31/1737. It is not certain

that this decision was actually carried out.

971bid.. Vol. #89. p. 98: and Vol. 57. p. 63.

980apiteyn was involved in various activities. including

trading. on the coast from 1742 until 1747. when he died at the age of

30. Boxer.‘T§g Dutch Scabgrne Egg . p. 161. See also the biograph-

ical study of Capiteyn by A. Eekhof. De negegpredikant Jacobus Eliza

Capitein. 1 (The Hague: Nederlandsarchief voor Kerkgeschiedenis.

N16” SO? 0 13. 1917)e

99L. C. Vrijman. Slavenhalers en slavenhandel (Amsterdam:

P. No m men. 1937): We 51 “d 580
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arrogant and condescending. When in 1722 the WIC directors in Holland

ordered that some young black slaves be taught a trade. the Director-

General responded that he would try to carry out the order but that

Negroes could never become independent craftsmen but would always need

the supervision and direction of a white craftsman.100

In regard to Christian missionary activity the same conde-

scending attitude was evident. The feeble efforts made during the

seventeenth and early eighteenth century were completely halted by

the middle of the eighteenth century. WIC servants ridiculed Capiteyn

for his efforts to train African children in the Christian religion.

which undoubtedly contributed to his failure.”1 When in 1769 offi-

cials in Holland urged their subordinates in Africa to resume mission.

ary activities. the Council responded that the "natives are disinclined

to accept Christianity." and that in any event "their heathen lives

_ would bring shame to Christianity." In 1745 the DirectoraGeneral

wrote the following on this subject to his superiors in Holland:

. . . the more time I spend here and the more I penetrate

the nature of the natives. the more difficult. if not

impossible. it appears to me that-unless a mirtgle occurred--

the natives could be converted to Christianity.

Regardless of the attitudes the Dutch held toward the Africans.

a large number of Negroes were employed by the company. The group of

Africans most intimately connected with the'WIC establishment were the

 

1°°w10. vol. #86. p. 252. This proved to be quite an inaccurate

evaluation. because in the end company craftsmen were almost exclusiveby

blacks.

101WICQ. V01. 57. p. 660

102Ibid.. VOI. 113. pa 3190
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so-called Castle Slaves.103 Generally. the company owned about three

hundred of these slaves.1m They were exploited as manual laborers at

the various forts. Their tasks included loading and unloading ships.

quarry work. rowing canoes. etc.. and as time passed there was an

increasing number of craftsmen among the Castle S1aves.105 Some of

the Castle Slaves were employed at experimental cotton and indigo plan.

tations. or in even rarer pursuits such as the six slaves who were taken

to Benin in 1729 to prospect for gold.106

Castle slaves were as a rule brought to the Gold Coast from

either the Slave Coast or the Niger delta region. Periodically. when

the supply of Castle slaves was dwindling. a small coastal vessel of

the company would be sent eastward to purchase several dozen or more

slaves.107 The apparent reason for not selecting Castle Slaves from

Gold Coast acquisitions was to avoid their fraternizing with the free

Africans in the area.

Compared to the multitude of slaves that were bought and taken

 

103These slaves have been referred to by various other names

such as Coast Slaves (Kustslaven). Company Slaves. and Service Slaves

(Trginglaven). Castle Slaves seems to be the more accepted English

designation. See wyndham. p. 229.

10“In 1722 the company owned 275 Castle Slaves: three years

later there were 348 slaves. and in 1727 they numbered 30h. See

respectively WIC. vol. 105. p. 318; vol. 107. p. 268: vol. 108. p. 62.

105mm. Vol. 1. Minutes. 2/u/1705; wIc. Vol. 107. p. 226.

This last citation lists 23 different occupations of Castle Slaves.

Of the 3h8 slaves in 1722. 3“ were listed as craftsmen. including

carpenters. masons. coopcrs. and smiths.

106m. vol. 985. pp. 373-71». 1795. and 729.

1°7For example see was. Vol. 240. p. 53; WIC. Vol. 1024,

Doc. 17.
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across the Atlantic. the Castle Slaves enjoyed a relatively fortunate

position. Not only were they permitted to remain in the familiar sur-

roundings of the Guinea Coast. but they tended to possess more freedom

and a chance of manumission. The WIC provided them protection. housing.

and board wages (although no salaries) like other employees of the com.

pany. and they had an opporutnity to learn a craft or be promoted to a

108
supervisory position such as that of Bumboy. The status of Castle

Slaves was attractive enough that one Negro decided in 1723 to become a

slave of the company voluntarily.109

The operation of the WIC establishment depended a great deal on

the work of the Castle Slaves. Being aware of this. the slaves were

bold enough to demand reasonable treatment. On at least two occasions.

in 1785 and 1789. they refused to work and rebelled against the company

on grounds of dissatisfaction about board wagos.11°

One advantage of Castle Slavery was the opportunity for manu-

mission. Several "letters of release." granting freedom to Castle

Slaves can be found in WIC documents. Freedom could be granted for a

 

108A Bumboy or Bombaas was a type of slave foreman who guarded

and supervised slaves kept in stock for export to the Americas. See

Lawrence. p. 61: and Appendix.E. which describes in part the role of

the Bumbey.

1°9WIC. Vol. 107. PP. h9h-95. This particular slave was

called.Ammo. and the company paid him 3 Ounces and 8 Ackeys for sur-

rendering his freedom. The document does not reveal the motive of the

slave. but in accordance with an African practice it seems reasonable

to assume that Ammo settled a financial debt while gaining the protec-

tion of the company.

11°mac. Vol. 13. Minutes. 10/13/1785: and no, Vol. 2M9,

Correspondence. 9/15/1789. wIc, Vol. 1188, p. 153. According to the

last citation castle slaves received 1-1/2 Ackey per month in board

wages compared to four Ackeys for soldiers and craftsmen and eight

for civil servants.
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variety of reasons such as ransom payment by the slave himself or

another interested African or European. replacement by another slave.

of a favor by the company for faithful service.111 The latter occurred

frequently with older slaves who were either freed or retired while

retaining board and wages.112

The law'was applied to Castle Slaves with mildness. but when

they committed serious misdemeanors or criminal offenses the punishment

was usually death. Frequently. however. the execution of such penalties

was avoided. and instead the officials on the coast would sell the con-

victed slave for transportation across the Atlantic along with other

slaves.113 This should not be interpreted as humanitarianism. a virtue

rarely encountered among slave traders. but as sound business practice.

This practice also supports the notion. however. that transportation to

the wost was considered far worse than serving as a slave in Africa.

A large number of so-called free Negroes were also in the

employment of the WIC. Many of them served as personal servants and

in general in similar capacities as did Castle Slaves. except that the

free Negroes were wage earners. Some undertook diplomatic missions for

the WIC into the interior or to indigenous chiefs on the coast.11u

111mg, Vol. 237, p. 33; V01. 238. Po 73: V01. 2‘”. PP. 109

380 ‘nd 39a

112w1c. vol. 56. p. as; ANBG. vol. 1. Minutes. 2/u/17o5. See

also p. 203 below.

113wyndhan. p. 230; WIC. vol. 113. p. 711; vol. 501. pp. 57

and 120.

11thc. vol. 99. p. 20; and vol. 98. p. 3. The last citation

refers to two "blackboys" (zwarte jongens) taking letters to the king

of the Ashanti in 1702.



56

many of those chiefs received a remuneration agreed by treaty from

the company. Since most of these functions were commercial in nature

they will be discussed at greater length in the following chapter.



CHAPTER III

TOOLS AND TECHNIQUES OF THE SLAVE TRADE

For about one century. from the 1630's until the 1730's. the

Dutch participation in the Atlantic slave trade was almost exclusively

executed by the no.1 Protected by a governmental charter. the WIC

started with a commercial monopoly on the African and American shores

of the Atlantic. The range of this monopoly was gradually cut back.2

but until 173# the company retained its monopoly on the Gold Coast.

and until the company's abolition in 1791. it exercised considerable

control over the acquisition of slaves on the Guinea Coast after 173“.

Initially. the various chambers of the WIC directed the slave

trade quite independently. but in 1668 a special fund was set up with.

in the organization of the WIC to finance the slave trade.3 When the

WIC was reorganized in 167a the special fund disappeared. but the slave

trade continued to be administered centrally and as a major concern of

the company. Annual assignments of slaving voyages (tourbeurten) were

 

1No doubt a few’interlopers managed to break through the well-

guarded monopoly of the WIC. but as will be clarified later in this

chapter. the activities of Dutch interlopers did not significantly

affect the slave trade.

2The company charter was renewed in the years 16u7. 167n

(reorganisation). 1700. 1730. 1760. and expired in 1791.

3Van Brakel. p. 54.
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made to the various chambers. stipulating the conditions of the mis-

sions.“ The important Asiento contracts were approved by The Ten and

signed by representatives of the various chambers. although the chamber

of.Amsterdam negotiated some of the minor contracts and may have nego-

tiated the preliminaries of many other contracts.5

In contrast to other European chartered companies the Dutch

WIC persistently maintained its commercial monopoly. In 1672 and 1698

respectively. the French and the English had permitted all their

national subjects to participate freely in the slave trade on payment

of certain duties.6 The Dutch States-General paid increasingly higher

governmental subsidies to the WIC. in order to keep the company's

monopoly intact and thus to maintain the declining Dutch colonial

empire.7

As early as 1630. however. several Dutch merchants were pres-

suring the States-General to end the WIC's monopoly. These pressures

and the declining commercial successes of the WIC caused the company

to allow a few small private companies to participate in the slave

“See Appendix C. which lists a large number of these assign-

ments.

5w1c. vol. 832. p. 320.

6Davies. pp. 20 and no. The duty on English subjects was ten

per cent on the goods exported from England. For this reason the

English free traders were frequently called "ten per cent men."

7VWIS. Folder 36. pp. 7e8. This source lists the various

reasons why the WIC should keep its monopoly. In 1729 the WIC was

receiving 38.000 guilders annually in governmental subsidies. but in

1788 this figure had increased to 250.000 guilders. See Donnan.

vol. II. p. xix. and VWIS. Folder 711. 8/27/1788.
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trade during the 1660's.8 The company monopoly was cut drastically at

its reorganization in 1670. but the slave trade was affected conversely;

slaving became even more firmly under the WIC's monopolistic control.

Pressures from the private sector of the economy continued to

threaten the WIC. It became particularly strong during the 1720's. and

when the WIC's charter was renewed again in 1730. the company‘s monopoly

was decreased to its bare minimum: only Curacao. Berbice. and Surinam

in the west Indies. and the Gold Coast in Africa remained.9

The WIC Council in Africa was alarmed by these concessions to

private traders. because the company was obligated to supply the colony

of Surinam with 2500 slaves annually.1° This number could not possibly

be acquired on the small monopoly territory of the Gold Coast. the

Council members claimed. In addition. they feared that the arrival of

large numbers of free traders would inflate the price of slaves

immensely.11

Free traders in Holland. on the other hand. were not satisfied

with the concessions of 1730; they wanted the Gold Coast also opened

up to free trade. since their French and English competitors were

 

8U'nger I. pp. 1h8eh9: Kernkamp. p. “#9; GAR. Folder 802. This

last document contains a pamphlet encouraging private traders to trade

on the African coast on payment of duties to the WIC.

9vas. Folder 1199. 5/8/1757: and Folder 36. This last folder

contains many statements pro and con on the issue of'WIC monopoly.

10This was a guarantee the WIC made to the Surinam planters in

1882. when the cOMpany took over the control of this colony. See WIC.

vol. #1. Documents 35.u3. 1/28/17uu.

11w1c. vol. #87, p. u21; vol. 109. Correspondence.8/1/1731.

According to this last citation only 118“ slaves had been taken to

Surinam during the past.year.
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allowed to trade on the whole Guinea Coast. As a result of their pro-

tests the States-General forced the WIC into another concession in 173“.

viz. Opening all of the African coast to Dutch subjects on payment of

certain duties to the WIC.12

While the WIC continued to operate the Dutch forts on the Gold

Coast and served as a middleman between African and Dutch traders. the

Regulations of 173“ mark the end of the WIC as a slaving company. After

this date Dutch private companies. large and small. carried the Dutch

share of black slaves across the Atlantic.13 For the privilege of

trading on the.African coast and enjoying the convenience and protec-

tion of the WIC forts. free traders had to purchase a slaving permit

from the company. or in other words. pay a fee (lastgeld) for the privi.

14
legs of buying slaves in former WIC monopoly territory. These fees

constituted a sizable percentage of the WIC's income during the remain-

der of its existence.

Thus far the WIC monopoly visei-vis the interests of private

companies has been considered. but WIC monopoly gave rise to still

another important conflict. one between the company and its employees

on the African coast. According to a regulation articulated in the

so-called General Contract Letter (Generale Artikel Brief). servants

 

12WIS. Folder 903. This folder contains a protest about the

1730 concessions to the WIC signed by about forty Amsterdam merchants.

13The we continued to send a few slavers to the West. but

the greatest share of the Dutch trade was carried by the free traders.

Their participation will be the topic of Chapter VI.

12‘This fee or lastgeld (occasionally also referred to as

recognitie) was determined by the size of the ship. See VWIS.

Folder 388. for*measurements of slaving vessels. See also Table 6

for a comprehensive list of such fees received by the WIC.
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of the WIC had to promise under oath not to trade privately with either

.African or European merchants.15 This poliqy was operative in 1675

and was repeatedly reaffirmed in directives from Holland and by posters

16
at the WIC factories on the African coast. Company employees were

allowed to take only "legitimate private goods" to Africa. and merchan-

dise of any sort was kept from private possession as much as possible.17

The purpose of the policy was to maximize the company‘s effi-

ciency and profit by having its employees work as a team. regarding the

company's interests above their own. But considering the low salaries

of company employees. the temptation to earn some money on the side was.

of course. very strong. From the frequent references in the records

one is tempted to conclude that private trade was practiced regularly;

however. it became an issue only when the directors in Holland began

to complain about the poor performance of the WIC in Africa. blaming

this on private trade and urging the DirectorbGeneral to enforce the

regulations.18

On occasions very prominent company officials violated the

rules regarding free trade: in 1710 a Chief-Commissioner and an assis-

tant Bookkeeper were convicted of this offense.19 The prominent Chief

 

151110. vol. 7&6. Correspondence. 7/29/1675. This citation

represents the oldest reference to the Contract letter found by this

author. although the policy defined was most likely inherited from the

old WIC.

16See for example WIC. vol. 56. p. 82. The records also use

the termm; or smuggling in reference to this type of illicit

trade. See NBKG. vol. 8. Minutes. u/26/1736. and vol. 12. Minutes.

2/22/1768.

17NBKG. vol. 235. Minutes. 11/21/1713; WIC. vol. 56. pp. 60,

82. and 116.

18m, VO1e 569 pa 156s 19Ibides P. 81.
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Factor Willem Bosman had been accused of private trade. and it seems

evident that this was the reason for his repatriation to Holland.20

When a company servant was found guilty of practicing illicit

private trade. the penalty could be rather severe. The regulations

called for confiscation of the merchandise involved. the loss of salary.

and repatriation to Holland.21 A type of honor system was introduced

in 1721. obligating all company servants to report any kind of private

trade practices by fellow civil servants: the informer would receive

one-third of the confiscated goods as reward.22

Prompted by the freeing of the trade for private companies.

in 1740 the Factory'Masters (but not lower ranking servants) also were

given the liberty to trade at their own risk. in addition to their

obligations to the WIC. For the slave trade this caused the creation

of a sort of "commission in reverse." which demanded of company ser-

vants the payment of a fee of eight Ackeys (or twenty guilders) for

every slave bought from.an African middleman and sold to a European

ship.23 Initially this was an unofficial arrangement which was not

approved by The Ten until 1750.2“ In 1762 subordinate civil servants

also were allowed to trade in gold. etc. but still not in slaves. The

latter was not approved until 1768.25

These new arrangements had an implicit source for new friction

 

211mm. Vol. 25. Minutes. 5/18/1691.2°Ibid.. Vol. 98. p. 9.

”no. Vol. 109. p. 54. 23mm. Folder 1+1. p. 20.

2”NBKG. vol. 9. Minutes. 0/11/1707: WIC. Vol. 5?. p. 79.

2SWIG. Vol. 57. p. 82: and Herman. p. 73.
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between the company and its employees. viz. that the latter would try

to avoid paying the required fees. There were several such violations.

and in 1769 a captain of a WIC ship was convicted of this crime and

sentenced to twentyafive years exile from WIC territories. while all

his possessions were confiscated by the company.26

During the second half of the eighteenth century the more

prominent company officials began to act more and more as independent

traders who sent slaves to the west on their own risk and bought shares

on private slaving ships.27 In response to a complaint from Holland

about selling slaves to an English slaver. the Factory Master of

Cormantin. Jan Woortman. responded that as long as he paid his fees to

the company. he could sell to whomever he pleased.28

Returning to the earlier period. the extent of the WIC monopoly

on the African coast is well illustrated by the use of the so-called

Price Table (ggrktbrier).29 which listed the current purchase and sale

prices of all merchandise transacted on the Guinea Coast as evaluated

by WIC authorities. This Price Table was posted at all company fac-

tories. and WIC servants were not allowed to pay more than indicated

on the Price Table.30

 

88 26NBKG. vol. 12. Minutes. 12/13/1769. See also wlc. vol. 113.

P01 0

27HAR. Bundle 01-02. Correspondence. 7/15/1733. 5/13/1773.

9/15/1773. and 9/5/1773.

ZBIbid.. Correspondence. March. 1779.

29Marktbrief literally translates to market Letter. but the

freer translation Price Table connotes more accurately its function.

3°w10. vol. 831. Minutes. 1/18/1675; and vol. 109. p. 56.
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Initially. the Price Table was composed in Holland. although

the Director-General had the authority to make alterations.31 By 1721

WIC directors recognized that persons closer to the scene of action

were in a better position to evaluate the fluctuating market. and they

allowed the Council at Elmina to compose the Price Table.32 As the

WIC monOpoly declined. the function of the Price Table also became less

important. It was still in use in 1739. but its listing could then

easily be adjusted.33

Finally. there also existed a conflict of authority between

the WIC directors in the United Provinces and the Council at Elmina.

Slaving ships. for instance. were sent to Africa with rather specific

instructions as to their’destination. the size of the slave cargo.

and the period they should remain on the African coast. Various unfore-

seen circumstances would often force the Council to alter these instruc-

tions. such as returning a slaver to Holland with African merchandise

instead of sending it to Angola for slaves. not allowing a slaver to go

on to the Slave Coast. or increasing the stipulated cargo of slaves.3n

There were numerous other conflicts of this nature for which the Council

had to give a reasonable justification. In one letter the Director.

General apologized for sending a small vessel containing 120 slaves to

Curacao. which had not been ordered by the authorities in Holland.35

 

31Ibid.. vol. 706. Correspondence. 1/11/1677: and vol. 56.

p. 115s

321bid., Vol. 109. p. 56. 33Ibid.. Vol. 57. p. #9.

MG. Vol. 1. Minutes. 8/10/1703; Vol. 6. Minutes. 7/19/1721;

and WIC. vol. 486. p. 320. After 1735 the Council was allowed to direct

slave ships to a specific destination. See WIC. vol. 57. p. 30.

351410. Vol. 1481+. p. 11“; Vol. 14-87. p. 101.
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Although monopolistic in its orientation. the WIC allowed

considerable flexibility in its trading practices. In regard to the

Slave trade. three basic techniques of acquiring slaves had developed

on the African coast: trading from ships along the coast. often

referred to as "interloping trade."36 the factory system. and the so-

called "logger system." The WIC practiced all three of these and

developed several variations of each. According to the latter. trade

was transacted on permanently stationed ships (later also called

"floating barracoons") in a lagoon or estuary.37 The first of these

techniques. the interloping trade. involved a slaver that would sail

along the coast and anchor wherever there was a promise of purchasing

slaves. The factory system implied that a company managing factories

would purchase slaves from.African merchants at the factory and store

the slaves in anticipation of an affiliate ship arriving for a cargo

of slaves.

The bulk of WIC trade was carried out within the factory

system. with WIC officials directing the trade at forts and lodges.

The Dutch headquarters at Elmina provided coordination and leadership

for the system. As a rule. ships arriving from the United Provinces

would unload their cargos at Elmina; from there the goods were distrib-

uted to the other factories by small coastal vessels.38 Merchandise

 

36Davidson. pp. 53 and 86. The term interloper is derived from

the monopoly avoiding ships that traded in that fashion.

37m. p. 29; Davidson. p. 86. The Dutch made little use of

this ractice after the initial days on the Slave Coast (see p. 29

sbove and it deserves. therefore. no further elaboration.

38mm. Vol. 6. Minutes. 1/30/1719: Vol. 85. 7/26/1718;

NICO Vol. 1099 Pa 570
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purchased from the Africans at the various forts was returned with the

same boats to Elmina.39 WIC ships often received their export cargo at

Elmina. Facilities for repairing ships were available here also: such

final preparations as the fixing of water barrels was done at Elmina.40

If a sufficient number of slaves had not been accumulated by the company

to justify an immediate crossing of the Atlantic. the slaver might

receive instructions from the DirectorbGeneral for interim duties on

the coast such as coastal trade. transportation. or naval maneuvers

against interlopers. pirates. or other enemies of the company.)+1

Elmina's influence also was evident at the outer forts: Factory Masters

received their appointments and directives from the Council at Elmina.

A number of exceptions to the standard practices outlined above

should be noted. however. A change of policy in 1702. authorized by

The Ten. allowed the captains of slaving ships to supervise the buying

of slaves. thereby replacing the Factory masters who formerly had this

authority. This action greatly upset the company‘s merchants on the

coast. who complained sorely and accused the captains of inadequate

knowledge of Africans and African trade.l"'2

The result of this conflict was an ill-defined policy according

to which various slavers left Elmina with a different set of

 

391mm. Vol. 240. p. 9; NBKG. Vols. 82.167 contain correspond-

ence between Elmina and the outer forts and supplies 'ample evidence

of this activity.

“Ohms. Vol. 7. Minutes. 3/31/1734.

uIIbid.. vol. 233. Correspondence. 3/13/1700; vol. 230.

Instruction. 5/26/1702: WIC. vol. “87. p. 373.

“ZBOM’ P0 96: WIC. Vol. 979 p. “63: v01. 98! pe 110

According to these last citations. a certain Captain named Simon Roem

in particular became a target of criticism.
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instructions. It became common practice that a Chief-Commissioner or

other ranking WIC servant was placed on a slaver at Elmina to supervise

the purchasing of slaves at the outer forts and the Slave Coast. The

merchant would return to Elmina when the ship's slave cargo was com-

plete.43

On other occasions. captains of slavers were given the author-

ity to buy slaves as they sailed along the coast from.Elmina to the

Slave Coast; but on their arrival at Ouidah. the Factory Master there

would assume the commercial responsibility for filling the ship with

slaves.u4 Sometimes small coastal boats were instructed to deliver a

quantity of slavers on their way to Ouidah.u5 On other occasions the

DirectorbGeneral instructed the captain of a slaver to turn over his

incomplete cargo to another company slaving ship. so that the latter

could begin its Atlantic crossing with a full cargo.“6

Whereas most company slavers were directed to fetch a cargo of

slaves from.one place. either.Angola. the Slave Coast. or Elmina. after

1700 it became a common practice for slavers to get slaves from several

different places. After stopping over at Elmina. which was never

neglected. a slaver would often sail eastward. stopping at various WIC

forts to pick up slaves in stock and complete the cargo at the Dutch

lodge on the Slave Coast. In this manner the slaves did not need to

 

"3wIc. vol. 56. p. #3; NBKG. vol. 85. Instruction. 5/5/1718;

vol. 233, Instruction. 6/16/1699; vol. 235, Instruction. 11/21/1713.

4""NBKG. vol. 233. CorreSpondence. 3/13/1700.

u51bid.. Vol. 85. Instruction. 5/5/1718.

u6Ibid.. vol. 236. Instruction. 2/15/1715.



68

be transported to Elmina.“7

Another variation from the standard practice was the so-called

coastal trade. In reports from Africa the company's commercial activi-

ties were frequently divided into three separate categories; the Gold

Coast trade. the slave trade (referring primarily to the Slave Coast

and Angola). and coastal trade.“8 Initially the latter referred to

the Bights of Benin and Biafra. but beginning in the second decade of

the eighteenth century. the coastal trade began to flourish on the

Ivory and Grain Coasts as well.49 These coastal traders had instruc-

tions to buy a variety of merchandise. including ivory. gold. and

slaves. On occasions they would return several dozens of slaves; this

number did not greatly affect the slave trade as a whole. however.50

This coastal trade may be regarded as a form of the interloper

trade. the second most important slave trading technique. The only

area where the WIC practiced interloping trade on a broad and regular

basis was Angola. at least during those periods when the company did

not have lodges on the Angola-Loango coast. Because of the nature

of the Angola trade. Dutch documents also record the expression of

 

“Zlhigsc V610 2: Minutes. 10/15/1706: vol. 233. Instruction.

10/17/1700. WIC. Vol. 180. pp. 153 and 171.

‘BWIC. vol. 97. pp. “62.64. These terms were meaningfully

applied during the end of the seventeenth and the beginning of the

eighteenth centuries. but not after the 1820's.

49These areas were often referred to as the Upper Coast

(bovenkust) as compared to the Lower Coast (benedenkust). the area

east of Elmina.

5°wIc. vol. 105. p. 121; vol. 107. pp. 210 and 212; NBKG.

vol. 85. Instruction. 6/3/1718: vol. 235. 12/26/1713; vol. 238,

PP. 56 and 64.
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trade ”like in Angola" when referring to interloper trade}1

After free traders were allowed to trade on the Guinea Coast.

the interloping trade became a common practice in this region also.

But prior to this the company. particularly the officials on the African

Coast. had resisted the practice vigorously. On a few occasions. howh

ever. the directors in Holland allowed some experiments with interloping

trade. By and large these turned out to be failures commercially. and

the WIC officials in.Africa were very happy to call this to the atten.

tion of their superiors in I-l'olland.52 Like slavers destined for Angela.

these experimental interloper ships were not subject to the Council at

Elmina and did not have to be unloaded there. which eliminated the

opportunity for profit for the officials at Elmina.53

Although the Slave Coast was some three hundred miles from

Elmina. the Council maintained control over the Slave Coast trade for

most of the period of WIC monopoly. Due to distance. correspondence

and transportation between Elmina and Ouidah were often irregular.

however. and this impaired Elmina's control over that area. Reports

from the Slave Coast were usually delayed or did not arrive at all.5u

and the factory master there seldom benefitted from the Council's

advice on short range problems. This meant that factory masters on

 

51WIC. vol. #85. p. 328.

52Records of at least five such experiments have been preserved.

They took place during the years 1710. 171a. 1720. 1724 and 1725.

These experiments suggest that the WIC directors were attempting to

find profitable alternatives to their declining monopoly. See WIC.

vol. 56, p. 74; vol. #85. p. 328; vol. #86. pp. 75, 328 and 52u.26.

SBWIC. v01. “85. pa 150a

5“Ibid.. vol. #85, p. #96: NBKG. vol. 235. Instructions.

11/21/1713.“""'
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the Slave Coast as a rule were more independent than their peers else-

where. As was the case with the Angola trade. the company's represent.

ative on the Slave Coast often demanded that the cargos of slavers

arriving from the United Provinces would not be unloaded at Elmina but

immediately dispatched to him.55 Under unusual circumstances he also

was given the authority to give the signal of departure to slavers ready

for the Atlantic crossing.56

For a short period during the years 171fl-1715 the Slave Coast

factory master enjoyed complete autonomy from Elmina. During this time

he was allowed to use the title "Director." and received a commission

of one-half Ackey on every slave sold to a Dutch slaver. This commie-

sion was deducted from the customary one Ackey that the Director.

General had been receiving. so one can well imagine the resentment in

Elmina and the reason why the experiment was only short-lived.57

One of the most serious infringements on the WIC monopoly in

Africa was the activity of the so-called interlopers (called $2252?

draqyers or enterlgpers by the Dutch). or Dutch ships trading on the

West African coast without authorization of the WIC. Frequently these

ships flew foreign flags and operated under the auspices of other Euro-

pean governments.58 They often found refuge at foreign forts when

55wxc. Vol. 180. p. 55: Vol. use. p. 2.

56NBKG. vol. 235. Instructions 6/8/1713.

57m. Vol. #85. p. #91.

58w1c. Vol. #85. p. 528; Menkman. 22 West-Indische Comagpio.

p. 129; Unger. p. 1h8; Kernkamp. pp. ##5-“7. As was pointed out in

chapter I. the African companies of Sweden. Denmark. and Brandenburg-

Prussia were essentially started in this fashion. English merchants

also hired Dutch ships for the Africa trade. but the vast majority of
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molested by WIC vessels.59 In 1680 inter10pers even had their own agent

stationed at Ouidah.6o

African traders and middlemen often welcomed trade with inter.

lopers. as wider competition provided a more favorable bargaining power.

When the African chief John Kenny dominated the affairs of the Prussian

company. (1711-1724) Fort Gross Friedrichsburg at Poquefoe might well

be considered an inter10per fort as so many of them did business there.61

The number of Dutch interlopers on the African coast fluctuated

considerably. On one occasion more than twenty were sighted. and as a

rule more than a dozen could be expected to be on the African coast.62

In 1718. however. only one was known to be there. and two years later

there was not one interloper on the Guinea coast. though some were

sighted at Angola.63 Director-General Sevenhuysen complained in 1700

that "interlopers and foreign ships carried all the gold from the land

(Africa).”6u For the eleven year period of 171h-1725 the WIC is

reported to have captured eighteen tons of gold from interlopers of the

 

interlopers were outfitted by Dutch merchants and companies. especially

from the province of Zeeland. For this reason they were frequently

called Zeeland (Zeeuwse) interlopers.

59NKBG. vol. 3. Minutes 7/11/1708; wxc. vol. 97. pp. 119 and

135. This often caused friction between the Dutch and the English. In

1708. however. the two nations signed an agreement by which interlopers

were no longer allowed to find refuge at each other's forts.

60Davies. p. 121.

61Daaku. pp. 292-93. and 301: van Dantzig. p. 53.

62VWIS. Folder 36.

63Donnan. vol. I. p. 392; WIC. vol. 102. p. 166; vol. 104,

p. #80: vol. #84. p. 268; vol. #85. p. 713.

6'WIC. Vol. 97. p. 1112.
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province of Zeeland alone.65

The WIC fought these unauthorized intruders vigorously.

Cruisers were dispatched with the specific mission of "hunting" inter-

lopers.66 Captured interlopers were brought to Elmina where the crew

was imprisoned and the ships and cargo assessed and confiscated.67 In

1710 the WIC threatened Dutch subjects with the death penalty if they

traded in Africa without the authorization of the company.68 As a rule.

however. interloper crews received quite favorable treatment. They

benefitted from the fact that the WIC was always short of personnel.

and they often ended up as servants of the WIC on the same ship--now

renamed and operated by the company.69 On a few occasions interloper

officers were even given a commission on a WIC ship; one interloper

officer was named captain of a WIC slaver.7O

During the year 1715 the WIC instigated a special drive to curb

the activities of interlopers. No fewer than thirteen such ships were

captured during that year.71 Crews of WIC ships were encouraged to

capture interlopers by promising them ten per cent of the confiscated

 

65VWIS. Folder 10. Memoranda of 1760.

66NBKG. vol. 2. Minutes 3/22/1706.

67NBKG. vol. 233. 8/17/1700. and u/6/17o1; vol. 3. Minutes

6/26/1707.

68w1c. vol. 29-30. Minutes 9/4/1710.

6?;ggg.. vol. 484. p. 39; NBKG. vol. 5. Minutes 12/25/1713.

7/26/1714. and 2/26/1716.

4 7°NBKG. vol. 5. Minutes 9/2u/1715; and WIC. vol. u8u. pp. 39

and 7.

71See Appendix H.
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cargo and two months extra salary.72

Most of the Dutch interlopers were small ships and therefore

easily overpowered by the larger company vessels. But on occasions

quite sizable interlOpers came to Africa. so large that they defended

themselves successfully against WIC cruisers. In 1701 such a cruiser

was forced to retreat by two large interlopers mounted with 30.36 and

20.214 cannons respectively.73 One of the WIC's most embarrassing and

costly encounters with interlopers occurred in 1718 when the reputable

WIC cruiser _D__e_M (or Vliegende m). which had captured more than

ten interlopers during the preceding three years. was blown up in a

fight with two large interlopers on the Angola coast. Of the 135 man

crew of 93 _F_a_§_m_ only seventeen survived. and the honor of the company

was severely damaged.7’+

Although the interlopers made grave inroads into the profits

of the WIC. they do not seem to have been deeply involved in the slave

trade. Much of the literature dealing with interloping and the slave

trade. especially with respect to the English. emphasizes its harmful

 

72nssku. p. 173; wIc. vol. #63. 1/8/1715; NBKG. Vol. 5.

5/13/1715. Such rewards had been handed out before. but apparently

not on a regular basis. See NBKG. Vol. 3. Minutes 7/1/1707. later

the reward was reduced to one month extra salary: see WIC. Vol. 7’46.

12/20/1725.

73The captured interloper Amerikaanse Galez (see Appendix H)

had fourteen cannon and thirty crew members. This may be regarded as

a larger than average interlOper. See WIC. Vol. 485. p. 169. In

1730 the comany cruiser Beschutter captured an interloper mounted

with as many as forty cannon. See WIC. Vol. 109. P. 90.

7“For an account of the incident see wIc. vol. #85. pp. 732

and 786-88; NBKG. vol. 6. Minutes 1/15/1719.
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effects on legitimate trade.75 But since interloping was illicit.

these ships have left none or very few records by which the nature and

volume of their trade can be assessed.76 Surviving papers of captured

interlopers from Holland indicate that they were mostly interested in

African products for export to the United Provinces; gold and ivory

rank high among the confiscated cargos. Whenever slaves were on board

their number was limited to a few or a fewdozen.77 Only one case has

been recorded. and this was at the conclusion of the WIC's monopoly.

where there were several hundred slaves aboard an interloper.78

The reason interlopers did not capitalize on the slave trade

may well be that as part of the triangular trading system. the slave

trade required considerable capital and organization in order to be

profitable. The WIC was far better suited for such an undertaking than

the various small companies. particularly when the latter had the added

obstacle of being legally barred from the African coast. When the WIC

opened the African coast to private companies in the 1730's. they

virtually took over the slave trade completely. for then they were

allowed to utilize the facilities. forts. personnel. etc.. of the WIC.

For obvious reasons. the ship was one of the most essential

instruments of the Atlantic slave trade. The WIC employed a large

 

7Sl’l'enkman. west-Indische Cogpgggie. p. 60; Mannix. pp. 29-30;

Curtin. pp. 5“. 6n. and 125: Davies. p. 225. Davies calculated that

during the 1679-82 period the English interloping trade constituted

29 per cent of the English slave trade.

76WIC. vols. 255-260 contain a sizable collection of documents

from.interlopers captured by the WIC.

77See Appendix H for a listing of captured interlopers.

78NBKG. vol. 6. Minutes 11/17/1730. In 1730 one interloper

ship was captured which had 323 slaves on board.
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variety of vessels for the traffic. both for the Atlantic crossings

and for the coastal branch of that trade. The total number of sea-

going vessels owned by the WIC ranged between fifty and one hundred.79

but not all of these were used for the slave trade. Several ships were

assigned to specific charter regions. such as the west Indies. or were

employed for transport directly between the United Provinces and Africa

or the west. Each.year three or four ships were expected to arrive in

Holland laden with.African products such as ivory. gold. sandalwood.

etc.80 On the average about six. and seldom.more than ten. company

slavers crossed the Atlantic annually. and as a rule. this number was

lower.81

The ships employed for the slave trade were ordinary merchant

ships. There is no evidence that the Dutch ever designed a special

slaving ship like their counterparts in Liverpool;82 however. a few

ships were exclusively put to use for the Atlantic slave trade. One

WIC ship. the Leusden. made as many as ten triangular slaving voyages

in a period of eighteen years (1720-1737). but the majority went on

one or a few slaving voyages and apparently were used for other purposes

 

79G. C. E. Crone. Onze sch en $3513 gouden eeuw (Amsterdam:

vsn Kampen. 1939). p. 69. In 1626 the WIC had a fleet of 72 ships.

80w1c. vol. #87. p. 171. At least this was the policy in 1729.

81A detailed calculation of the number of ships can be found

in chapters IV and VI.

82Unger II. p. 19 (see p. 7. note 29); Mannix and Cowley.

p. 70. The frequently published blueprints of the Brookes 2£_Livegpool

is an example of a slave ship specifically designed for this purpose.
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as well.83

No exact description of the types of ships used for slaving

is feasible as WIC correspondence generally recorded merely "ship" or

"little ship" (scheepje). The infrequently used smaller vessels were

often designated as to type. but it was apparently assumed that recip—

ients of WIC correspondence were sufficiently familiar with the large

ships that further distinction was not necessary.

For transportation between WIC factories and for coastal trade

small craft were usually used. Styles most frequently mentioned

included the sloop (£1323). smack (3%). galjoot. w. buys. and

j§g§_, Most of these were typical three-nested. shallowbbottomed

vessels between thirty and one hundred feet in length. which were

regularly used as fishing boats in the North Sea waters.84 Some of

the smaller craft. such as the £l222: were navigable by oar as well

as sail. and these. together with the numerous native canoes. were

paddled by black African slaves or hired African rowers. called

rimadoors by the Dutch.85 Canoes were most commonly used to transport

slaves and other merchandise between the beach and the ships anchored

off the shore.

The vessels carrying slaves across the Atlantic. though less

frequently identified by type. also included a variety of styles.

 

838ee Appendixes A and B for an alphabetical listing of the

slaving ships of both the WIC and private companies.

8“Crone's book. Onze schepen‘12Hgg_gouden eeuw. offers an

excellent analysis of Dutch ships in use during the seventeenth century.

85A fequfricans were also hired as sailors. and some of the

Castle Slaves were listed as sailors (matrozen). See WIC. Vol. 113.

p. 590; and Vol. 107. pp. “914-95.
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Initially. the WIC may have employed the flute (flgit)86 and its

descendants the katschip and hekboot or‘hggggrpextensively for the

slave trade. Although slow in appearance with its bulging sides. the

flute was an efficient carrier.87 Occasionally small craft such as

yachts and barques also were used for the Atlantic crossing. Cruisers

were commonly designated as frigates (fregat). Their function was pri-

marily naval patrol. but on occasions frigates also were employed as

slavers.

Cargo capacity is equally difficult to determine from the

available records. at least during the period of WIC monopoly. WIC

slavers generally were geared to carry approximately 500 slaves across

the ocean. but often they carried many more.88 During the 1720's WIC

officials in Africa urged their superiors in Holland to send smaller

slaving vessels. They requested specifically the fast sailing frigates

of about 70-80 feet in length that would carry 250.300 slaves. These

ships. they argued. could be employed for coastal trade while the slave

trade was slow. rather than waiting for a cargo of slaves.89 This idea

 

86This model was designed at the end of the sixteenth century

and was widely used in the Dutch merchant marine. particularly in the

Baltic trade but also elsewhere. See Crone. pp. 69. 72 and 86-91.

87th Dantzig (pp. 16-17) asserts that flutes were used widely

for the slave trade. There is. however. very little reference to flutes

in the WIC documents. Two flutes are mentioned in a document of 1720.

but the reference leaves the impression that these ships were a rarity

on the African coast. See WIC. Vol. 56. p. 182. Unger (II. p. 19)

states that flutes were not used by the MCC free trade company during

the eighteenth century.

88See chapters IV and V for more thorough analysis of the size

of slavers and slave cargos.

89w10, vol. #86. pp. n66.67 and 532.
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apparently stemmed from the Brazilians who customarily used small boats

for the slave trade.90 The free trade slaving ships used after 1730

were also of smaller size. averaging cargos of 300 slaves.91

The crews of ordinary WIC slavers were standardized at thirty.

four persons. but on occasions the company tried to cut down this

number in order to meet rising foreign competition. Such actions

precipitated complaints from the DirectorbGeneral who feared that

undermanned slavers would be prone to encourage slave rebellions.92

Free trade ships. while considerably smaller. maintained approximately

the same number of crew'members or even slightlymore.93 The debased

qualities ascribed to the WIC personnel serving on the African coast

(see p. #2) can equally be applied to crews of slave ships. And while

there is no evidence of Dutch slaving crews mutinying as was the case

'with the English.9u Dutch crews did undermine the WIC monopoly by

participating in illicit trade.95 Exposure to the slaves and to un-

familiar climates caused the death rates of Dutch slaving crews to be

extremely high. Unger puts it at 17.9 per cent. which is higher than

the death rate of slaves during the middle passage on the same ships.96

 

9°Ihid.. Vol. #87. pp. 7 and 128: Vridmn: p. 85°

91Unger II. P. 63. See pp. 1h9—50 below.

92WIC. Vol. 110. pp. 135 and 783.

93Unger II. p. 21. Of the 106 ships studied by Unger the crews

ranged from 26.4%. with an average of 36 per ship.

9gMackenzie-Grieve. p. 96.

95NBKG. vol. 6. Minutes 7/1u/1731: WIC. vol. 832, p. 239.

96Unger II. pp. 26-27. It should be taken into consideration.

of course. that the voyage lasted about three times as long for the

crew as for the slaves.
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The captain of a slaving ship occupied an important function

in the slave trade which required great skill. In addition to being

a good navigator and leader of an unruly crew. he had to be an able

merchant and manager in order to acquire and transport his cargo of

live merchandise. Some slaving ships took in a WIC merchant at Elmina

to direct the purchase of slaves. Other ships brought a specialist

from Holland. generally called a supercargo. who took charge of the

commercial transactions of the slaver.” Nevertheless. the captain

still had to examine and approve of the slaves purchased.98 When a

captain was in charge of trade he had to be familiar with the customs

and practices of Africans. knowing the right persons and the proper

respects and duties due to African leaders and traders.99 Free traders

in particular were faced with these predicaments; WIC captains more

often enjoyed the guidance provided by the WIC establishment on the

African coast.100

The captain also had to take in consideration the market con-

ditions. climatic cycles and fluctuations. and international relations.

All of these could affect the outcome of his comercial venture. Due

to the short supply of slaves. some ships had to wait as long as six

months to complete their cargo. while a more fortunate captain com-

pleted it in two weeks.101 Free traders not benefitting equally from

 

9’7va3. Folder 720; no. Vol. 833. pp. 128.33. Both documents

include instructions to a supercargo.

931mm. Vol. 233. Instructions 1/20/1700, art. 3.

”no. Vol. #85. p. 159.

100See Appendix D for a set of such guidelines.

1°1WIC. Vol. 99. p. 390: Vol. 100. pp. 580-82.
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the WIC institutions took even longer to fill their ships. Unger

averages the stay of Middelbugsche Commercie Compagnie (MCC) slavers

on the African coast at seven and one-half months.102 During the

months of June through August. the rainy season. the heavy surf made

the water on the coast usually so rough that ships could not be loaded

and unloaded.103 And finally. ships of hostile nations might capture

and confiscate a s1aver.1ou while African traders often withheld mer-

chandise unless additional duties or higher prices were paid.105 All

of these factors had to be taken into account by the captain.

In return for all these inconveniences a captain was rewarded

with considerable prestige. and relative to his time. with a good

salary. In 1732 the monthly salary of an MCC captain was five times

that of one of his sailors-.65 and 12 guilders respectively.106 In

addition to their salaries slave captains could earn extra on a suc-

cessfully completed slaving voyage. According to WIC regulations set

up in 1675 the captain of a slave ship received a monthly salary of

50 guilders. plus a special premium on slaves delivered in the'west

 

10ZUnger II. p. 39.

103WIC. Vol. 57! P. 38: Vbl. 488. pp. 189. 193 and 197.

10“International relations will be discussed in Chapters V

and VI.

1059113. Vol. 485. p. 156e

1060nger II. pp. 2h—25. Unger made an extensive analysis of

the crews of MCC slavers.
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Indies.1°7

This lucrative remuneration of slave captains aroused the envy

of WIC personnel in Africa. In 1712. Commissioner Jan de Pauw at

Ouidah complained to the Director-General that the "greedy" captains

were eating freely from his table. a courtesy he owed them. while they

were making far greater profits than he on the slave trade.108

The bulk of the slaves transacted by the Dutch were not pure

chased by captains of slave ships. however. but by agents of the WIC

stationed at the various forts and lodges. This fort system. as these

European trading stations are often termed. served a very significant

function in the comercisl relations between Europe and Africa.

When the Europeans first arrived on the West African coast a

vast network of trade existed in the interior commecting the Sudan

with North Africa via caravan routes across the Sahara.” Consequently.

the centers of political power and concentrations of population were

in the interior. The Guinea coast was only sparsely populated with

an occasional fishing or salt gathering village. One of the few

meptions to this was the city of Benin. which made a striking

impression on Europeans. but otherwise no organised commercial net-

work appears to have existed along the coast.109 European demands

 

1071410. Vol. 835. p. 113. The following scale of special

prmiums was set up by the NIC:

f.1:— per slave i - 50

f.23— I! N 51 Is 100

£.3:- « n 101 - 150

fJH— U u 151 C 200

1.5:... n a 201 - 250

1%. Vol. 102. p. “3e

109.1. D. Fags. _A_ Hi of wag Africa (London: Cambridge

University Press. 1969). pp. .
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for African products. aided by the decline of political stability in

the western Sudan. precipitated a radical shift in the commercial and

political orientation of west Africa. By the 1670's trade patterns had

shifted mostly southward. toward the coast. furthering the decline of

central authority in the western Sudan and giving rise to several new

states in the coastal regions.110

Various agreements. or treaties. were made between European

trading companies and the rulers (kings or chiefs. as the Europeans

styled them) of the early coastal comunities. Copies of some of

these treaties between the WIC and African rulers have been preserved

in Dutch archives.1u

Trade was always the principal concern of these treaties. The

Dutch were particularly insistent on excluding other European nations

and interlopers from the trade with Africans. In return for a monop-

oly on trade the WIC promised to provide African rulers with arms and

to protect the contracting canmunity against their enemies.112 There

were mam occasions on which African commities begged the WIC to

establish a fort and provide them with the attenehxt securities.113

For the privilege of using African land for a trading station

 

11°Ivor Wilks. mg ppm 1:.ch _i_n_ As ti History (Cape

Coast. Ghana: Institute of African Studies. 1 1 . pp. 10.20.

1113” van. Vol. 122; and J. x. J. de Jonge. 23 Oor ron Lap

MsfiéamummdosahafimLmOt (The Hague: 1571).
Pp. e

1121410. VO1e 109. pa fie

113T!» following documents contain requests for such WIC pro-

tection: mo. Vol. 2. Minutes 12/21/1706 and 1/’+/1706: Vol. 5.

2/12/1716: Vol. 7. 11/20/173u: w1c, Vol. 99. p. in.
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as well as for other services that African rulers rendered. the WIC

also paid monetary remunerations (cofleld) on a regular basis.

Numerous references to such payments occur in WIC documents.nu This

practice of regular payments gave rise to the so-called "(Elmina) Note"

or "Book" which entitled the holder to an annual tribute from the WIC.

and was often the cause of disputes between African rulers.n5 Africans

at Cormantin received a tribute of one Mark in goods from Dutch ships

that anchored there. a practice that dated back to 1664 when the famous

Dutch admiral de Ruyter promised this tribute in return for assistance

from the Cormantin Africans in ousting the English.116

One of the most significant changes resulting from the estab-

lishment of European forts was that they attracted sizable numbers of

Africans for labor and protection offered by the towns adjoining the

forts. The lives of these people in the castle towns were totally

linked to the company. which provided them with a job such as crafts-

men. rowers. interpreters. and traders. In Daaku's words they came

to constitute a "new class" which drastically influenced African soci-

eties on the coast.117

From among this new class the WIC appointed a prominent member

to the position of broker (MM). This influential post existed

 

nus... for example mo. Vol. 5. Minutes 12/23/1712: Vol. 13.

1/12/1781.

1-15Daaku. pp. 49-50: and Mannix and Cowley. p. 30.

116911C. Vol. 989 PC so

117Daaku. Chapter v. See also Harvey Feinberg. "Elmina. Ghana:

A History of its Involvement and Relationship with the Dutch in the

Eééghteenth Century" (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation. Boston University.

1 9 .
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wherever the company traded regularly. Elmina had even more than one;

the documents mention a chief broker (oppemkelaar) and an assistant

broker (gndermakegg).118

The role of the broker was to represent the WIC in matters of

trade to the Africans. and to function as an intermediary between

African traders and the conpany. Installation ceremonies were held

at Elmina and included the swearing of an oath of allegiance to the

WIC."19 when in 17% the Elmina caboceer (leader. or person of promi-

nence) . Amba. was recomended to succeed the diseased chief broker .

Abbooan. the function of broker was described by WIC officials as

"furthering the trade. and the general well being of the company."

Alba was to receive a monthly salary of one ounce in gold.120 The

position of broker was frequently transferred from father to son.121

One of the functions of the broker was to collect unpaid

debts for the company. In 1767 an unnamed WIC broker was sent to the

island of Shipon. near Chane. to collect payment for four slaves.

which had been kidnapped by Jan Tin. a prominent Negro of the island.

The end result of the mission was that the king of the island. Cobbens

Apo. agreed to trade with the WIC exclusively on payment of a monthly

subsidy (W of six Ackeys in merchandise.122

 

1131mm. Vol. 7. Minutes 1/-/1735. p. 5. See also Feinberg.

pp. 93-99 for a discussion on brokers.

1191GBKG. Vol. 14. Minutes 11/3/1788. This. at least. was the

case with the successor to broker Apetta Coffy of Apam.

izoNBKG. Vol. ”’0. Po l"5e

121mm. Vol. 290. Document 50.

“Zinc. Vol. 12. minutes film/1767.
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Some of these brokers became extremely wealthy and influential.

Daaku has amplified the roles of a number of them. such as John Conny

(Brandenburg broker). John Kabes (English). and Pieter Pasop (Dutch).

.Thqy commanded power equal to contemporary African kings; Daaku.dubs

them ”merchant princes."123 According to a report from the Director.

General in 1703. Pieter Pasop. who was related to the king of Akwamu.

had sufficient power and influence to effect the end of hostilities

between the Akwamu.and neighboring states.124

Beyond the castle towns. European control over the African

population was quite restricted before the nineteenth century. As

Wyndham suggests. "their effectiveness was restricted to the range of

their guns."125 And even this limited degree of control was not always

certain. as was shown in 1660 and 169“ when Africans captured forts

from the Danes. and also during the early part of the eighteenth cen—

tury when the HIC was unable to wrest the control of the Brandenburg

fort Gross Friedrichsburg from John Cormy.126

For the above reasons Europeans were forced to adjust their

trade to the existing commercial systems initiated by the Africans.

Actually; there were many basic similarities between‘African and Euro-

pean trading practices. Both tried to maintain commercial monopolies

and had strong mercantilistic tendencies.127 Trade monopolies were

resented equally by.Africans and Europeans. but neither had a choice

 

12%. pa Bone 12%C. Vol. #85}. Pa 238s

12W. p. 59. 126Mrregaard. p. xxiv.

127Davidson. p. 86: Nlrregaard. p. xxiii.
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but to accept the restrictions imposed by them. African as well as

EurOpean nations quarreled and fought wars with each other over control

of the trade.128

As a result of the restricted European control of the African

mainland. the former depended on the latter not only for supplies but

also for information about the interior. Brokers were often employed

as "roving ambassadors" to African rulers.129 Other free Africans and

castle slaves were sent on missions to the interior for information

and messages of goodwill. In 1702. for example. two "black boys."

named‘Affa and Jan (presumably castle slaves who were employed as

messengers) were sent on a mission to the courts of Denkyira. Accany.

and imnti.13°

On a few occasions only did Europeans venture into the interior.

One of the earliest penetrations of the Gold Coast mainland by Europeans

occurred in 1701. when the WIC employee David van Nyendaal traveled to

the court of the Ashanti at Kumasi and stayed there for more than one

year. ‘WIC documents refer to it as his "imprisonment." Nyendaal

returned to Elmina at the close of 1702 or early in 1703. but unforb

tunately for posterity the account of his journey and stay at Kumasi

was lost}31 Several decades later. in 1703. Chief Comissioner Jacob

Elet spent several months at the court of the king of Dahomey. This

 

128mvidson. pp. 9h-95.

12931C. V010 99. Pa 208 m. Po 110s

13°w1c. Vol. 98. p. 3. See the map for West African states in

Figure 5. p. 130.

131mm. Vol. 1. Minutes 6/u/i7oz and 5/1/1703.
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account has fortunately been preserved.132

African trade was highly specialized and operated by skilled

professionals. as many European traders were willing to attest.133 The

trading profession was frequently organised like the crafts in Europe.

with certain tribes specializing in trade. Sundstram speaks of "Middle.

men societieso'dju

One trading society or tribe frequently mentioned in WIC docu-

ments was the Akani (Accanisten). The Akani apparently had their own

stats about one hundred miles north of Elmina. until their demise at

the beginning of the eighteenth century resulting from the wars between

the declining Denlqira and the rising Ashanti empires.135 Their role

on the Gold Coast was much like that of the Hause in the area. later to

become modern Nigeria.136 The disappearance of the Akani traders as a

result of the aforementioned rivalry was greatly regretted by thes mer.

chants of the WIC. who in 1705 were still' hoping for the return of Akani

traders.137 The Akani were particularly influential in the gold trade.

but by the time the slave trade took on significance in the Gold Coast.

 

1323» WIC. Vol. 139.

133wyndhan. p. 63; Eric Tylleman. "The Gold Coast at the End of

the Seventeenth Century Under the Danes and the Dutch." abridged and

introduced by Matthew Nathan. gm 2; _thg African §2cietz. Vol. XIII

(October. 19%). p. 31.

13“lore Sundstrom. 1133 Tags 2; Guinea (Lund. Sweden: Hakan

Ohlsson. 1965). Chapter II.

135mm. pp. 310 and 3&5: Tyuenan. pp. 20.31. Daaku claims

that Akani were later known by the name Adansi. and that the Pants

replaced them in their cosmercial role on the Gold Coast.

136Ratelband. p. xciii.

137F110. V01. 979 We “SL533 Vol. 989 Pa l"'Sh'e
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they were no longer mentioned in the WIC correspondence.

Related to the intense organization of African trade was the

fact that political authorities exercised extensive control over it.

African states could grant or refuse passage to traders from the interi-

or. and when passage was allowed. they collected tolls and transit

duties.138 Control of the trade routes was frequently the cause of

war. and once such.wars had started. they tended to stagnate trade even

further.139

In.African societies trade was usually'under complete or para

tial monopoly of its political leaders. Kings often appointed agents.

"royal merchants." to direct the commercial transactions of the

state.140 This is perhaps best illustrated by the trade on the Slave

Coast. Before the rise of Dahomey when the supreme king of the Aja

states was still residing at the capital Allada (or Great.Ardra). the

best of European merchandise of each slaving ship had to be carried to

the capital twentyafive miles inland so that the king could have first

choice.1u1 As the kings of the coastal towns. such as Ouidah. became

more independent. they also insisted that they be given preferential

treatment. From a directive compiled by the often cited Willem

Bosman.w2 we learn that the king of Ouidah received the value of six

138Mstr8m. pp. 8.9

1”The relationship between war and trade will be assessed in

chapters 'V and VI.

1h°Sundstr6m. pp. 62 and 65: Daaku. p. 130: flirtin. p. 22.

1“1Rate1band. p. lxxxi.

“211mm 11o}. 233.2314. Instructions 10/3/1700. A translation

of this document is included as Appendix D.
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slaves in duties plus two slaves for services from each slaving ship.

In addition. the captain was obligated to buy the first slaves from

the king. peying approximately'10.20 per cent more than on the free

market and offering as payment cowry shells. the preferred currency

on the slave coast. On occasions the king demanded additional duties

and higher prices after 500 slaves had been delivered to the slaver.”3

A number of "big merchants" (g:gtg_neggtianten) or captains. as

the Dutch were prone to call them. also received preferential treatment.

This was due in part to their favorable relationship to the king (some

documents refer to these merchants as "favorites of the king")1uu and

also to their services rendered to the WIC. Like the king. they

received gifts and a higher price for their slaves. While not in

regular service of the company. they enjoyed the WIC's trust and esteem

equal to brokers on the Gold Coast. They. too. functioned as links

between Europeans and Africans. informing WIC captains of market condi-

tions and serving as interpreters. Names such as Captain Carts (or

Carter) and.Agou can repeatedly be found at the head of slave ship

purchase accounts during the beginning of the eighteenth century}!+5

Carts held on to his position of prominence for’many'years. for in a

report of 1720 we find the wish expressed that "he may yet lime many

years" because he "renders much friendship. since he has great influence

 

1‘3w1c. Vol. #85. p. 156. See also Appendix D.

Where. Vol. 23%. Instruction 6/6/1703.

1"59:10. Vol. 102. pp. 21.14:». In this purchase account of ship

§t, Clara the king is listed as purchasing 36. Carts as 72. and Agou

as 27-;Izves.
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with the kingfiw6

Thus far the middlemen function of African merchants and

societies has been emphasized. The WIC establishment in Africa. how.

ever. also performed that role viz. as middleman between African

traders and maritime merchants from the Portuguese colony of Brazil.

These Brazilians. usually referred to as Portuguese in Dutch records.

came in large numbers throughout most of the eighteenth century to buy

slaves at the WIC factories. An average of fifteen of these relatively

small Brazilian ships anchored at Elmina annually. In 1727. a peak

year. there were as may as thirty-three ships.1w7 The Brazil trade

became so significant by 1721 that a separate accounting book was

created for this activity.”8 Three years later the Director-General

ordered that no more than two Brazilians could be serviced at one time

since this trade caused a shortage of slaves for WIC slaving shipmw9

The Brazil trade meant so much to the WIC. however. that in 17111} the

compaw built a chapel for Brazilian sailors in which they could prac-

tice their Roman Catholic religion. This was quite a concession for

the anti-Roman Calvinists and was approved only after several years

of weighing the merits of the trade with Brazil.”0

In return for slaves large quantities of Brazilian products.

 

”65110. Vol. 10a. p. #86.

“WIC. Vol. 108. p. 7h; Vol. 113. p. #32; NBKG. Vols. zuo and

2M. A more extensive awaisal of the dimension of the Brazil trade

follows on pp. 108 and 1 25.

1%C. VOle 56. Pa 19°e

”9313.. p. 206.

15°1bid.. Vol. 57. p. 59: Vol. 113. p. 209.
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principally tobacco. sugar. gold. and hides. were carried to the Nest

African coast.151 In addition to slaves the Brazilians bought some

European goods and cowry shells. which they traded again for slaves on

the Slave Coast.152 The'WIC began to rely on these Brazilian products.

particularly tobacco and gold. As the eighteenth century progressed

tobacco became an essential commercial product much in demand by

Africana.153 And ironically. there were occasions when Gold Coast

traders demanded gold in payment for slaves.15u

Not all Brazilian ships went to Elmina to buy slaves. however.

Host of them went there merely to pay a duty. amounting to ten per cent

of the cargo. extending to them the privilege to trade on the Guinea

Coast under Dutch protection. This practice was justified by the

Dutch-Portuguese treaty of 1661 and was rigorously enforced by the

WIC. even though other European nationals were unmolested by the

mtch.155 Many a Brazilian ship. failing to pay the required ten per

cent. was captured and confiscated. Their fate was similar to that of

captured interlopers. Indeed. numerous WIC ships completed their

slave cargo with slaves taken from captured Brazilian vessels. In

1717. the slaver‘Qggpggigg_welvaren acquired h6h slaves in this

manner.”6 Two years later a total of 680 slaves were robbed from two

 

151%., Vol. 106. p. #38; Vol. l+86. p. “#7.

152%" Vol. 113. pp. 266 and 319.

1531121." vol, 115, p. 95; Vol. 117. pp. 389-90.

1 d.. Vol. 107. p. 3: Vol. 105. pp- 3940.

1552321.. Vol. 1275. Docmaent 1725.

1561119.. Vol. 103. p. 352.
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Brazilian ships.157 While the booty was not always this lucrative.

hardly a year passed during the first quarter of the eighteenth century

that not one or more Brazilian ships fell prey to the monopolistic WIC.

On rare occasions the WIC also sold slaves to French and

English ships.158 but this never became a regular practice. A few

Americans also stopped at Elmina and bought slaves.”9 When in 1778

the WIC officially encouraged the trade with Americans the WIC's

participation in the slave trade was about to terminate.160 But only

in the trade with the Brazilians did the Dutch WIC truly and signifi-

cantly function in a middleman capacity.

 

157%.. Vol. “Se Po 7313 VO1e fig p. 168.

158$” for example WIC. Vol. 99. p. 11; me. Vol. 8. Minutes

12/19/1737: Vol. 2. Minutes 12/2/1706.

159WIC. Vol. #90. p. 597. The first recorded arrival of an

American ship was in 175“.

2a 1601mm. Vol. 1h. Minutes 9/n/1787. See also AAC. Document

19.



4 0 ~ m e . - o- e C O “0' ha a. I 0 O O .o -

Atlar

Provi

in t}

also

ruptc

Atlir

I new

the c

reorg

Mic

comp}

31m

lent}

He 3t

pl 1‘
J



CHAPTER IV

THE DIMENSIONS OF THE WIC SLAVE TRADE. 1675-1735

Only one decade after the WIC acquired a sizable stake in the

Atlantic slave trade through the Asiento contracts (1662). the United

Provinces were invaded by French armies and suffered a costly defeat

in their third naval war against England. These political reversals

also precipitated enormous economic losses. one of which was the bank.

ruptcy of the WIC during the year 167#. Aware of the profits the

Atlantic trade promised. however. Dutch merchants immediately created

a new company. The new WIC. organized in September. 167b, resembled

the old company so much that the change can appropriately be called a

reorganization.1

The WIC slave trade suffered considerably as a result of these

national disasters. although the trade itself may never have come to a

complete standstill. At least two WIC slavers. with a total of 585

slaves aboard. departed from the Guinea coast during the first five

months of 167“. and one Dutch slaver was captured by the English in the

‘West Indies.2 But no slaving activity can be verified through the WIC

 

1Hienkman.‘W'e§t Indisghe‘gggpggnig. pp. 56 and 1h8; Unger I.

Pa 150a

wac. Vol. 101. p. 291; NBKG. Vol. 2n, Correspondence

8/20/17711.
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documents during the last half of 167“ and the first half of 1675. The

Asiento contract also slipped temporarily from the hands of the WIC.

although the directors of the new WIC soon authorized a new Asiento

contract to be negotiated.3

The resumption and expansion of the slave trade was high on the

list of considerations of The Ten. the board of directors of the new

win.“ AA new.Asiento contract was signed on April 19. 1675. It was the

largest to date. calling for sight slaving vessels each carrying 450.500

slaves during the first year. Four other slaving voyages had already

been assigned.5 and it is not clear whether these were subsequently

employed for Asiento commitments or in addition to the other eight.

From the scanty record it appears that only a small number of slaves

were transacted by the WIC during the year 1675: the record of only one

ship has been preserved. and the accounting of slave purchases on the

African coast did not commence until September. 1675.6 By the end of

that year and during the following year the VIC was deeply involved in

the trade. carrying an estimated 3.000 slaves across the Atlantic in a

ununmmhmuwfl MgrauthtatMsmmtmemuupmm

inces may well have become the leading slave trading nation.8

 

3w1c. vol. 831. pp. 89 and 95.

“Ibid.. pp. 24 and 2&7. The slave trade was listed as point

#10 on a comprehensive 23 point program of reorganization.

5wIc. vol. 831. p. 88.

5vwls. Folder 928. p. 1. See also Table 2.

7See Tables 2 and 3. and Appendixes A-1 and c.

8Unger I. p. 1&2.
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The creation of the new WIC and the temporary halt followed by

a more intensive involvement in the slave trade make the year 1675 a

reasonable starting point for this study. But an even more important

reason for beginning this study with that year is the increased avail-

ability of documents that followed the creation of the new company.

Very few papers of the old WIC have been preserved. and it is therefore

impossible to make a comprehensive assessment of its participation in

the slave trade. Documents of the first quarter of the new WIC are

still far from abundant. but from the beginning of the eighteenth

century a wealth of documents has been preserved.

On the whole. the WIC archives are a delight to the researcher.

Dutch merchants and administrators developed highly rationalized and

efficient institutions of commerce and left numerous legal papers and

cenercial accounts that were copiously duplicated and preserved.

Periodic reports of the company's commercial pursuits on the African

coast and minutes of the Council's meetings had to be sent to The Ten

in Holland in duplicate and by different ships.9 The Bookkeeper.

General had to prepare and send in similar fashion annual. semi-annual.

and bimonthly accounts of the trade on the Guinea Coast.” Each item

of trade. including slaves. had to be accounted for. If a slave died.

even an infant. a death warrant (attsgtatie) was drawn up and signed by

two employees of the MIC.11 Obviously this was not for genealogical

 

9wIc. Vol. 56. pp. 6 and 27: Vol. 109. p. 59.

10m. Vol. 228. No. 2. Unfortunately. the main ledger con.

taining a complete record of all financial transactions in Africa has

not been preserved.

”no. Vol. 180. p. 192. See Appendix F for a translation of
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purposes. since no names were recorded. but simply because a slave was

a valuable commercial article.

If a slave captain failed to sell all his European merchandise

in Africa. a no agent had to sign an affidavit verifying the rennent.12

'Hhen a ship had boarded a complete cargo of slaves. the captain had to

sign three receipts (ggggossement). specifying the nature (male. female.

etc.) of the slave cargo. The captain kept one cepy. one was kept in

Elmina. and the third copy was sent to Holland.13 In 1712 the book-

keeping of the slave trade was further complicated by the requirement

of detailed accounts (Reckoning) of the purchasing of slaves. The

accounts had to include the type and price of the slaves. and when and

from whom the slaves were bought.1u When in 1719 two slavers left

Ouidah without these accounts. the negligent WIC servants were repri-

manded by officials in Holland.” Such a system virtually guaranteed

that every slave was accounted for. {And when a captain did not possess

the slaves indicated by the books. the authorities in either Elmina or

the united Provinces could order an investigation. Only a few such

investigations have reportedly taken place.16

 

an atte ti . WIC. vol. 108 contains several of these documents for

the period of April. 1728 to April. 1730.

12WC. Vol. 560 p0 87o

13mm. Vol. 235. Instructions 11/21/1713. See Appendix E for

t madam 9.0mm.-

1“WIC. vol. 101. pp. 363-67. The document cited is an example

of such an account or reekenigg.

15WIC. Vol. 56. Pa 173a

161b1do. V01. #8“. pp. M: ”EKG. VOIQ 2. Minn“: 2/25/1706.
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While a large portion of the new WIC papers have been preserved.

it is still not possible to arrive at an accurate count of the volume

of the WIC slave trade. Too many documents were either lost or dis-

carded. particularly of the years before 1700. However. on the basis

of the available data. several model figures can be calculated. such as

the average number of slaves carried on WIC ships and the average number

of slaving ships dispatched during a given period. At least for the

period of 1675—1735. which is characterized by considerable continuity

in documentation and slaving techniques. these model figures can serve

as a basis for reasonable estimates. Three types of data have been

collected for this sixty year period of WIC monopoly. and while not one

of these sets of data is complete. by correlating them. some meaningful

conclusions can be drawn regarding the Dutch participation in the Atlan-

tic slave trade.

The largest and most valuable collection of data used for this

study is a list of 2M WIC slaving voyages. listed in accordance with

the names of the ships in Appendix A. The information on this list was

drawn from nmnerous reports and letters from Africa. as well as various

other celpaw papers. One of the results of this method was to deter-

mine the absolute minimum of WIC slavers that carried slaves from

Africa. Not every slaving voyage could be detected by this method. how-

ever. particularly not for the period of 1675-1699 where a dearth of

documentary evidence made this effort virtually meaningless. The inoom.

plete record revealed only sixty ships. or slightly more than two per

year. which is perhaps only one-third of the actual total.

For the years 1700-1735. however. the list of slaving ships

gives a more accurate reflection. Virtually all the reports from Africa
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for this period have been preserved. and the Director-General was

usually very eager to report the departure of a loaded slaver. For

these thirty-six years a total of 158 slaving voyages. or slightly more

than four per year. can be documented. This still is by no means a

complete record. however. since many voyages were either not recorded

or the reports were lost. This is particularly the case with slavers

sailing to the Loango-Angola Coast. which did not have to report their

departure from Africa to Elmina. So. while this kind of evidence pro-

vides us with an absolute minimum. the actual number of voyages can be

determined only with the aid of additional evidence to be discussed

below.

The data on the list of slaving voyages are most valuable in

determining an average for the number of slaves transported by WIC

ships. Most company ships were geared to carry a cargo of approxi-

‘mately 500 slaves. particularly during the seventeenth century. During

the following century this figure gradually expanded; the largest re-

corded WIC cargo was carried by the Beekestezg in 1733s and amounted

to 866 slaves. Only two other cargos comprising 800 or more have been

found recorded by this study. These large cargos were balanced by

small yachts that the company sent across the Atlantic with slaves.

or the seventeen yachts recorded. the smallest carried ioo slaves.

while the overall average was 171. The great majority of the yachts.

fifteen out of seventeen recorded. crossed the Atlantic in the 1700.

1735 period. Since this mission was authorised by Elmina.” it seems

 

17wIc, Vol. 56. p. 88. The no authorities in Holland assigned

slaving missions. but small yachts could be initiated by the Council at

Elmina. It was not until 1710. however. that the Council was encouraged
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unlikely that any of the yachts have been left unrecorded. The tabula-

tions of WIC slaving ships in Table 1 should aid in determining a mean.

ingful model for an average slave cargo.

TABLE 1

THE SIZE OF SLAVE CARGOS

 

 

Category Ships Slaves Average per Ship

Grand Total 159 83,591+ 525.8

Yachts 17 2.902 170.7

1675-1699 37 18.02” #87.1‘

After 1735 13 6.772 520.6b

Total 1700-1735 108 58.378 $5.?

‘This figure includes one yacht carrying 173 slaves.

bAfter 1735 the WIC dispatched slaving vessels only periodically

(see chapter V). These 13 slavers. including one yacht with 171 slaves.

have been included in the grand total.

Source: Appendix A.

Assuming that the later activities were more accurately record-

ed. several yachts may have been unrecorded in the pro-1700 period: only

one yacht was reported during this period. A more representative number

of ships for the early period would tend to lower the overall average.

Since one can only speculate on this. the grand total average of 525

slaves per ship seems a reasonable model to apply when the specific

capacity of a ship is unknown.

A second compilation of data that aids in determining the

 

to do so. which may well account for the small number of yachts dis-

patched before that date.
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dimension of the Dutch slave trade consists of the assignments (£225-

‘bgg;§) of slaving voyages to the various chambers of the WIC. These

assignments were made by The Ten or the directors of the presiding

chamber. and the information can be gleaned from the minutes of meat-

ings or’from correspondence from these bodies to the Directors-General

in Africa. Only about half of the assignments could be verified. and

these data therefore fail to give a comprehensive picture of the slaving

activity of the WIC.18 Still. a number of meaningful conclusions may be

drawn from this information. A most useful conclusion deduced from

these assignments is the relative importance of the areas from which

the Dutch acquired their slaves. Out of a total of 1&0 recorded voyages.

#2 were destined for Angola. 7“ for the Slave Coast (Aja). 7 were sent

to Elmina and 4 to either Elmina or the Slave Coast. A total of 3 were

dispatched to Rio Calabary. and the remaining 10 had either optional or

mixed destinations. or their African destination was not recorded in the

available sources. Since the WIC archives supply little information

regarding the Angola trade. this data drawn from the slaving assignments

supplies a broad sample from which a reasonable estimate of the volume

of the Angels trade can be deduced. According to the assignments the

Angola trade constituted nearly'onesthird of the total'WIC slaving

effort (#2 out of 130 known destinations). and amounted to nearly half

the magnitude (#2 caspared to 85) of the Slave and Gold Coast trade

combined.19

The third set of data employed to evaluate the dimension of the

 

18i'he slaving assigmsnts (tourbeurten) are listed in Appendix c.

19See Table 5 for a tabulation of overall estimates.



s .

- ' ' rs n e v A ‘ '

C

a- . .

- - ‘ l , .

'~ I ’ ‘ ‘ I _ l. ‘1 . .

' ’ e 2 .

‘ . e e n . , ‘ , r . .

t ' .

‘ O ’ l 1 O O V I I ' e

" 'V - I an V 1 ~ . A

. I l e —- ‘

m ' r '\ , v - .- .p . /. e 5v ' s e

.

- n ' l v ‘ - ' -

- 4 s.» r. ‘. ~ .. - . f > g , .. , .. , ‘

' -. t' - .
-.. , 7 . ’4‘ . r. - .~. e‘ ,.. .7 —. - l, p . ‘ .- .

. , . ‘

- - , a. ,i , _ ‘ _ s ’

l ' ' e " ' ‘ ' l o ' v.

- ' ’ . . e I e-

P‘ ‘ l a” r ‘ ‘ l e ‘ ’ e»; s ‘5' I" ..
. s— \ '

' $ ' ' ’ , s. I‘ ‘ e - , s . - "' .
' ' f . a r

. ‘ Z

,, s ,_ _ , . , . .— . I ~

v

‘»

e

O'v—e“--Oo§r «evil as...-

Queer. a.“



101

Dutch slave trade constitutes one of the most valuable finds in this

research project. It consists of a tabulation of merchAndise purchased

by the WIC on the African coast during the period of 1675-1731. covering

nearly'the whole period treated in this chapter. These "return goods."

(retourwaren) as the Dutch styled them. included African products such

as gold. ivory. slaves. etc.. as well as merchandise bought from Brazil-

ian traders who frequented the Guinea Coast. Apparently a'WIC servant

compiled this information from the main ledger. now no longer in exis-

tence. Its reliability cannot be tested accurately. but a few surviving

bimonthly accounts. as well as a tally of individual slave cargos (see

Tables 2 and 3). tend to confirm the reliability of the figures on this

list.20

Pertinent elements of the three sets of data discussed thus far

have been ccmbined in Tables 2 and 3. A separate table has been made

for the last quarter of the seventeenth century. since the information

regarding assignments and recorded slaving voyages is scanty for this

period. and its comparative value is thereby impaired. As the tables

show. however. the decade of the 1680's and the final years of the

seventeenth century are an exception to the rule. which is due largely

to the preservation of two volumes of correspondence from the WIC

factors stationed on the Slave Coast.21

 

2grewtimonthly accounts in consecutive order have been pre-

served. but WIC. vol. 108. pp. 32. hi. #6. and 53 contain the accounts

for a consecutive period of eight months of the year 1727. During this

period 2.052 slaves were recorded purchased at the various'WIC facto-

ries. as compared with 2.900 slaves indicated on the list of "return

goods" for the whole year.

213.. no. Vols. 180 and 1021».
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TABLE 2

ACCUMULATED DATA ON WIC SLAVING. 1675-1699

 

 

 

I II III Iv v

1675 - 8 1 344

1676 2877 3 (6)‘ 1 393 (1 Aug.)

1677 1923 - 1 525

1678 2009-1/# - - - (2.Ang.)

1679 826-11/12 5 (9) - -

1680 2285 2 966 (1 Ang.)

1681 869 2 (2) 3 1596

1682 h10—3/5 8 or 11 2 988

1683 1212 u (3) 2 10255

16811 1565.1/4 - 2 1000

1685 666 6 (2) 5 2025 (2 n.s.)

1686 2123 2 (1) a 2096 (1 n.s.)

1687 1102 - a 2026

1688 1595 - 3 1170

1689 15 - - -

1690 63 - 1 999

1691 790 - a 2036 (1 Ang.)

1692 2887.1/2 - - -

1693 989-1/2 - 1 525

1699 599 - - -

1695 1037 - - -

1696 1115-1/3 - 2 1050 (2 n.s.)

1697 852.1/2 - 2 1050

1698 313h.1/2 1 1 590 (1 Ang.)

1699 2016 2 7 3228 (2 n.s.)

 

‘The figures in this column indicate the number of months for

which the assignments were made. Additional assignments may have been

made for such.years. but the evidence for this is lacking.

Note: The five columns in the table represent the following:

I. The number of slaves purchased according to the list of "return

goods."

II. The number of slaving assignments that can be documented.

III. The number of specific slaving voyages that can be documented.

but not including ships to Angola.

IV. The number of slaves. known or estimated. that were carried by

the ships mentioned in III. .An average of 525 slaves has been

calculated when the number of slaves in a given ship was not

GCOI'tOde

V. The number of Angola slavers of which there is a record (Ang.).

as well as the slavers of which the African port or area of

departure is not specified (n.s.).
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TABLE 3

ACCUMULATED DATA ON WIC SLAVING. 1700-1737

 

 

 

I II III Iv v

1700 969.1/2 8 1+ 1651. (2 n.s.)

1701 323 .. a 1771.

1702 299 u (5) - -

1703 1.20 - 2 952 (1 Ang-)

1709 1578 - 1* 1677 (2 Ans.)

1705 1995-1/6 - 1+ 1821

1706 2269 8 (u) n 1823 (1 Ang.)

1707 2430-1/2 3 6 2710 (1 Ang.

1 n.s.)

1708 2191. 8 3 1985

1709 1908 5 I. 2105

1710 1339 - a 1685

1711 35 - 3 1252

1712 1912 a 2 1154

1713 716 2 2 1109 (1 Ang.)

1711. 1557 2 A. 1921

1715 1606 5 h 1563 (1 Ana.)

1716 11.52 1 3 123+

171? 1011 1 h 2137

1718 2212 6 5 2602

1719 2586 3 (6) 2 1050 (2 Ang.)

1720 111146. 5 (7) 1 596 (1 Aug.)

1721 1698 7 a 2161 (2 Ang.

I neSe)

1722 1352 3 or 5 2 1062

1723 2071-1/11 - 5 2165 (1 Aug.)

1728 3165.1/6 6 a 2076

1725 2890 9 5 2615 (1 Ang.)

1726 2752 9 3 11.78

1727 2900 - 5 3025

1728 1936 - 5 2827

1729 3263 - ‘1 2597

1730 1111.0 5 2 732

1731 1879 5 6 3065

1732 - - 6 3077

1733 - - 5 3303

1739 - - 6 2790

1735 - - 7 372“

1736 - '. z. 1270

1737 - 1 2 1078

Note: The key to this table is identical to Table 2. p. 102.

Sources for Tables 2 and 3: Appendixes A and C. and VWIS. Folder 928.
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The occasional use of fractions (see column I) in the list of

slaves among the "return goods" is indicative of a serious effort toward

accuracy. Obviously there were no fractions of slaves or partially free

slaves. Fractions resulted from the fact that slaves were regarded as

merchandise. and since their economic value varied. a fictional unit of

measurement for a full-fledged slave and fractions thereof were devel-

oped during the seventeenth century. A healthy male or female slave

between the ages of 15 and 35 was considered a full-fledged slave and

usually referred to as 23.93;; g: _Igdig. In Dutch documents this

generally abbreviated to pieces (pees or ps.). and the expression

”deliverable piece" (leverbaa; _s_t‘1_1_k_) also was used. When the term

”heads“ (M) was employed. it was in reference to individual slaves

regardless of their economic value. although occasionally the tense

were used interchangeably for the same unit. Adult slaves with serious

plusical disabilities were placed in a separate category and labeled

mor muerons. Fractional designations were used primarily

for the evaluation of children below the age of fifteen.22

The number of child slaves purchased by the Dutch appears to

have been very low during the seventeenth century. but the ratio in-

creased gradually during the subsequent century. According to a sample

of fifty-six WIC slave cargos. no children were recorded during the

last quarter of the seventeenth century. but during the first third of

the following century. 7-1/2 per cent were registered in fractions of a

23.22! 9:, m. An estimated discrepancy of 5 per cent between 2.132.;

(_i_e_ Egg and individual human beings would therefore seem reasonable for

 

22Unger I. pp. 11.5.1.6: Curtin. pp. 22.23.
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the period of 1675-1731. and could therefore be added to the list of

"return goods“ in order to arrive at the total number of slaves.23

Without complete documentation it is impossible to arrive at

a definitive conclusion regarding the dimension of the Dutch slave

trade. However. the available data contained in Tables 2 and 3 enable

one to make some reasonable estimates and draw meaningful conclusions.

First. it appears that the slave trade fluctuated considerably:

some years nine or more slaving vessels crossed the Atlantic and other

years none at all or very few. Secondly. the average annual volume of

trade of the first third of the eighteenth century was higher than that

of the last quarter of the seventeenth century. as the list of "return

goods” illustrates.

By comparing the statistics contained in the list of "return

goods“ (coluum I) to the slaving voyages recorded (columns III and IV)

the reliability of the former is actually enhanced. even if the numbers

of corresponding years often differ considerably. Comparison by years

is actually not too valuable since the snot date of departure of the

slaving ships is not always recorded. with the result that many ships

actually left during the end of the previous year or during the begin-

ning of the following year. In addition. slaves bought at the end of

a given year often were stored for several months and sold during the

first months of the following year. By comparing the two sets of data

for the period of 1700-1735. the years for which quite a comprehensive

record of slaving ships has been collected. the result shows considerable

 

23See Table 13. and p. 177. During the free trade period the

percentage of child slaves was much higher. see chapter VII. p. 181.
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harmony. After five per cent of estimated loss for counting in pches

d'lgigia on the list of "return goods." the following comparison can be

made:

Slaves bought according to WIC records 55.59?

Add five per cent for loss due to

piece accounting 2.280

Total 58.327

Slaves shipped by WIC vessels 2.906

For the above mentioned reasons the statistics drawn from the

list of "return goods” appear to provide the most reliable set of data

that can be used as a basis for meaningful estimates of the dimension

of the Dutch slave trade. In addition to the five per cent adjustment

already mentioned. however. these figures should be augmented by the

following supplemental data before overall conclusions can be drawn.

First. since the list of "return goods" concludes with the year 1731.

the recorded slave shipments of the years 1732-1735 can be added in

order to cover the whole period of 1675-1735. Second. since the list

of ”return goods" represents the Guinea trade only. and since the WIC

slaving assignments show a 2.1 ratio for the Guinea-Angola slave trade.

the figure derived from the list of ”return goods“ can be raised by

50 per cent in order to arrive at a realistic estimate of the total

volt-e of the Dutch slave trade for the given period.

The list of ”return goods" does not include the slaves acquired

through confiscation. As was mentioned in the previous chapter. WIC

vessels captured a large nmber of interlopers and Brazilian ships.

The latter yielded a large number of slaves. as is indicated in Table ll.

The total of “.250 actually accounted for undoubtedly does not represent

all confiscated slaves. but Judging from the WIC records. this should
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TABLE I.

cowlscuso saves AND sums son) in 133121111113

 

 

 

I II I II

1707 100 - 1722 96 -

1711 71. - 1723 128 -

1718 120 - 1721+ .. -

1715 389 473 1725 268 -

1716 .. - 1726 100 -

1717 800 199 1727 51 1.12

1718 1055 - 1728 250 252

1719 - 1990 1729 163 -

1720 130 - 1730 323‘ -

1721 155 18 1731 10 -

1733 59 ..

 

‘These 323 slaves were actually confiscated from a captured

Dutch interloper. but since this was the only sisable catch of this type.

the figure has been entered among the statistics relating to Brazil.

See Chapter III for a discussion on the activities of interlopers.

Note: Column I lists the slaves confiscated. and Column II the slaves

sold to Brazilian merchants.

Sources:

001m I. “10. Vol. 101. pa 300: Vole 102. Do “29: Vol. 1“. We 282.

2811. 288. and £173. Vol. 105. p. #9: Vol. 107. pp. 8. 391.

393. 395: and 535: Vol. 985. pp- 360. #11. 500. 671. and

7313: Vol. #86. ”a 150. 31“, ‘nd mzv01e l‘87, pp. 28.30.

.and 639; Vol. 10211.11/23/1717; NBKG. Vol. 85.

7/16g718. 9/16/1718.9/30/1718.11/30/1718; Vol. 138:

Pe e

001‘.“ II. WIC. VOIe fie Fe 1759 VOIe 102. pp. 538 I!” 5630 Vol. 1030

We 20“ m “28‘ Vol. I“. pp. 166 and 2918 NBKG. Vol. 5.

7/13/1716: Vol. 236. dispersed through the whole volume.
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not be too far from the absolute total. Few confiscations are recorded

for the first decade of the eighteenth century. although there is evi-

dence of captured Brazilian ships between the years 1702-1700.2“ An

estimate of 5.000 confiscated slaves for the 1700-1735 period would

therefore seem reasonable. There is no evidence that Brazilian ships

frequented the Guinea Coast in large numbers during the last quarter of

the seventeenth century: at least the available WIC records do not re-

veal any large catches of slaves.

While the confiscated slaves raise the number of slaves trans-

acted by the Dutch. they should not be added to the number taken across

the7Atlantic by'WIC ships as about an equal number of slaves was sold

to Brazilian captains by the agents of the WIC at Elmina. Table h

shows the balance of this two-way“relationship between the WIC and

Brasilian traders.

One additional and somewhat obscure factor needs to be con-

sidered before a global estimate of the WIC slave trade can be made.

It appears that during the decade of the 1720's the WIC allowed a number

of free trade ships to participate in the slave trade. These vessels

were either hired or allowed to go on payment of a fee to the company.

although WIC documents are mute on the subject. The participation of

these ships can be verified only from.their insurance policies. in

which one of them is listed as a WIC ship.25 A total of ten such ships

 

z“wIc. vol. 98. pp. 259-60. This document records that during

this three year period. the value of 62.188 guilders in Brazilian ships

was confiscated by the WIC. Although not specifically reported. there

were undoubtedly also slaves among the confiscated goods.

ziiui. vol. 215. p. 162; vol. 216. pp. 27. 95. 107. 203. 207.

and 218: Vbl. 217. P. #2. See also Appendix.A-h.
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can be documented. but more vessels may have been involved. Added to

this uncertain variable is the fact that no information is available

concerning the size of the cargos and the time of departure from Africa.

Allowing an average cargo customary for free trade slavers. these ten

ships alone would boost the volume of the Dutch trade by at least 3,000

slaves before the trade was officially freed.

Table 5 illustrates the process used for arriving at overall

estimates of the dimension of the Dutch slave trade during the monopoly

period of the second WIC. The list of "return goods" is employed as a

basis and is supplemented by other data as enumerated in the preceding

pages. By subtracting the estimated 5.000 slaves sold to Brazilian

csptains. the remaining grand total of 161.000 slaves would have re-

quired the WIC to dispatch an average of five slaving ships per year.

Since the slave cargos increased in size with the passing of time. the

average number of slaving ships did not alter. although the annual

export rates grew by about 50 per cent if one compares the first third

of the eighteenth century to the last quarter of the seventeenth

century.

As is evident from the foregoing. the dimension of the Dutch

slave trade from the Loango—Angola Coast remains the most speculative.

Since so little documentary evidence of this trade has been preserved.

the estimate of 50 per cent of the Guinea Coast trade. based on the

assignments of WIC ships to specific areas. is the only reasonable

foundation frem.whioh meaningful estimates can be deduced.

While the WIC did not'maintain permanent lodges on the Loango

Coast. WIC slavers continued to acquire their cargos in this region

‘with.little interruption. One reason for this was that the planters
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of the Dutch colony of Surinam preferred "Angola" slaves.‘?'6 On at least

one occasion. however. the Loango-Angola trade may have been interrupted

for a few years. This occurred in the period of 1702-1705 when the

French seemed to dominate much of the West African coast. In 1705. the

WIC sent a yacht to examine the commercial prospects at Loango again.

During the following year two of the eight slaving assignments were

destined for Loango-Angola again.27 If at times WIC slavers confined

their acquisition to the Guinea Coast. this may well have been offset

by other occasions when a dearth of slaves here forced WIC authorities

to reassign slavers to the Loango-Angola Coast.28

Table 5 shows that Dutch participation in the slave trade

increased when the first part of the eighteenth century is compared to

the last quarter of the previous century. This growth did not come

gradually. however. On the contrary. the slave trade was characterized

by immense fluctuations. as is illustrated in Figure 0. The data em-

ployed in this chart is drawn primarily from the list of "return goods"

and supplemented by a tally of WIC slavers leaving the Guinea Coast.

Since the Loango-Angola trade estimates are derived from the Guinea

Coast statistics. the former has not been included in the chart. If a

year to year account of the Loango—Angola trade were available. the

trade pattern might actually level out somewhat. since the trade in this

area was not always subject to the same events. particularly developments

 

26WIC. Vol. 56s Do “a

2'7Ibid.. Vol. 1184. p. 265: Vol. 56. p. h; NBKG. Vol. 1. Minutes

12/11/1702—am" 9/1u/1703; Vol. 2. Minutes 10/26/1705.

ZBMC. Vol. "611. Correspondence 0/8/1723: Vol. #84. p. 357.
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in Africa. The causal factors for the fluctuations of the slave trade

on the Guinea Coast will be discussed in the next chapter.



CHAPTER V

SLAVING UNDER WIC MDNOPOLY. 1675-1730

A variety of economic and political factors influenced the WIC

participation in the slave trade. causing a rather erratic fluctuation

in the volume of trade. This is well illustrated in Figure h. which is

based on the annual turnover of slaves by WIC merchants on the Guinea

Coast. The following is a list of the most prominent factors that were

responsible for the fluctuations of the trade. They are not listed in

order of importance. but rather in the approximate sequence in which

they are analyzed in this chapter.

1.

2.

3.

it.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Asiento contracts

Other market conditions in the western Hemisphere

Trade with Brazilian slavers

Whr and diplomatic relations between the united

Provinces and other European nations

Commercial competition between the European

maritime powers

Piratical activities

market conditions in.Africa

Harland other political conditions on the African

coast and in the interior

Efficiency and financial viability of the WIC

11h
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The control of the Spanish Asiento. one of the most "coveted

and bitterly contested plums of international diplomacy" during the

century before 1750.1 was an important factor in determining the dimen-

sion of the Dutch slave trade. The Spanish colonies. which were sup-

plied by these contracts. were among the most coveted slave markets in

the Western Hemisphere. As was pointed out in the first chapter. the

Dutch acquisition of an Asiento contract in 1662 signalled their begin-

ning as a prominent slave trading nation.

All too frequently. however. discussions of the Asiento have

tended to oversimplify the topic by stating that a certain nation con-

trolled this trade.2 leading to the erroneous conclusion that such a

nation carried the contracted number of black slaves (generally between

3.000eh.000 per’year) to the western Hemisphere. International tensions

and disagreements between the.Asientists and the parties contracted to

do the slaving often upset the intended commercial transactions. This

is illustrated very well in the relations between the WIC and the

Asientists.

The five year contract of April. 1675. called for the shipment

of 4.000 slaves per year to the island of Curacao. from which ships of

the Asientist Don Garcia would fetch the slaves. One year later. how-

ever. the Asiento agents in Holland. Balthasar and Joseph Coymans. were

summoned to appear before the directors of the WIC because the company

 

13.. pp. 20.20 of this study. and also the afore-mentioned

articles by Scelle and wright and the first two volumes of Donnan

concerning the Asiento.

2V'an Brakel. pp. 73 ff. For additional references to this

zyntrzct see WIC. Vbl. 831. pp. 239 and 313: and Vol. 796. Minutes

8175.
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failed to receive the contracted payments for slaves delivered in the

West. When the brothers Coymans attended the meeting of The Ten in

June. 1676. an agreement seems to have been reached. But two years

later relations between the directors of the WIC and the agents of the

Asientists became so strained that a completely new contract had to be

negotiated. which was completed in.March. 1679.3 This contract was

apparently even less successful than the previous one. for WIC documents

make references to a new Asiento contract during the year 1680. which

the WIC directors refused to accept.“

An account of the Asiento trade covering the year 1676 shows

payment for 1.790 page; gig _I_nd_i£. which had been transported in six

WIC ships.5 This appears to represent the first payment for Asiento

deliveries for the contract of April. 1675.

The conclusion that can be drawn from these and subsequent

Asiento transactions is that these contracts seldom. if ever. were

carried out in their entirety. Asiento contracts were repeatedly rene-

gotiated. which implies that the preceding contract did not operate

satisfactorily or had been abandoned completely. For example. in May.

1683. a six year contract for a total of 18.000 slaves (3.000 per year)

was signed by the directors of the WIC and the agents of the Asientist

in Spain.6 but in less than two years—in April. 1685.-a new contract

 

3wIc. vol. 831. pp. 284-05. 313. 503. and 520; vol. 783.

Contracts 1. 2. Ind 3e

“Riga. Vol. 832. De 189e

5Ibid.. Vol. 831. pp. #7 and #01.

6Ibid.. vol. 783. Contracts 13 and 1t.
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was agreed upon by the same parties.7

No doubt. the modification of the Asiento contract in 1685

resulted in part from the appointment of a new Asientist. During that

year the Spanish Crown endowed the Dutch merchant Balthazar Coymans.

member of a wealthy Amsterdam banking family. with the Asiento _d_e_

53304,. By that act the Asiento became almost exclusively a Dutch

affair. Within a few years. however. Coymans' position was challenged

by anti-Protestant interests in Spain. which put so much pressure on

the Crown that by 1679 the previous Asiento holder. Porcio. was

reinstated.8

The difficulties of the Coymans' Asiento and the ultimate

ouster of Coymans are definitely reflected in the volume of slave

transactions of the WIC. During the years 1688-1689 the WIC slave

trade virtually came to a standstill. The outcome of other Asiento

contracts is reflected also in the level of WIC trade. as illustrated

in Figure 0. After each new contract (1675. 1679. 1683. and 1685) the

volume of trade rose sharply. but after one or tun years it declined

again.

The end of the Coymans' Asiento did not conclude WIC participa-

tion in the Atlantic slave trade. however. In 1691 the company nego-

tiated a new Asiento.9 after which followed a rapid increase in the

slave trade. During the succeeding five years WIC papers are mute on

 

7Ib1d.. Contracts 10. 15. 16. and 17.

8For an analysis of the Coymans' Asiento see the article by

Ie ‘e Wright.

9141C. Vol. 783. Contract 22.
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the Asiento until 1697 when a new contract was signed. which called

for the delivery of 2,500.3.000 slaves per year at Curacao.10 This

contract also caused a steep rise in the WIC slave trade during the

following year.

When in 1699 another twodyear contract was negotiated. the

WIC apparently was experiencing stiff competition from other nations.

since the contract called for only 1.500 slaves annually. During the

following year the second year of the contract was revised twice and

scaled down first to 1.000 and later to 500 slsvos.11 These negotia-

tions were handled by directors of the WIC and agents of the Portuguese

Cacheu Company. which had acquired control of the.Asiento in 1693.12

At the turn of the century the WIC slave trade was faring

poorly. A special meeting of The Ten was called in march. 1701.

because the company was not receiving payments for the last Asiento

delivery.13 This year is generally regarded as the conclusion of

Dutch Asiento contracts and the beginning of French control of that

trade.1u waever. single nations did not coupletely control the

Asientos. for in 1703 the WIC agreed to another Asiento contract. and

in 1707 the company was trying again for the Asiento.15 The WIC papers

 

1°Ibid.. Contracts 23 and 24.

11NAA. vol. 1352: WIC. vol. 783. Contracts 25. 28. 29, 30. 31.

and 32; NBKG. vol. 25. No. 3 and 5.

12Curtin. p. 22.

13WIC. vol. 706. Correspondence 3/9/1701.

1“Scelle. ”Asiento.” pp. 637 and 6&1.

15wIC. vol. 7&6. Correspondence 11/20/1702. 1/1/17ou. 7/2/1707.

and 11/11/1707.
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do not confirm if these agreements were actually carried out. but the

level of the WIC slave trade was high and stable between the years 1704

and 1710. which implies that the company had dependable markets for her

slaves.

Although the Asiento trade appears to have been a decisive

factor in determining the dimension of the Dutch participation in the

Atlantic slave trade. it was not the only important factor. The loss

of these contracts caused only temporary decline in the WIC slave trade.

particularly during the second decade of the eighteenth century when

the English came in complete control of the Asiento trade. Once the

WIC had adapted her establishment to the slave trade and became aware

of the profits of trade with the Spanish Mhin. the company continued to

trade there surreptitiously and expanded her own colonial slave markets.

particularly that of the colony of Surinam.16 On occasions the WIC

even sold slaves in the French West Indies.” The WIC slave trade

continued to fluctuate. but on the whole the volume gradually grow.

It reached an all-time high of nearly 6,000 slaves in one year at the

close of its monopoly of the African trade.18

Much as the Asiento contracts were coveted by the European

maritime powers. the profits were often illusory. Asientists often

went bankrupt and contracting companies frequently incurred losses.

 

16Scelle. "Asiento." p. 605. For a variety of small contracts

with planters in the Dutch colonies see: WIC. vol. 706. Correspondence

11/7/1715. 1/19/1705. 2/20/1716. and 10/18/1720; vol. 783. Contract 20;

VWIS. vol. 975. Document 9/10/1713.

17wIC. vol. 7&6. Correspondence 2/iu/i702 and 10/8/1708.

133ee Figure u. and Tables 2 and 3.
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This is evidenced by both the English Royal African Company and the

South Sea Coupany.19 WIC documents also are full of complaints about

losses resulting from Asiento contracts.20 In one instance. the'WIC

chamber of Zeeland even refused to participate in an Asiento contract.21

Still. Dutch diplomats greatly resented the fact that the English gained

complete control over the Asiento trade through the Treaty of Utrecht in

1713.22 The primary reason for this. no doubt. was not so much the loss

of the slave trade but rather the loss of the illicit trade with the

Spanish colonies that accompanied the slave trade.23

If quantitative fluctuations in the slave trade were concomitant

with the Asiento contracts. this does not mean that they were caused by

them. On the contrary. the success or failure of Asientos often were

dependent on other factors. vie. relations with other European states

and political and economic conditions in.Africa. Diplomatic relations

between European powers obviously influenced maritime transportation

and communication. Competition among European states often made the

accessibility of slaves uncertain because of rising prices. Political

turmoil among and between African peoples often interfered with trans-

portation and communication to the coast and on the coast. Each of

these factors. and their influence on the Dutch slave trade. will be

evaluated subsequently.

 

19Scelle. ”Asiento." pp. 623. 630. and 6563 Davies. p. 10;

Min. pe 21e

ZOWIC. vol. 783. Document 20: vol. 1020. Document 0.

21Ibid.. Vol. 706. Correspondence 11/10/1689.

22Wright. p. 61+. 23Curtin. p. 21.
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The impact of diplomatic relations between European powers

on the Atlantic slave trade is most clearly evident in the Third Anglo-

Dutch'Whr (1672—1674). This conflict precipitated the bankruptcy of

the old WIC and brought the Dutch participation in the slave trade

virtually to a halt. For more than a century after this war. however.

the Dutch and the English remained at peace with each other. which

greatly facilitated Dutch.maritime activites. Periodic frictions

occurred in various regions of their respective colonial empires. but

these tensions were easily offset by the cooperation between the two

powers. This cooperation was particularly evident during the period

of 1670-1713. when these two Protestant nations were drawn together by

their’mntual apprehension of the expansionist policies of the French

King Louis XIV.

On the West African coast this cooperation was expressed most

clearly in 1703. when the WIC made a defensive treaty with the Royal

African Company and the Brandenburg Company against a possible attack

from the French.” This did not prevent the French navy from cap.

turing several WIC ships and hindering the Atlantic slave trade on

various occasions during the period of 1698-1713.25

Periodically. the rapport deteriorated between the English and

the Dutch on the African coast. The companies of the two nations often

rivalled for the friendship of African states. in order to gain commer-

cial monopolies with the latter. In 1699. tension between the two

companies rose so high that the respective governments in Europe

 

2"Ihid.. Vol. 98. p. 116.

23mm. Vol. 5. Minutes 5/30/1710: WIC. Vol. 101. p. 338:

vol. #80. p. 266: Vol. 485. pp. 196 and 207.
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ordered the companies to negotiate their differences and strive for

greater cooperation.26 When during the years 1706 and 1707 new con-

flicts arose. a more permanent relationship was finally negotiated

between the Director-General Willem Nuyts and the English Director

Dalby Thomas. This agreement was subsequently referred to as the

"Convention of 1708."27 But even this did not preclude further con-

flicts. In 1721 the English captured the Dutch fort at Cormantin. and

the Dutch threatened to retaliate by taking English ships.28 From

1728 through 1731 the two companies were virtually at war with each

other and actually captured a few of each other's ships.29 By 1733.

however. relations between the companies had improved sufficiently

that an English subject was allowed passage to Europe on a WIC ship.30

Regardless of the occasional frictions between the WIC and the

Royal.African Company. the Dutch had much more fear of French infringe.

ments on the west African coast. The French tended to concentrate

their commercial activities on the Slave Coast and never gained a per.

manent foothold on the Gold Coast. When in 1693 near the port of Lagos

a French fleet captured a large share of a combined Dutch-English convoy

returning from the East Indies. and considerable decline in Dutch and

 

26WIC. Vbl. 080. pp. 72-73: Vol. 97. P. 377.

27NBKG. Vol. 2. Minutes 1/23/1706. 2/13/1706. 2/29/1706.

7/27/1706. 1/31/1707. 2/6/1707: Vol. 3. Minutes tin/1708. 7/11/1708:

vol. 5. Minutes 5/5/1713. 12/u/i7iu; vol. 9. Minutes 3/28/i7u7.

281b;§.. Vol. 6. Minutes 7/h/1721.

29wIC.. vol. 57. p. 12; vol. #87. pp. 152. 177. and 286; NBKG.

vol. 6. Minutes 2/9/1728. 6/2/1728. 1/30/1729; vol. 7. Minutes

7/18/1731: vol. 237. 2/9/1728.

30mm. Vol. 7. Minutes 3/27/1733.
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English maritime activities resulted.31 By the end of the seventeenth

century the French naval strength on the West African coast became so

formidable that the Dutch DirectorbGeneral feared the French.might take

exalusive control of the Slave Coast.32 The same fear was evident from

1702 to 1700.33 These factors may well have contributed to the sharp

decline in the WIC slave trade during these periods. At least three

Dutch slavers were captured and confiscated by French vessels during

the first decade of the eighteenth century. and several other WIC ships

were detained on the African coast because of the French threat.3u

While the French suffered a severe setback in the Treaty of

Utrecht. they continued to haunt the Dutch on the African coast. In

1716. for example. it was feared that the French.might take the Danish

Fort Christiansburg. and thus establish themselves on the Gold Coast.”

The Danish and Brandenburg presence on the Gold Coast did not

constitute a grave threat to the WIC. except that they regionally

undermined Dutch relations with the African population and trade with

them. In 1702 WIC agents still expected an expansion of the Branden-

burg Company. but subsequently that company declined until it sold out

to the WIC in 1717.36 The Danish consistently participated in the slave

 

318mm. pp. 191». 205. and 207.

BZNIC. V01. 97. pe 7; v01. “81‘. pe 300

33mm. Vol. 1. Minutes 3/10/1702 and 3/10/17ou.

3“WIC. vol. 99. p. in: vol. 98. p. 056: Vol. #80. pp. 231 and

266: Vol. “'85. pe 169: NBKG. V01. 5. MinutOB 5/30/1710e

35mm}. Vol. 5. Minutes 7/25/1716.

351bid.. Vol. 1. Minutes 5/19/1702.
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trade. but.their volume seldom exceeded two vessels per’year. and many

years no slaver was dispatched.37

The WIC managed to bar'Portuguese ships from the Guinea Coast

during the greater part of the last half of the seventeenth century

and the beginning of the eighteenth century. In the meantime the com-

pany developed a beneficial relationship with Luso-Brasilian merchants

by charging duties and confiscating ships that lacked a WIC permit to

trade on the coast. In 1718. the government in Lisbon again ventured

to send a number of large slaving vessels to the Guinea Coast which

did considerable damage to the'WIC trade on the Slave Coast. Encouraged

by the protection of these large vessels and the friendship of the

Ouidah king. Brazilian slavers led by Captain Joseph do Torres estab-

lished a lodge at Ouidah during that year.38 At this juncture. WIC

ships were ordered no longer to molest Brazilian ships that were trading

at Ouidah.39

Throughout the decade of the 1720's the presence of Portuguese

slavers on the Guinea Coast increased. In 1725 the Portutugese were so

bold as to capture two WIC vessels. one of which was the large slaver

mwith 550 slaves aboard.“o And though the WIC retaliated by

 

37See Mrregaard' s detailed treatment of the Danish participa-

tion in the slave trade.

331mm. Vol. 85. Correspondence 7/16/1718. 7/19/1718. and

5/29/1718:.A. F. C. Ryder. "The Reestablishment of Portuguese Factories

on the Costa da Mina to the Mid-Eighteenth Century." Journal of 3h:

Hi£t_grical Society p_f_ Nigeria. Vol. I. (October . 19585. p. 160. Ryder

gives the year 1721 for the establishment of the Ouidah lodge. but

according to WIC sources De Torres was successfully trading at Ouidah

as early as 1718.

39WIC. Vol. #85. p. 685.

“0%.. Vol. “860 P0 533e
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destroying the Portuguese lodge at Cape Lepez "+1 within two years three

additional WIC slavers fell victim to the Portuguese navy. causing the

company enormous losses.”2 These Portuguese attacks constituted such

a menace for WIC activities that for several years to follow. the com-

pany's captains were given special instructions about guarding them.-

selves against Portuguese war ships and vessels of the Corisco Company.”3

Thus. during the last decade of WIC monopoly. the Portuguese brought the

company considerable loss.

In as far as European political affairs influenced the Dutch

participation in the slave trade. the War of the Spanish Succession

(17024713) was undoubtedly the greatest setback between the Third (1672-

1671+) and Fourth (1781-17814) Dutch wars with England. The Dutch economy

suffered greatly. leaving an enormous national debt. and the WIC re-

quired increasingly larger subsidies from the state.“ Toward the end

of the war the WIC slave trade dropped sharply. and it continued to

languish during most of the decade following the war.

Political pressures in the form of wars and poor diplomatic

relations between European states hampered the commercial activities

of the WIC. but economic competition from European powers was in the

long run even more damaging to the company. Correspondence from Africa.

particularly after 1689. was filled with reports on the foreboding

 

“PM" V01. #87. pp. 30-36 and 00.113.

“2122.. vol. 107. p. 522: Vol. 269. Account 1726.1728.

u3NBKG. Vol. 237. Instructions 9/15/1729: Vol. 238. Instructions

12/25/1732 and 8/28/1733.

“flapper. pp. 268-77: Boner. Dutch Seaggrne Mire. p. 105.
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increase of competition from foreign ships. The English free traders.

or ”ten per cent ships" (after the ten per cent duty they paid for the

privilege of trading on the African coast) were particularly numerous.

They "killed" the trade. according to a report of the Dutch Director-

General. The same official complained in 1701 that the trade was worse

than ever before and that at least two or’three foreign merchant vessels

passed by Elmina every day.“5 In the years that followed. Dutch ships

were far outnumbered by ships of other nations. Of the sixty-five

ships sighted by one WIC captain on the Guinea Coast in 1713. only one

was identified as a WIC vessel. That same year. the WIC slaver.Akredam

competed with ten foreign ships for a cargo of slaves at Ouidah.”6 By

1720. WIC slavers at Ouidah reportedly were outnumbered by foreign

ships on a ratio of one to twenty.)+7 The monopolistic practices of

the WIC. reflected in the use of a standard price list.“8 now definitely

proved to be ineffective when competing against free traders who could

adjust prices as the captain pleased.“9 The English certainly began

to dominate the slave trade. for of the sixty ships passing by Komenda

in 1717. forty-six had sailed from England;0

Piracy also had a deterrent effect on the slave trade. During

 

“5m. Vol. 97. pp. 6 and 352: Vol. 98. p. a.

“6.181... Vol. 485. pp. 258-63. and 337-38.

“7&9," Vol. 486. pp. 152.53.

088.. p. 63 above.

“9am" Vol. 102. p. 229; Vol. 103. p. 260; Vol. 1020.

Correspondence 2/6/1717.

5°Ibid.. Vol. 103. p. 207.
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the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries pirate ships were a common

occurrence on the oceans. especially in times of war.51 In a sense.

the old WIC had been set up to prey on the fleets of hostile nations.

Spain in particular. As was pointed out. the company never completely

lost this function vis-i-vis the Portuguese and Brazilians. While the

WIC lost a number of slave ships to the Portuguese. the slaves confis-

cated from Brazilian vessels certainly outnumbered these losses. As

Tables 0 and 5 illustrate. these catches increased appreciably the WIC

slave supply during the second decade of the eighteenth century.

One of the most unpredictable menaces regarding piracy were

attacks by real pirate ships which lacked allegiance to any'nation.

Such pirate vessels occasionally menaced the Guinea Coast. sowing

great consternation and disruption vamong the Europeans on the coast.

One such raid took place during the years 1685-1686. with two pirate

ships capturing two WIC vessels at Ouidah while a third slaver barely

escaped capture.52 Again in 1719 pirates made the Guinea Coast unsafe

and captured and grounded several merchant vessels of various nation-

alities. The WIC lost two slaving ships in this raid. the Emmenes and

the‘Afgigg. although the latter managed to slip away after her cargo

had been lifted by the pirates. As a result of these raids trade

became stagnated along the whole Guinea Coast. as merchant vessels did

not dare to leave the protection of the European forts. The port of

Ouidah. which apparently harbored a large number of European ships at

 

51Menkman. ”Nederland in Amerika en West.Afrika." p. 58.

52WIC. vol. 267. Fourth Account: vol. 1020. Document 18.





128

the time. particularly became a target of these pirates.53 During the

years 1721-1722 three large pirate ships again made the Guinea Coast

unsafe for the merchant marine. At this time. four WIC ships were

robbed of their cargo and then released. On occasions navigation and

trade came to a complete standstill for fear of pirate raids. Finally.

the English sent a large war ship to West Africa. which captured three

pirate ships. A fourth pirate was taken by the WIC cruiser.‘22_§3&m.

ending the menace for the time being.5u

Of the various factors influencing the WIC slave trade. nothing

was more significant in determining the fluctuations of the trade than

the supply of slaves on the African coast. This supply depended largely

on the political relations among the African peoples. both on the coast

and in the interior. The most frequently cited cause of poor trade in

WIC correspondence from Africa was war among the African states.55 WIC

officials always wanted peace. since warfare hindered the normal con-

duct of commercial interaction. 'War tended to shift African priorities

away from.trede. and caused the regular trade routes from the interior

to be blocked. For this reason. WIC agents were occasionally willing

to forfeit the payment of debts and give presents to African leaders

in order to keep commerce going.56

 

53mm. Vol. 6. Minutes 7/1/1719. 11/22/1719. and 11/31/1719;

WIC. Vol. #85. p. 711.; Vol. 086. pp. 25. 61-62. 68.69. 75. and 77-80.

“were. Vol. 6. Minutes 9/30/1721. 3/9/1721. and 3/29/1721;

WIC. Vol. 105. p. 578; Vol. #86. pp. 21u-16. and 256-57.

551mm. Vol. 25. Correspondence 12/6/1699: WIC. Vol. 180.

pp. 62 and 67.

561m. Vol. 111+. pp. 300.303; NBKG. Vol. 3. Minutes. 3/20/1708.
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There was a strange ambiguity in the desire of Europeans

regarding African wars. In one sense they welcomed war. particularly

deep in the interior. since the making of prisoners of war was one of

the chief sources for slaves. Documents reveal. for example. that in

1703 the WIC supplied the Akwamu people with 100 soldiers and a large

quantity of arms in order that they could make war on their neigh‘bors.57

Since trade was the principal concern of the Europeans. they

often tried to play ofanfrican peoples against each other if the com.

pany officials thought this would improve their own commercial position.

This type of interference by Europeans in African politics is adequately

demonstrated in two recent studies by the African scholars Daaku and

Akinjogbin.

The ambiguous European desire for both peace and war was fur-

ther complicated by their demand for slaves and the extensive sale of

fire arms to Africans. Both of these had far-reaching effects on the

social and political structure of African societies. On the Guinea

Coast it effected the rise of new and more powerful states such as

Denkyera. Akim. and Akwamu on the Gold Coast. and Ads and Oyo on the

Slave Coast. At the beginning of the eighteenth century these powers

in turn were replaced by still more powerful political entities. the

states of Ashanti and Dahomey.”

These immense political transformations were possible only

after considerable warfare between the old and the new'powers. WIC

 

57WIC. V01. 98. pp. 98-99.

585» Daaku and I. A. Akinjogbin. Dahomey and _i_t_s_ Neighbors.

1208-1818 (London: Cambridge University Press. 19653; for the rise

of these two states respectively.
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officials. who by their very presence in Africa as well as through

their policies had helped to precipitate these changes. new bemoaned

the resulting wars that hampered their commercial objectives.

On the Gold Coast. for example. WIC trade was impaired severely

from about 1686 until 1700 as a result of a series of wars relevant to

the power struggle between the declining Denkyera state and the rising

Ashanti confederacy.59 Trading activities of the WIC reached one of

their lowest ebbs during the final phase of these wars. Reports from

the Director-General clearly attest to the gravity of the situation.60

The slave trade virtually came to a standstill everywhere on the Gold

and Slave Coasts during the first three years of the eighteenth century.

Throughout the eighteenth century the Gold Coast trade was

hampered periodically by political turmoil among the African popula-

tion. Some wars were limited. which also restricted the effects on

commerce to a few specific factories of the WIC. In 1705. for example.

the trade at Apam declined drastically as a result of war between the

Akim and Akwamu states.61 The following year. trade faltered at Akra

because of succession struggle over the Akwamu kingship; during that

same year trade virtually came to a halt at Elmina. Butri. Sekonde.

and Kormantin as a result of wars and political tensions on the Gold

Coast in general.62

 

59WC. VOle 980 PP. 1’". 97. w l“52"530

501mm. Vol. 1. Minutes 5/30/1701. u/9/170u. and 11/7/170u.

See also the reports from the Director-General in vols. 080 and 085.

61WIC. vol. 98. p. “55.

621b1de. Vol. 990 PP. 15.16 ‘nd 19s
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Commerce was frequently disrupted on large portions of the

Western Gold Coast. in the Axim area. where the African leader. John

Conny. continually defied the authority of the WIC. Conny's opposition

to the company lasted from 1711 to 1725. when he finally was driven from

the Castle of Gross Friedrichsburg or Hollandia. as the WIC renamed

it..63 In 1712 Conny was so bold as to attack and capture the WIC fort

Dorthea at Akwida. and in 172h he laid siege to the company's fortress

st.lxim.5“ In the meantime additional tension was added in 1721 to the

already turbulent western section of the Gold Coast. when the Nassa.

Twifu. and the Adom people attacked the Hante in the coastal region.65

The trade at Akra was disrupted once more when in 1723 the Akim and

Akwamu disputed the control of that coastal port.66 In 1727. the

Ashanti completely stopped the flow of slaves to Elmina. and two years

later regional wars killed the trade at Axim and Akra again.67 The year

1727 saw the beginning of widespread wars in the interior as well as the

coastal regions of the Gold Coast. This was another significant drive

of territorial expansion by the Ashanti. causing instability in trade

until 1730.68

63Ihid.. vol. 101. p. 37; vol. 103. p. 262: vol. 106. p. 200;

vol. #86.‘;T'326; NBKG. vol. 5. Minutes 3/12/1711. 2/15/1712, 6/19/171u,

6/27/171u; vol. 6. 10/26/1722. 12/26/1723. 9/4/172u. and 1/11/1718. A

discussion of Conny's activities is also in chapter III of Daaku's

dissertation.

5“wlc. vol. 106. p. 200.

65NBKG. vol. 6. Minutes 5/25/1721.

66w1c. vol. #86. p. 372; mass. Vol. 6. Minutes 10/11/1723.

57w1c. vol. 107. p. 528; vol. 108. pp. 511-12.

68NBKG. vol. 6. Minutes 8/11/1728. 1/3/1729, and 2/16/1731; wlc,
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Unless wars were widespread. as was the case in 1727. they

often had an ambiguous effect on the slave trade: while trade might

be completely stopped at one factory. the increase of prisoners of war

generally made a larger supply of slaves available at a nearby trading

station. This may explain. in part. the increase of slave exports from

the Gold Coast in the mid-1720's. while the general wars at the end of

the decade may account for the sharp drop in the slave trade.

The reason for giving such a succinct account of the political

developments on the Gold Coast is that the WIC acquired the vast major.

ity of its slaves during the 1675-1735 period on the Slave Coast.

Before 1725 three times as many slaves came from this region as com-

pared to the Gold Coast.69 After this time. however. about half of

the slaves transacted by the WIC (not counting the Loango-Angola region)

were purchased on the Gold Coast. In 1726. the DirectorbGeneral re-

ported that the "Gold Coast has become a slave coast."70 It was during

the first decade of the eighteenth century that the people on the Gold

Coast began to shift their export trade from gold to slaves for the

first time. A WIC report in 1705 commented about the Gold Coast that

it was:

a . . changing completely into a slave coast. and the natives

no longer concentrate on the search for gold. but make war on

each other in order to acquire slaves. and (for thi; purpose)

do not even shrink from violating the public roads. 1

 

Vol. 109. pp. 16.17. 88. and 95: Vol. #87. pp. “M3. 177. 355. and 372:

Feinberg. p. 62.

69See Appendixes A and C. and further discussion on the origin

of slaves in chapter VII.

7°wIc, vol. 487. p. 63. 71;;i .. vol. 98, p. 322.
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This was only a temporary change. however. for in 1710 the WIC directors

ordered that no more slaves were to be purchased on the Gold Coast.

since they were too expensive there. and that slaving vessels should

concentrate on the Slave Coast again.72 ‘From 1708 until 172“ very few

WIC slavers received their cargo at Elmina.73 For these reasons it is

appropriate that more space is devoted to the developments on the Slave

Coast.

Turning to the Slave Coast. and especially to that short stretch

of coastline of contemporary Dahomey and Togo. one finds a situation

similar to the Gold Coast in respect to the relationship between poli-

tics and commerce. By 1675 this area already had become a principal

exporter of slaves. for which reason it acquired the name Slave Coast.

The population of this area was politically organized in a number of

small states. collectively referred to as the Aja states. The coastal

towns of Ouidah. Jakin. Great and Little Popo. and Offra were part of

the Ada system. Each state had its own king. who derived his authority

frem the king of Allada. This town could therefore be regarded as the

capital of this loose confederation. since its king was regarded the

senior or father king. and the kings of other states regarded each other

as brothers. Apart from these traditional. social sentiments of the

seat of authority. the king of Allada possessed no political institu-

tions with which his seniority could be enforced.”

 

72.12%.- Volo 2. Minutes 9/17/1710: vol. 918. Nr. 15.

73See AppendixtAez.

7”See Akinjogbin for an excellent analysis of the political

institutions of the Aja states.
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The coming of the Europeans to the Slave Coast and the atten-

dant increase in the slave trade at first brought an increase in wealth

to the king of Allada because of his leading position. Initially he

controlled the slave trade and levied duties on all slaves exported

from the various Aja ports. ‘With the passing of time. however. sub.

ordinate towns on the coast began to gain greater independence as they

began to control the trade with the Europeans. This was particularly

the case of Ouidah. which attracted several European trading stations

during the 1670's and 1680's. Gradually. Ouidah began to defy the

authority of Allada and molest neighboring coastal towns that continued

to respect Allada's position of leadership.75 The result was several

decades of tension and periodic warfare between Allada and Ouidah.

Because of the political structure of the Aja state system.

Allada was in no position to punish Ouidah militarily for its subordi-

nating activities. But since Allada controlled the hinterland. she

could use economic sanctions and close the trade routes to Ouidah.

Allada threatened to do this in 1680. and actually closed the roads

in 1688. This action was repeated on several occasions during the

next century.76

The WIC had its first permanent lodge on the Slave Coast at

the town of Offra. some twenty miles east of Ouidah. Offra was clearly

subordinate to the king of Allada. and the trade there was clearly con-

trolled by'Allada. with Offra functioning as the principal port of the

 

75Akinjogbin. p. 29; wxc. Vol. 180. pp. 65. 67-68.

76See for example WIC. vol. 106. p. 52: vol. 180. pp. 79 and

151; Vbl. “85. pp. 375. and “85—86: vol. 102“. Document #3 NBXG.

vol. 5. Minutes “In/171“; vol. 85. 5/13/1718.
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capital town. A considerable amount of the correspondence has sur-

vived from the WIC lodge at Offra. particularly of the years 1681-

1683 and 1686—1690 and supplies valuable information of the Aja trade.77

In 1680. the WIC also had a lodge at Great Popo. but apparently this

did not survive for long. for in 1688 the suggestion was made to re-

establish the lodge there.78 In 1687. the WIC appears to have estab-

lished its first permanent trading station at Ouidah. and during the

years that followed. the trade at Offra deteriorated considerably.79

The French and the English preceded the Dutch at Ouidah. and when the

king of Ouidah began to harass the town of Offra. the WIC also trans-

ferred its business to Ouidah. A dual economic competition is apparent

in these developments between Ouidah and Allada and between the Dutch

and other European maritime powers. The rise of Ouidah as the dominant

center of the slave trade suggests that both the Dutch and Allada were

on the losing side. Repeatedly. these two tried to re-establish their

earlier commercial arrangements.

The deterioration of the trade at Offra precipitated a conflict

between the WIC Factor'N. V. Hoolwerf and the local population. As a

consequence of this conflict Hbolwerf was allegedly murdered by the

people of Offra at the close of the year 1690.80 Hoolwerf had sug-

gested to the WIC directors to move the lodge to Great Popo. which may

have enraged the merchants of Offra.81 The last remaining correspondence

 

773cc WIC. Vols. 180 and 1024.

7§IEE§90 vol. 102“. Correspondence 12/19/1680 and Document 35.

72l2299' vol. 180. pp. 51 and 63.

8011213" pp. 103.101., 31%.. Vol. iozu. Document 35.
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from the WIC factor at Offra was dated August 7. 1691.82 Two years

later the town was destroyed by the people of the neighboring town of

Jakin. allegedly on orders of the king of Allada for the purpose of

appeasing the WIC for the murder of its servant Hoolwerf.83 On several

occasions afterwards the WIC tried to have the Offra lodge reestab-

lished. but to no avail. In 1705 the king of Allada even signed an

agreement with the WIC promising to set up the Offra lodge again. but

it was never carried out.84

Aside from the correspondence from Offra. very little evidence

of the Slave Coast trade before 1700 has been preserved. Correspondence

of 1697 suggests that the WIC had a small lodge somewhere on the Slave

Coast.85 but apparently few slaves were procured there during the last

decade of the seventeenth century until 1698.86 A WIC document of 1703

states that the slave trade had suffered "immense loss" since the aban.

donment of the Offra lodge.87 The wlc may have kept a lodge at Ouidah.

but evidence for stationing one or two WIC servants there exists only

beginning in 1699. From 1703 until 1726 the WIC kept at least three

and often between six and ten persons stationed at its Ouidah lodge

without interruption.88

 

82mm. Vol. 180. p. 111.

8 id.. Vol. 98. pp. 306. and 309.10; Vol. 100. p. 537.

8“:noidu vol. 98. pp. 305.306. 309-10. and 35a; vol. 100,

pp. 537-38. md 593s

85NBKG. vol. 25. Correspondence 10/5/1697.

353» Appendix A-1.

87NBKG. Vol. 234. Instruction 6/6/1713.

88wIc. vol. 97. pp. 35. 123. and 288.
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At the beginning of the eighteenth century the WIC did not

have a trading station on the Slave Coast. but in 1702. the directors

in Holland ordered the establishment of a lodge either at Popo or

Ouidah.89 A fact-finding mission under Commissioner Jacob van der

Brouke resulted in the permanent establishment of the Ouidah lodge in

1703.90 Due to the political instability of that region. the WIC fre-

quently considered the building of lodges elsewhere. When the slave

trade became very slow in 1704. Commissioner Nicolaes du Bois traveled

to Allada and negotiated the reestablishment of the Offra trading sta-

tion with the Allada king.91 For reasons unknown this was not carried

out. but two years later the Allada king requested the WIC to settle

at Apps. However. the Dutch may have been losing confidence in the

authority of the Allada king. for instead of going to Apps. they

strengthened their lodge at Ouidah.92

The year 1707 was full of political turmoil on the Slave Coast.

The king of Allada had closed the trade routes to Ouidah with the usual

result of a slackening of trade at this port. The WIC again considered

the reestablishment of the Offra lodge. and another mission was sent to

Allada for this purpose. Another mission followed in 1708. but no

 

89Me. VOIe 1s pe 970

9°Ibid.. vol. 98. pp. 9u.96. and 18”. In the last citation

van der Brouke claimed that he could acquire 6.000 slaves during the

following year. In reality. the trade declined instead. Such an

erroneous prediction was not an unusual mistake about this unpredict.

able trade.

91m. Vol. 98. pp. 353-58.

92.11221." Vol. 99. pp. 11+ and “31-32; Vol. 100. p. 33; Vol. tau.

p. 237. The first citation contains a letter from the king of Allada

to the DirectorbGeneral written in Portuguese.
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concrete changes were negotiated although Appa was discussed as the

possible site for a new WIC trading post for trade with Allada.93

Tension between Allada and Ouidah rose to an all time high

during the years 171h—1715. Akinjogbin suggests that the trade routes

were blocked almost continually between 1712—1720. except for a short

interruption in 1717.9“ At the onset of this war the trade at Ouidah

became so discouraging that the Council at Elmina actually decided to

abandon the lodge at Ouidah. Intermittently. however. there must have

been a sufficient supply of slaves to justify the continuation of the

lodge. for the decision was not carried out. The very fact that a war

was being fought resulted in a supply of prisoners who were taken to

the coast as slaves. In 1716. the WIC tried to get the trade at Ouidah

started again. but this time a war between Jakin (which generally re-

mained faithful to Allada) and Ouidah spoiled the slave trade.95

Although the war between Allada and Ouidah came to an end in

1720. four years later hostilities broke out again. This time the

trade was completely spoiled for the WIC. In 1726 the company finally

abandoned the Ouidah trading station altogether and set up a lodge at

Jakin.96 Here the WIC remained until 173“. although a second lodge

was maintained at Appa from 1732.until 1736. After*the middle of the

 

93mm. Vol. 3. Minutes ii/zu/i'zov: WIC. Vol. 100. pp. 519.

527-29. and 540m: Vol. 180. pp. 151 and 182.

94Akinjogbin. p. no.

951mm Vol. 5. Minutes 12/31/1716; Vol. 236. 3/16/1716; WIC.

Vol. 103. p. 267.

96WIC. vol. 106. p. 52: Vol. #86. pp. “Bu-85. 492. and 73?:

V01. l1’87s PP. m3.
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1730's. the WIC's role in the Slave Coast trade declined considerably.97

The abandonment of the Ouidah lodge in 1726 was the result of

a drastic change in the political situation on the Slave Coast. Ouidah

had been able to maintain considerable independence from Allada because

of the military weakness of the capital and also because Ouidah often

had received support from the Akwamu state on the western flank of the

Aja states.98 In the 1720's. however. this whole situation was changed

as a result of the rise of Dahomey. a member of the Aja state system in

the interior that gradually increased its power claiming its indepen-

dence from Allada. In 172“, the Dahomey king Agaja actually captured

Allada and claimed the paternalistic authority traditionally associated

with the ancient capital of the Aja states. many Aja subject states

submitted voluntarily to Agaja's new status and those states that

resisted were subdued by force. Such was the fate of Ouidah in 1727.

and of Jakin in 1732 and again in 1734 when the latter revolted against

Agaja.99

As a result of these turbulent political developments on the

Slave Coast. the slave trade became very unpredictable in this region.

This may well have been the reason why the WIC began to procure slaves

on the Gold Coast after the middle of the 1720's. The turbulence also

precipitated a conflict between WIC authorities in Holland and the

Council at Elmina. as well as among company personnel in.Africa.

 

97See the personnel rosters of the various trading stations

in WIC. vols. 107-111. and also Chapters VI and VII;

98Ak1niogbm. pp. 33-31» and so.

99WIC. vol. 107. p. 5u9; Akinjogbin. pp. 66.67. and 99-100.
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Commissioner Hendrick Hertogh was Factor at Elmina when the

lodge there was abandoned. Hertogh had been in Africa since 1716.

longer than any other WIC servant at that time. and he was undoubtedly

an astute slaver who wielded considerable influence in the company's

affairs.100 To the chagrin of DirectorbGeneral Jan Pranger. Hertogh

had acquired unprecedented independence as well as the title of

"Governor” (like factors on the Slave Coast of other nations. but

without precedence among WIC factors). He also managed to get approval

to tell Brazilian slavers on the Slave Coast. which previously always

had been done at Elmina.101

When in 1733 Hertogh headed the WIC lodge at Jakin. Pranger

simply refused to send provisions to Hertogh. The latter also received

no support in his forced retreat to Apps. Instead. Commissioner Jacob

Elet was sent to undermine Hertogh's authority and negotiate a settle-

ment with the new power. Dahomey.102 King Agaja urged that Hertogh be

removed from the Slave Coast. as he had intrigued against Dahomey along

'with the deposed king of Ouidah and other enemies of Dahomey. Agaja

disliked the Dutch anyway. though Elet's mission persuaded him to allow

the wIc to reestablish its lodge at Ouidah.1°3 This was not immediately

carried out. however. because the WIC directors in Holland discharged

both Elet and Pranger during the following year for not assisting

 

IOMC. v01. 11°, p. 20“.

101WIC. vol. 110. pp 2-6. and 169.

1°2NBxc. vol. 238. p. 19: wIc. vol. 887. pp. 598 and 622;

Vol. #88. pp. 1 and 16.

1”no. vol. 110. pp. 5.6. 152. 229.31. and 659; Vol. 887.

P0 350.
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Hertogh adequately during his plight on the Slave Coast.10u Due to

this negative policy toward Dahomey. the Dutch never established cordial

relations with Agaja and his successors. which may well have been the

reason for their declining Slave Coast trade. The WIC did maintain a

lodge at Apps. and later one at Badagry. but these towns enjoyed the

protection of the Oyo state and were therefore beyond the reach of the

Dahomeyans.105

On the whole. the Dutch had much more success in gaining the

confidence and cooperation of Africans on the Gold Coast than on the

Slave Coast. On the Gold Coast they managed to secure the friendship

of the rising political powers. first the Denkyera and later the Ashanti.

But on the Slave Coast they tended to place too much confidence in the

authority of the king of Allada. First they underestimated the prom—

ising position and power of Ouidah and later the power of Dahomey. It

is difficult to determine whether this was misjudgment on the part of

the WIC leaders or the result of mere chance. In part. no doubt. it

was the result of the differences between the political realities of

the two areas. which affected the other European nations as well as the

Dutch.

The coastal states on the Slave Coast continually maintained

greater independence from.the interference of European powers than did

their counterparts on the Gold Coast. Europeans were not allowed to

 

Wham. Vol. 7. Minutes 6/25/173h. 8/-/173#: Vol. 8. u/27/i735.

Hertogh remained at Badagry until he died in 1738: see WIC. Vol. 925.

p. 17“. Pranger returned to Holland. but Elet also remained in Africa

for several more years; see WIC. Vol. 57. PP. #9 and 64; Vol. 112.

pp. #11 md 5970

1O5Akinjog‘bin. p. 92. See also the WIO's personnel rosters.
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build heavily fortified castles on the Slave Coast. and European trading

stations were (in theory at least) built and maintained by local African

rulers.106 Kings or their agents on the Slave Coast enjoyed a monopoly

of the trade and demanded the payment of heavy duties before trade was

allowed to commence.107 Even the transportation of the merchandise

between the ships and the lodges was an African monopoly with standard-

ized wages. When in 1708 the WIC tried to guard its merchandise against

theft by the African carriers and sent three armed sailors on shore to

protect the goods. the king of Ouidah (under pressure from his subjects)

threatened to stop the trade as a reprisal.108

Slave Coast rulers also managed to resist European monopolies

more effectively than did their Gold Coast counterparts. In 1705 the

king of Ouidah forced the French and Dutch factors in this town to sign

a treaty (the two states were at war with each other at this time)

recognizing the neutrality and inviolability of the Ouidah port. That

same neutrality was invoked on various occasions after this incident

for all other maritime nations.109

 

106mm, Vol. 85. Correspondence 9/20/1718.

1OVNEKG. vel. 85. 6/21/1718. See also Chapter III. pp. 88-90 and

Appendix D.

News. Vol. 100. p. 31m; Vol. 180. p. 172.

109mm. Vol. 1. Minutes 2/u/1705; wxc. Vol. 98. p. 291;

Vol. 102, p. 360; Vol. “8"" pa 235.





CHAPTER VI

THE FREE TRADE PERIOD. 1730-1795

As was pointed out earlier.1 the WIC surrendered a significant

portion of its trade monopoly in 1730. According to the renewed chars

ter of that year private Dutch shipping companies were allowed to pur.

chase a slaving permit or pass from the WIC. allowing them to buy

slaves on the west African coast. Only the Gold Coast remained off

limits for these free traders. Continued pressure from merchants in

Holland. however. forced the WIC in 173“ also to discontinue its monop-

oly on the Gold Coast.

During the initial years of the free trade the WIC continued

to carry the major share of Dutch slaving. The year 1735 has been

selected here as a demarcation line between company monopoly and free

trade because it was after this year that the WIC's involvement in the

slave trade dropped rapidly and the "regulations of 1734" were fully

Operative. In this study. for example. only fifteen WIC slaving voyages

were found recorded. The last of these slavers sailed in 1751. and only

five other company slavers sailed after i7h0.2 The years between 1730.

1735 should therefore be seen as a transition period since both the WIC

 

1See Chapter III. pp. 59-60.

ZSee Appendix 11.3. The WIC officially withdrew from the

Atlantic slave trade in 1760. See VWIS. Folder 10.
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and free traders participated extensively in the slave trade.

By continued control of the company trading stations on the

Gold Coast. the WIC maintained partial control of the slave trade during

most of the century. Only bona fide company servants were permitted to

buy and sell slaves. These persons were obligated to pay the WIC twenty

guilders in duty (recogpitie) or head-money for every slave transacted.

Thus the WIC continued to enjoy at least two sources of revenue from the

Atlantic slave trade. viz. tolls for permits and head-monies. Both of

these were greatly resented by free traders since they added consider-

ably to their Operating costs. but they were repeatedly justified by

the WIC directors for the upkeep on the company forts on the African

coast.3

The records of the collection of these slave trade duties

contribute a large amount of data concerning the volume of the Dutch

slave trade although the records of head-monies are quite incomplete

and therefore only of limited value. Besides. since free traders pura

chased only a portion of their slaves at the WIC trading stations. head-

money records fail to give an inclusive picture of the trade. They are

valuable. however. in clarifying the origin of the slaves and will be

utilised for that purpose later in this study.

The recorded receipts for slaving permits supply the most

detailed information on the free slave trade. Both the archives of the

‘WIC and the MCC (Middelbugsche Commercie Compagnie). the most prominent

private Dutch slaving company. have preserved lists of receipts for

slaving permits. One-third of the price for the permit or pass was

 

3VWIS. Folders 24 and hi.
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paid before the departure of each slaving vessel. and the remaining

two-thirds was paid to the WIC after a slaver returned to the United

Provinces. The fees were based on the capacity of the ship at a rate

of 60 guilders per.l§§§ (equivalent to about two maritime tons). lowered

to “2.1/2 guilders per'lggt in the charter of 1760. A slaver was al-

lowed twentyafour months for a triangular slaving voyage: a fine of

210 guilders per‘lggt was charged for every month the vessel was over.

due.“

No complete listing of slaving permits has been preserved. but

a large proportion for the period of 1730-1771 has been recovered.5

The vast majority of these permits were issued by the Chamber of

Zeeland. unquestionably the stronghold of Dutch slaving during the

eighteenth century. Very few records of Amsterdam slaving voyages

were discovered in this study. Only eight out of a total of 530 docu—

mented voyages originated in Amsterdam. which is only five per cent of

an estimated 150.Amsterdam free trade slaving vessels during the whole

free trade period. The trade from the Rotterdam area (Chamber Maze)

can be estimated at about 100 slaving vessels. of which a large number

have been verified in Appendix B. The slaving activity of the three

trading centers in Holland. Zeeland. Amsterdam. and Rotterdam. may be

correlated at a ratio of 17.3.2.6

 

“See the WIC charters in Le Mbine de L'Espine.‘22_Koophandel

m Amgterdam (Amsterdam: J. de Groot. 1810): WIS. Folder 9;

Resoluties Staten-Generaal. 12/31/1761.

SWIG. Vbls. 176. 1229. and 12h9; MCC. V61. 119; VWIS.

Folders 305-306.

6See Table 6 and Appendix B.
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The information drawn from lists of slave permit fees has been

supplemented by correspondence and statistical data and frequently de.

tailed accounts of specific slaving vessels contained in the MCC and

the Hudig archives in Middelburg and Rotterdam respectively.7 In eddi-

tion. the accounts of the Rotterdamse Assurantie Compagnie. a prominent

maritime insurance firm. also supplied a great deal of information. All

this data has been compiled in Appendix B. which verifies a minimum of

530 slaving voyages during the 1730-1795 period.

This encompasses by no means all the Dutch free trade voyages

of the eighteenth century. From one WIC document. for example. it is

learned that during the period of 1734-1766 at least #97 slaving permits

were issued by theWIC.8

Perhaps the most valuable and cOMplete set of data concerning

the free trade period can be gleaned from the triennial accounts of the

WIC. which also list the total amount received for slaving permits

during each three year period from 1729 until 1791.9 This information

is most essential in calculating the overall dimension of the slave

trade during the free trade period. since in contrast to the era of

WIC monopoly. little data on specific numbers of slaves for the later

period has survived.

 

7The MCC papers already have been scrutinized carefully by

Unger. whose tabulations and conclusions have been incorporated in

this study: the Hudig papers in Rotterdam. on the other hand. had not

been subjected to scholarly investigation before.

as» Table 6.

9Some slaving permits were bought during the closing months

of 1729: however. this year should not be included in the calculation

since the free trade did not officially open until the following year.
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TABIE 6

SLAVING PERMITS TO WIC CHAMBERS. 17%1766

 

1734 18 1751 13 (1 to R: 12 open)

1735 - 1752 13 (1 to R)

1736 12 1753 27 (12 to A: 3 to R)

1737 - 175“ 15 (3 to R)

1738 12 1755 16 (u to R)

1739 18 (6 to A)‘ 1756 -

17uo - 1757 15 (3 to R)

17u1 12 1758 1h (2 to R)

17u2 12 1759 15 (2 to R: 1 to N.Q.)

17u3 28 1760 15 (1 to R: 2 to A)

17141; 6 (6 to 1) 1761 19 (3 to R: u to A)

17u5 2h (12 to R) 1762 38 (2 to R: 12 to A)

17116 211 (12 to A) 1763 16 (a to R)

1747 12 1764 26 (2 to R: 12 to A)

17u8 2a (12 to 1) 1765 28 (u to R)

17119 12 1766 12 (12 to 1)

1750 1 (1 to R)

 

‘A indicates the number of passes designated for the WIC Chamber

of Amsterdam. R to the Chamber of Mass (Rotterdam). and N.Q. the Chamber

A total of 12 passes were not specifically desig-

nated to a WIC chamber.

of Reorder Quartier.

Source : WIS. Folder 1239.

The information compiled in Appendix B includes the precise

figures of 117 slave cargos. which enables us to determine what may be

assumed as a reasonable average slave cargo during the free trade

period. Since the fees of the slaving pemits were determined by the

cargo capacity or size of each ship. it is possible to calculate the

approximate fee paid per slave. This figure. in turn. should indicate

how mam slaves could have been transported for the permit fees col-

lected during each triennial period and for the whole period.10

_—

10See Table 8.
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IABLE 7

FEES FOR sumo PERMITS. 1729.1791

  

 

1729-1731 1’. 101 .2711 1762-176“ f. 258.0112

1732-173“ 157.66“ 1765-1767 281.3“6

1735-1737 70.394 1768-1770 280. 521+

1738-1740 97.766 1771-1773 259.201

17hi-17h3 173.692 1773-1776 178.978

HMO-17% 257 .609 1777-1779 120.915

17h7-17h9 161.389 1780.1782 48.195

1750-1752 1 31 .750 1783-1785 28 .569

1753-1755 177.692 1786-1788 62.314

1756-1758 215.70“ 1789-1791 22.97“

1759-1761 197.19?

Total f. 3.273.189

Source: Triennial accounts. in WIC. VOI. 269.

A number of confusing variables enter into this calculation.

however. First of all. the fees included fines levied against slaving

vessels that took longer than the allotted time for the triangular

boyage. Overdue fines for a total Of 119 months can actually be docu-

mented. but a close examination Of the sources show that only 19“

slaving voyages. or about one-fourth Of the total number. were recorded

in such a manner that overdue fines were indicated. From the available

evidence it may thus be deduced that an overall total Of about 100.000

guilders was collected in overdue fines. which constitutes approximately

3 per cent Of the total amount collected for slaving permits.11

One further complication enters into the picture. viz. that in

the year 1760 the WIC changed its standards of measuring slaving vessels

when assessing fees for slaving permits. The result was that the number

of 1.932 were raised about 25 per cent for the average slaving

 

11See Appendix B.
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vessel.12 In order to avoid an uproar among the private slaving com-

panies. however. the WIC adjusted the fees for the slaving permits

commensurately from 60 to h2-1/2 guilders perglggt. Due to these

changes separate calculations for the periods before and after 1761

became necessary for this study.13

The ships employed for the Atlantic slave trade changed rela-

tively little during the period of the free trade. Taking into con-

sideration the change in measurement. the average size of slavers

before and after 1760 increased slightly. perhaps somewhere around five

l;gt_per ship.lu The slave cargos. on the other hand. seemed to de-

crease in size. If the samples of forty and sixty-one for the two

respective periods are reliable enough to determine a representative

average. slave cargos dropped nearly 15 per cent in size. No Official

change in policy can be credited for this. but the uncertain slave

market of the 1770's and 1780's was undoubtedly a factor. while trans-

port conditions Of the slaves may also have been improved during the

century. An overall cargo average of 288 seems quite reliable and is

supported in WIC correspondence that uses the figure 300 for an average

slave cargo.15

 

1ZVWIS. Nr. 388 indicates an increase of approximately 15 per

cent. but a comparison of the measurements of ships sailing both before

and after 1760 (see Appendix B) shows a change of about 25 per cent.

13The year 1761 rather than 1760 has been selected as the year

of demarcation for the following reasons: firstly. the triennial

accounts run through 1761: and secondly. it took at least a year or

more for the change in measurement to be completely in effect.

1“See Appendix B for the separate measurements.

15vwxs. Folder 711. p. 8.
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TABLE 8

FREE TRADE SLAVING. 1730-1791

 

 

 

 

1730-1761 1762-1791 1730-1791

Fees slaving f. 1.732.131 f. 1.581.058 f. 3.273.189

permits

Fines incurred 3% 51.96# h6.232 98.196

Net fees f. 1.680.167 f. 1.494.826 f. 3.174.993

Fees per last jf. 60 f. 42-1/2

Average size of 61.6 88.2

ships (last) (237)a (153)

Average slave cargo 317.2 270.7 288

(“0) (61) (117)

Slaves per last 5.15 3.07

Estimated fee per f. 11.65.1/2 f. 13.8h-1/3

slave

Estimated number of 1h4.159 107.992 252.151

slaves '__""

Estimated number of “55b 399b 875

ships

 

aThe figures in parentheses indicate the numbers employed to

determine the average.

bThe cumulative number of ships of the two separate periods

show a disparity Of 21 vessels compared to the total number of ships

based on an average cargo Of 288 slaves. This should not cause much

alarm. however. since the cargo averages for the separate periods are

based on a small number Of samples. An error Of 15 slaves per average

cargo Of the two periods combined would harmonize the two figures.
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Based on the data and the calculations described above. an

estimated 250.000 slaves were taken across the Atlantic by Dutch free

trade vessels during the period Of 1730-1791. The cumulative estimate

for the period of 1730—1795 is listed in Table 9.

TABLE 9

GLOBAL ESTIMATES OF THE DUTCH SLAVE TRADE. 1730.1795

 

 

 

Slaves Ships

Free traders. 1730-1795 252.151 875

WIC trade after 1735 6.7723 13

WIC trade. 1730-1735 16.641 32

Free traders. 1792-1795 __3;222 .__2

Total 222221 2.2
 

 

‘309 Table 1. pa 99s

In Chapter IV the significance of the WIC slave trade with

Brazilian merchants was clarified. The commercial relationship between

the company and the Brazilians continued on the same footing until the

end of the eighteenth century. and during the period Of 1737-1780. an

average Of fifteen Brazilian ships anchored at Elmina every year to

purchase a trading permit for the Guinea Coast at a cost of 10 per cent

of their Brazilian cargo.16 Compared to the 1720's. when often more

than thirty Brazilian ships paid their respect to the WIC. that trade

sharply declined during the following decade and never reached the same

 

16m, Vol. 113. p. #32; Vol. 115. p. 95; Vol. #95. p. #78:

NBKG. VOls. zuo.2u1; VWIS. Folder 932.
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level again.17 The reason for this was that in 17h3. a merchant monop-

oly in Brazil limited the traffic to the Guinea Coast to an annual maxi-

mum of twentyefour ships.18 Thereafter. reports of confiscations Of

Brazilian vessels by the WIC became rare. This may have been due in

part to the declining influence of the WIC on the Slave Coast. where the

Brazilians were able to maintain a sizable lodge. but also because the

majority (at least fifteen out Of a maximum of twentyefour per year) of

the Brazilian captains heeded the WIC demands for duty payments.

The Slave Coast.therefore supplied the greatest share of the

Brazilian demand for slaves after the 1720's. Ryder estimates the

annual slave export by Brazil from this region at 6.000.19 And while

some slaves were undoubtedly purchased on the Gold Coast.20 this repre-

sented only a small fraction of the total volume of the Brazilian trade.

NO special accounts were kept by the WIC regarding the slave trade with

Brazilian vessels during the free trade period. and it may thus be

assumed that it did not constitute a significant portion Of the com-

pany's commercial transactions.

In order to understand the fluctuations Of the Dutch slave

trade during the free trade period. the records of the fee payments for

slaving permits by Dutch free traders (Table 7) supply the most inclu-

sive set Of evidence. It is extremely unfortunate that these figures

 

”RIC. Vol. 110. 5/31/1736. See also p. 125 above.

18Ryder. p. 171. 19Ibid.. p. 180.

ZONBKG. vol. 8. Minutes 6/23/1736. According to this source

WIC agents at Elmina directed a Brazilian slaver to Cormantin for the

specific purpose Of undermining the slave trade of the English in

that area.
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are given only in triennial periods. The lists of passes to the

various Chambers of the WIC (Table 6) do not give a reliable picture

Of the level Of the trade on a year to year basis. since it is not

certain that the Chambers issued those permits during that same year

or at a later date. The cumulative data on the various slaving voyages

(Appendix B) would have been most conclusive were it not for the fact

that the information is incomplete and unevenly distributed. In order

to arrive at a meaningful appraisal of the fluctuations Of the slave

trade during the 1730~1795 period. a cumulative tabulation Of the

available data is provided in Tables 10 and 11.

A graphic illustration Of the development Of the Dutch slave

trade is presented in Figure 6. From this chart it is evident that

the free traders eagerly accepted the opportunity to enter the Atlantic

slave trade. Their initial participation (ca. 4.000) exceeded the maxi-

mum volume ever transacted by the WIC in one year. Since the WIC con-

tinued to be involved in the slave trade and even increased its level

Of participation during the first half Of the 1730's. this decade

marked the beginning of the most intensive slaving period for the Dutch.

lasting until the middle of the 1770's. During this plateau Of Dutch

involvement in the slave trade. their total volume Of slaves fluctuated

between three and eight thousand per year.

While one can speak Of a plateau Of the Dutch slave trade during

the 1730-1775 period. the trade fluctuated from year to year. as is

illustrated in the chart. Actually. the fluctuations are minimized by

the fact that the chart is based on triennial rather than annual statis-

tics (compare Figures 4 and 6). As was pointed out in Chapter V regard-

ing the period of WIC monopoly. the same or similar factorsu-such as
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TABLE 10

CUMULATIVE DATA ON THE DUTCH SLAVE TRADE. 1730-1761

 

 

I II III Iv v

1730 8,215 - 7 (2.221) 732

1731 4.215 - 15 (4.873) 3.065

1732 4.070 - 4 (1.269) 3.077

1733 “.070 - 7 (2.220) 3.303

173“ 8.070 18 9 (2.855) 2.740

1735 1.953 - 7 (2.220) 3.72“

1736 1.953 12 6 (1.903) 2.270

1737 1.953 - 7 (2.220) 1.078

1738 2.712 12 10 (3.172) 859

1739 2.712 18 7 (2,220) -

1780 2.712 - 10 (3.172) -

1781 8.819 12 9 (2.855) -

1782 8.819 12 10 (3.172) 525

1783 8,819 28 18 (8,881) 556

1785 7.187 28 5 (1.586) -

1786 7.187 28 1 ( 318) -

1787 8.877 12 - - -

1788 8.877 21+ 8 (2.538) 777

1789 8,877 12 8 (2.538) 801

1750 3.655 1 5 (1.586) -

1751 3.655 13 4 (1.269) 356

1752 3.655 13 16 (5.075) -

1753 4.930 27 13 (8.128) -

1758 8.930 15 18 (8.881) -

1755 8.930 16 13 (8.128) -

1756 5.988 - 16 (5.075) -

1757 5.98“ 15 18 (4.841) -

1758 5.988 18 16 (5.075) -

1759 5.871 15 8 (2.538) -

1760 5,871 15 20 (6,388) -

1761 5.871 19 18 (8.881) -

Key to Columns: Ii: Annual estimate Of slaves transacted based on the

triennial accounts Of the WIC.

II== Slaving permits issued to the WIC Chambers.

III== Slaving voyages which can be verified by the

records.

IV'I Annual estimate of slaves based on verified slaving

voyages.

V'= Slaves. verified or estimated. by the WIC.

Sources: Tables 3. 6. 7. and 8. and Appendix B.
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TABLE 11

CUMULATIVE DATA or THE DUTCH SLAVE TRADE. 1762.1795

 

 

 

I II III IV

1762 7.159 38 18 (8.873)

1763 7.159 16 3 ( 812)

1768 7.159 26 8 (1.083)

1765 7.805 28 3 ( 812)

1766 7.805 12 13 (3.519)

1767 7.805 -a 15 (8.061)

1768 7.782 - 15 (8.061)

1769 7.782 - 21 (5.685)

1770 7.782 - 25 (6.768)

1771 7.191 - 18 (8.873)

1772 7.191 - 7 (1.895)

1773 7.191 - 8 (2.166)

1778 8.965 - 5 (1 .358)

1775 8.965 - 8 (1.083)

1776 8.965 - 5 (1.358)

1777 3.355 - 5 (1.358)

1778 3,355 - 8 (1.083)

1779 3.355 - 8 (1.083)

1780 1.337 - 3 812)

1781 1 0337 " ' "

1782 19337 - - -

1783 793 - 1 ( 271)

1788 793 - 1 ( 271)

1785 793 - 3 ( 812)

1786 1.729 - 1 ( 271)

1787 1.729 - 7 (1.895)

1788 .729 - 8 (1.083)

1789 637 - 7 (1.895)

1790 637 - 2 ( 581)

1791 637b - 9 (2.836)

1792 - - 3 ( 812)

1793 - - 1 ( 271)

1798 - - 1 ( 281)

1795 - - - -

 

aNO listing Of slaving permits to the various WIC Chambers was

found in the WIC archives.

bThe year 1791 concluded the Operation Of the WIC.

Sources and Key to Columns: Identical to Table 10. except that Column V

has been dropped for reasons of the discontinuation of the WIC slave

trade.
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conditions in Europe. America. and Africae-were responsible for these

fluctuations of the slave trade during the free trade period. The

remainder of this chapter will be devoted to an evaluation of the rela-

tive importance Of these influential factors.

Competition from rival European nations continued to be a major

Obstacle to Dutch slavers during the free trade period. The English in

particular were mentioned repeatedly in Dutch documents as the chief

competitors. In 1749 the English Royal African COMpany reorganized its

African administration and raised its purchase price for slaves to

approximately 25 per cent above the standard price of the WIC Price

Table.21 This may well have been responsible for the sizable decline

Of the Dutch trade during that period. Five years later WIC servants.

who retained a type Of middleman monopoly of the slave trade through

their trading stations on the Gold Coast. were still complaining that

the English were paying their slavers subsidies while the cost price

of the Dutch was burdened by fees for slaving permits and head-money

for every slave purchased by a company Official.22 In 1765 the

Director-General suggested that the English and the Dutch agree on a

common price for slaves. but his superiors in Holland vetoed this pro-

posal since the fluctuation of market conditions was Often an advantage

to the Dutch.23

EurOpean diplomatic relations and wars produced little or no

interference to the Dutch slaving enterprise during the free trade

21wIc. vol. 113. p. 586.

221bid.. VO1. 114.‘p. 96; VOl. 115. p. 101.

23Ib1des V010 379 Pa 95.
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period before 1775. During that decade. however. the outbreak Of the

American Revolutionary Whr caused a drastic curtailment of the slave

trade. bringing the Dutch slave trade to a complete standstill when

this conflict precipitated the Fourth.AnglO-Dutch Whr (1780-88). The

Dutch managed to maintain neutrality during the European wars of the

mid-eighteenth century. which favored her trading Opportunities. par-

ticularly vised-via the French. who were frequently driven from the

oceans by the British navy. During the 1780's this Opened the French

west Indies as a market for Dutch slavers.24 There is no evidence

that the French posed a commercial threat to the Dutch in Africa during

the free trade period until after the Anglo-Dutch'war. During the years

1786-87 the Dutch expressed apprehension about French efforts tO estab-

lish trading stations on the Gold Coast.25

On the whole. the Dutch maintained a guarded cordiality with

the English until the American war of Independence. Considerable ten-

sion arose between the two nations at the end of the 1750's. which also

precipitated some conflicts in Africa. In 1758 a conflict arose over

control of the Komenda trading station. but after some local fighting.

an agreement was reached and signed during the following year.26

With the eruption Of hostilities between England and her North

American colonies. relations between the former and the Dutch Republic.

 

zuNBKG. vol. 9. Minutes 8/18/1788; WIC. VOl. 267. 10/26/1750.

The Dutch west Indian colonies required annually about 8.000 slaves.

which meant that other markets needed to be found for cargos carried

beyond that amount.

25NBKG. vol. 13. Minutes 12/19/1786 and 6/2/1787.

26Ibid.. V01. 10. Minutes Of March. 1759.
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always eager to capture a lucrative market. also became strained. As

early as 1776 the Dutch in Africa were preparing for a British attack

in reprisal for their sympathy toward the American colonists.27 In

December. 1780. war actually broke out between Holland and Great Britain.

The slave trade rapidly declined as a result of the conflict in North

America. even before the actual hostilities broke out. Due to an unpre-

dictable market and unsafe oceans the Dutch slave trade may have come to

a complete halt during the years 1781-82. At least no ships were re-

corded during these years. although a sizable amount Of money was

received for slaving permits by the WIC during the triennium Of 1780.82.

Many Dutch slavers were confiscated by the English during the war. The

MCC. the largest Of the Dutch slaving companies. alone lost seven ves-

sels and was able to Operate only two slaving ships after the war

ended.28

A brief revival of the Dutch slave trade occurred after the

war. but it never attained great significance again. since the English

had clearly come to dominate the west African slave trade. In addition.

the united States also was sending many slaving vessels to the African

coast. Dutch slavers were unable to supply their west Indian colonies

with the required number of slaves. forcing the planters to outfit their

own sieving ships.29

 

27Ibid.. voI. 13.:Minutes33/21-28/1776; J. Kramer. "Afhankelijk

Beleid." inAl ene Geschiedenis der Nederlanden. eds. J. A. van

Houtte. et‘gl. Utmcht:W’. de Haan.119E§-58). p. 35ff.

28VWIS. Folder 712. Documents 8/18/1788 and 9/6/1786.

Zglhééo. Documents 3/19/1787 and 2/6/1788.
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In contrast to the period of WIC monopoly. the Atlantic Ocean

was much safer for merchant shipping during the free trade period.

On only one occasion. in 1783. did WIC servants report the presence of

two "Spanish" pirates on the Guinea Coast. And apparently no signifi-

cant damage or stagnation resulted from these piratical activities.30

As was illustrated in Chapter V. political developments in

Africa had a tremendous effect on the Atlantic slave trade. This

continued to be the case after 1730. but in a less Obvious way for

the Dutch because of a change in slaving techniques and a shift in

regions from which the free traders obtained their slave cargos.

Whereas during the period of WIC monopoly the vast majority Of slaves

were acquired on the Gold and Slave Coasts. free traders were not

bound to purchase at the WIC factories. and they purchased a large

proportion Of their slaves on the Windward Coast. an area roughly

coterminous with present day Liberia and the Ivory Coast.31 Free

traders generally sailed down the Windward Coast and anchored at the

mouth of a river or near an African town and purchased a number of

slaves here and there from indigenous traders. This had previously

been referred to as "interloping trade." but it now became the standard

practice.32

As a rule. free traders were unable to complete their cargos

 

30mm. Vol. 9. Minutes 3/18/1783.

31WIC. VOl. 113. p. 187. The Dutch referred to this area as

the Upper Coast.

32See Chapter II. p. 65. Chapter VII provides a more concise

analysis of the origin Of slaves.
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on the Windward Coast and proceeded to the Gold Coast. where WIC

servants at the various company trading stations. especially at Elmina.

completed their cargos. Some free trade vessels traded on the Slave

Coast. where the WIC continued to maintain a small lodge until at least

1760.33 The Dutch also continued to send slavers to Angola. but on a

smaller scale than during the WIC monopoly period. The MCC sent 2? per

cent of its vessels to Angola. which.may well have been representative

of all free trade activity.34

Dutch free trade slavers also purchased large numbers of slaves

from.the WIC trading stations on the Gold Coast. For while the company

discontinued outfitting slave ships for the Atlantic crossing. its

facilities and personnel in Africa remained deeply involved in the

slave trade in a type Of middleman capacity. With the passing of time

the Director-General began to function less as an administrator and

more as a merchant or factor. During the early 1760's. Director-

General David Erasmie had a contract with the slaving company of

Coopstad & Rochusen Of Rotterdam.to supply slaving vessels with their

complete cargos for a given price. Copies of this contract and succes-

sive ones have been preserved among the papers Of this company.35 A

Director-General tried to promote the WIC slave trade by sending letters

to companies in Holland Offering such contracts. and some Of the factors

of subordinate WIC trading stations later imitated this practice.36 A

 

33See the various personnel rosters in WIC. VOls. 107-111.

BuUngeI‘ II. p. 16.

35HAR. Bundles 81-82; MCC. vol. 60. Correspondence 10/12/1762;

Hudig. pp. 30-32.

36MCC. vol. 60, Correspondence 1/20/1759 and 8/28/1778.
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contract found among the WIC papers indicates that Director-General

Pieter Wbortman rented a WIC ship to take a cargo Of slaves across

the Atlantic in 1770.37 The actual implementation of this contract

has not been confirmed. however.

As the eighteenth century progressed. the control of the

Dutch slave trade became increasingly more dispersed. both in Africa

and in the United Provinces. Some slaving companies did not finance

their own slaving voyages. but sold shares to interested individuals.

The records of the firm Of Coopstad & Rochusen. for example. indicate

that shares as small as one thirty-second of a slaver's cargo were

sold to private investors.38

In africa. likewise. the WIC gradually relinquished its restric-

tions on who was allowed to participate in the slave trade. By 1762

all commercial Officials of the company were allowed to buy and sell

slaves. as long as they reported these transactions to the company and

paid the attendant head-money Of twenty guilders per slave. Occasion-

ally. WIC servants sent slaves to the West Indies on their own risk.

paying a free trade captain a fee (generally amounting to one-third

of the price of the slave) for transporting the slaves to the west.

In 1756. for example. the slave ship‘gggig.Geertggyg legz,took on

board 57 such "freight” (gpnzrggg) slaves in addition to its regular

cargo Of 331. Such incidents became quite common during the 1750's

and 1760's. but in 1778 the WIC forbade this practice of sending slaves

 

”WIC. VOle ”’9“. Fe 3560

38HAR. Bundles 81.82. Gulde vrijheid. 1750.
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"on freight."39

The freeing of the trade also gave frequent occasion to con-

flicts between WIC Officials and free trade captains. On behalf Of

the latter the MCC repeatedly protested during the 1780's that the WIC

agents at Axim prohibited the free traders to buy slaves from African

traders in the vicinity of the Axim fort. WIC servants justified

their actions by their Obligation to pay the company head-money for

every slave transacted. which made it impossible for them to compete

effectively with European and indigenous traders.l"o Private companies

also complained that WIC Officials Often sold to foreign slavers while

their ships were waiting for a cargo. In response to these grievances

the WIC directors urged their subordinates in Africa to OOOperate with

the free traders and complete their cargos before any slaves could be

sold to ships of other nations. The rationale was that the fee paid

for slaving permits entitled the free traders to preferential treat-

ment."1

Regardless Of all the changes prompted by the freeing Of the

slave trade. the Gold Coast remained a significant source of supply for

the Dutch free traders. According to a sample of fifty slaving vessels.

Of which statistics on the port Of origin of slaves have been preserved.

ca. 60 per cent of the slaves were Obtained on the Windward Coast and

 

39MCC. V01. 60. Correspondence 3/21/1754. 5/22/1755. and

9/17/1755: WIC. V01. “63. p. 97; HAR. Bundles 81.82. Correspondence

8/13/1756 and 3/30/1778.

“OVWIS. V61. #1. Correspondence 2/20/1783. 1/28/1788. and

2/27/1788.

“1wIc, Vol. 57. p. 68: VWIS. Vol. 81. Correspondence 9/25/1788.
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the remaining 80 per cent originated on the Gold Coast.“2 This ratio

was by no means consistently maintained. however. since political con-

ditions on the African mainland often drastically influenced the supply

Of slaves in certain regions.

Unfortunately. the records Of head-monies paid by WIC servants

for the privilege of trading in slaves have not been preserved in their

entirety. This would have made an excellent guide by which commercial

trends on the Gold Coast could have been measured. (The WIC archives

yield hardly any data about conditions on the Windward Coast. an area

with nearly three times as much coastline as the Gold Coast; an assess-

ment of the relationship between the slave trade and African political

developments in this region is therefore impossible.) Portions of the

head-money accounts have been gleaned from the various papers of the

WIC. and they are somewhat helpful in illuminating the trading pattern

and volume on the Gold Coast. The available data is listed in Table 12.

This incomplete and spotty collection of data places the average

number of slaves exported from the Gold Coast and the Slave Coast rough-

1y between 1.500 and 2.000 per year. Declines in the export of slaves

generally can be traced to political turmoil and wars in the region in

question. This is best illustrated by comparing the export figures of

1738 to those Of 1739:,"3 the war of 1739 between the inhabitants of the

town. Elmina. and the WIC establishment hurt the slave trade seriously.uu

 

quee Table 15.

“BSee Table 12.

881 detailed description and analysis Of the 1739 war and its

consequences has been provided by Feinberg. pp. 187-53.
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TABLE 12

HEAD-MONEY PAID TO THE WIC

 

 

 

Dates Slaves Annual Averages

11/1737-10/1738 1 .676 1 .676

11/1738- 3/1780 702 558

1780 638

1781 1 .216

1782 1 .586

1783 2,080

1788' 2.281

1785 962

1786 228

8/1752- 7/1758 1.383 692

1762 2.828

1771 2.598

1772 2.317

1773 1.530

1778 2, 362

1775 1 .839

1776 1 .503

1777 1.612

 

Sources: WIC. V015. 1130 pe 189; “880 P. 537: “900 pa 609; VWIS. Noe9320

Depressed markets in the Western Hemisphere can be blamed in

part for the sharp decline in the Dutch slave trade after 1734.85 but

an analysis Of the political conditions in west Africa shows that here.

also. contributing factors to the decline in trade can be detected. In

addition to the Elmina war of 1739. WIC reports disclose that as early

as 1735 the trade on the Coast was poor. due to widespread wars among

 

“58ee WIC. Vol. 57. pp. 87-88; Vol. 888, p. 226; NBKG. Vol. 8.

Minutes 3/6/1738.
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African states along the Guinea Coast.“6 The Slave Coast was war-ridden

during the whole decade of the 1730's.“? and local disturbances took

place at Akra and Berku in 1737 and 1738 respectively.u8 These develOp-

ments explain in part the severe drop in the slave trade indicated on

Figure 6.

During the period of 1741-1788 the Dutch revived the slave trade

considerably. but it slumped again during the following decade. 'WIC

correspondence from.Africa between 1785 and 1755 repeatedly reported

that the trade was "completely dead."’49 In 1788. one free trade slaver

took nearly eleven months to collect a cargo of 317 slaves.5o WIC

agents Openly blamed "native wars" for the deterioration of the trade.

in particular the tensions and wars between the Ashanti and the Wassa

people. The latter controlled the trade routes to the Gold Coast forts

and prevented the Ashanti traders from bringing their merchandise to the

Dutch trading stations.51 Ashanti traders finally took their wares to

the Slave Coast. which prompted the WIC to reactivate its former lodges

at Popo. Jakin. and Keta.52

 

“6WIC. vol. 110. p. 731.

p. 12s

“8NBKG. vol. 8. Minutes 5/27/1737 and 10/30/1738.

u9MCC. Vel. 60. Correspondence 5/18/1753 and 1/3/1755: NBKG.

vol. 9. Minutes 5/1/1787: WIC. vol. 113. p. 522.

5OWIC. Vble 113. p0 322a

51Mcc. vol. 60. Correspondence 1/3/1755; WIC. vol. 113. p. 570;

Vol. #90. pp. 360-62.

52wIc. vol. 890, pp. 602. and 635.80.
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In 1753, free trade captains also reported that the slave

trade on the windward Coast was "dead."53 This widespread decline in

commercial activities along the Guinea Coast may be the explanation for

the severe drop in the Dutch slave trade during the early years of the

1750's.5“

In order to reactivate the slave trade on the Gold Coast the

WIC introduced a number of innovations. In 17#7, for example, the com.

pany raised the purchase price for slaves by approximately 10 per cent.

The whole slave trade operation was re-evaluated, and various minor

changes in technique were introduced in 17#8, but apparently without

much success. 55 When in March of that year the slaverMM was

supplied with 220 slaves, some WIC servants expected the situation to

improve. but the next month Elmina still had only fifty slaves in

stock.56

Seldom, if ever. did the supply of slaves at the Dutch factories

stop completely for an extended period of time. At least a trickle of

slaves always ended up at the EurOpean trading stations, and some re-

gions periodically even benefitted from hostilities elsewhere.

The two decades following 1755 witnessed a great improvement

in the volume of the Dutch slave trade, although brief wars and local

disturbances continued to hamper the trade periodically. In 1767-68

tensions arose between the Ashanti and the Fante, as Akim shifted its

 

SBMCC. vol. 60, Correspondence 10/26/1753.

5uSee the chart in Figure 6.

55w1c. vol. 57. p. 70; NBKG, vol. 9, Minutes 3/18/17u8.

56NBKG, vol. 9. Minutes 3/27/17u8; wIC. vol. 489. p. 703.
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alliance from the former to the latter, but no negative repercussions

of this diplomatic shift were reported by the WIC.57

One of the most troublesome affairs for the WIC during the

1760's and early 1770's was the persistent opposition from the wealthy

and powerful merchant prince, Amnichia, of Cape Apolonia. The case

was quite similar to the subordination of John Conny during the begin-

ning of the eighteenth century.58 Amnichia controlled most of the

Hanta lands and virtually forced the WIC trade at Axim to a stand.

still.59 The WIC desperately tried to arouse neighboring coastal

peeple to oppose Amnichia, but apparently to little avail. as the

African leader continued to enjoy his independence from the WIC. In

1768, after the Black leader refused to let himself be pacified with a

present from the WIC, the company threatened to bombard Amnichia's

stronghold at Cape Apolonia from the WIC cruiser Amazone. During the

following year a temporary armistice was negotiated with Amnichia, but

four years later the area in the neighborhood of Axim again was re-

ported to be in great "disorder."6O Not until 1776 were WIC agents

able to pacify Amnichia with presents in the same fashion as other

African leaders, but the same officials still expressed their distrust

and apprehension about the Apolonia chief.61

 

57wlc. vol. 117. pp. 11 and 82; vol. 118. p. 58.

58See p. 132 concerning John Conny.

59Fer an account of Amnichia's activities see: wlc. vol. 115.

pp. 289-91, 559, and 7M; Vol. 117. pp. 101 and 1467; NBKG, Vol. 11.

Minutes 3/3/1762: vol. 12. Minutes h/iu/1768. 7/21/1766. 5/12/1766. and

“/10/1769. See regional map on p. 130.

60NBKG. vol. 13. Minutes 3/5/1773. 611bid.. Minutes 10/5/177u.
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The disorders caused by Amnichia were restricted to only one

portion of the Gold Coast. however, and trade elsewhere appeared to be

flourishing during this period. One exception to this occurred in

1773—74, however, when trade all along the Gold Coast was hampered by

hostilities between the Ashanti and the Fante.62 The latter became

increasingly more prominent in the Coastal slave trade and prevented

the Ashanti traders from taking their merchandise to the Coast.63 The

political complications on the Gold Coast beginning in 1773 may well

have contributed to the unprecedented decline in the Dutch slave trade

starting at this time. But the fact that this decline was not checked

afterwards was due to the outbreak of the American Revolutionary war

and the ensueing Anglo-Dutch war.

Serious tension between the Dutch and the British on the West

African Coast became evident in 1781, and during the following year a

British attack on Elmina castle was anticipated by WIC authorities.6"

The Elmina townspeople, who had generally recognized the mutual benefit

of cooperation with the Dutch, supported the Dutch against the English

in this conflict.65 But the inability of the Dutch to continue the

slave trade during the war forced the Elminans to sell their slaves to

the English at Cape Coast Castle.66 The plight of the WIC in Africa

 

62HAR. Bundles u1.h2, Correspondence 7/15/1773.

63WIC. Vol. “9h, Documents 68 and 83; vol. 926, No. 109;

Marrée. II. p. 1290

6“MBKC. vol. 13. Minutes 2/20/1782.

65AAC. vol. 2u19. 9/11/1784: Feinberg. pp. 218.19.

66va3. Folder 983. Report of September. 1785.
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became so serious as a result of the Anglo-Dutch war that in 1786

the company lacked the means to pay its servants.67 After the war only

the demise of the WIC and the end of the Dutch participation in the

Atlantic slave trade remain to be discussed.

The Dutch WIC expired in 1791 when the States-General refused

to extend the company‘s charter beyond that year. For many decades

the company had operated on a deficit and was kept in existence by

government subsidies amounting to 250,000 guilders per year by 1788.68

The liabilities and possessions of the WIC were assumed by the States-

General. which left the management of the Forts in Africa to the same

persons who had served the wIC heretofore. In this mannerthe Dutch

presence on the west African Coast was maintained until 1872 when the

British government bought the Dutch forts.69

The Dutch slave trade revived briefly and sporadically after

the Anglo-Dutch war. Since slaving was now'mostly in the hands of free

traders. the demise of the WIC had little effect on the slave trade.

Periodically the free traders made efforts to bring the slave trade

to its former prominence. Under auspices of the State-General a com.

mittee was created in 1787 to study the possibilities for reviving

the slave trade. The resulting report confirmed that the trade was

economically beneficial and that the Dutch West Indian colonies needed

to be supplied with slaves. The report also suggested that duties

 

67Herman. p. 108.

68VWIS. Folder 711. Document 8/27/1788.

69See D. Coombs. The Gold Coast: Britain and the Netherlands.

18§0-182h (London: OxfordUniversity Press. 1563).
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levied for slaving permits and head-monies be discontinued.70

Apparently only one (or perhaps none at all) slaver went to

Africa in 1786. but during the following two years at least eleven

slaving vessels were dispatched. Seven of these ships were sent by

the company of Johs. Souyssen of Vlissingen (Zeeland). which took an

active part in the final years of the Dutch slave trade.71 As the

trade slumped again. new efforts to improve it were made in 1789.

which resulted in the discontinuation of the duties. as suggested in

the report two years earlier. A flat rate of two per cent of the

cargo was now required as a premium for the privilege of slaving on

the African coast.72 And in 1791 the payment of head-money was dis-

continued altogether. and everyone on the African coast, including

free mulattoes not in the service of the States-General. was permitted

to take an active part in the slave trade without any obligations.73

The above developments spurred a new interest in the slave

trade. which culminated in the brief but impressive upsurge during

the year 1791. when at least nine slavers sailed to Africa.7l4 This

upsurge coincided with a period of political calm on the Gold Coast.

which resulted in some active trading during the last year of the

 

7°vw13. Folder 13. Reports 9/9/1789 and 24/11/1789.

7?;pig.. Folder 1379; Folder 13. Plan ovar. L. of Vlissingen.

According to this last citation not one slaver was dispatched in 1786,

but other sources (see Table 11) indicate that at least one slaver was

on the African coast during this year. See Appendix B for a listing

of free trade companies.

72vas. Folder 1228.

735242-- Folder 13. Document 3/11/1791.

7aSee Table 11.





173

existence of the WIC. The DirectoraGeneral reported that during that

year some slavers managed to complete their cargo in as little as six

weeks.75

Only one slaver was reported on the African Coast in 1793 and

1794.76 Thereafter, international tensions in Europe rose so high

that slaving companies no longer dared to risk sending their vessels

out to sea. When in 1795 the pro-French Batavian Republic was pro-

claimed in Holland and hostilities with England ensued, the resumption

of the Dutch slave trade was completely out of the question. The last

Dutch slaver to complete a triangular voyage before the slave trade

was declared illegal was the MCC ship‘Qg Standvastigheid. during the

years 1802-1805. This vessel had been scheduled for a slaving voyage

to commence in 1795. but the outbreak of war in Europe prevented its

departure. The Peace of Amiens in 1802 finally allowed the ship to

carry out its mission.77 Perhaps a number of other Dutch vessels went

on a slaving voyage during this short interval of peace. The crew of

the Standvastigheid sighted three other Dutch ships on the African

coast. but it was not established with certainty that they were slaving

vessels. although the area of their operation would tend to confirm

 

75NBKG. vol. 1n. Minutes u/11/1792.

76D. van der Vlis. "De reis van het fregatschip 'Het Vergenoegen'

. . ..n (unpublished thesis. Leiden. 1967). See Appendix B.

77A detailed study of this last voyage of‘Qg Standvasti heid

has been made in a scriptie (the equivalent of a Master's thesis) by

P. C. Emmer. "De Tweede reis van het Fregatschip 'De Standvastigheid'"

(unpublished thesis. Leiden. 1968). An earlier voyage of'Qg Stand-

vastigheid has been studied in similar fashion by A. I. Vroeyenstijn.

"De eerste voyage van het Fregatschip 'De Stanvastigheid'"(unpublished

thesis. Leiden. 1967).
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that they were slavers.78

The peace in Europe was only short lived. and in 1803 war

again interfered with the efforts made to revive the Dutch slave trade.

When peace finally returned in 1818, the new Kingdom of the Netherlands

had accepted the Treaty of London, which made Dutch participation in

the slave trade illegal.79

Some Dutch slavers may have violated the ban against the slave

trade, but unqualified evidence for this has not yet been discovered

in the Netherlands. A protest of a British official to the Dutch

Director-General at Elmina reported that two illicit Dutch slavers.

which had obtained slaves from the Dutch mulatto subject Jan Nieser,

had been apprehended by the British navy.80 Curtin documents the cap-

ture of three illicit Dutch slavers by the English during the nine-

teenth century.81 On the whole. it is safe to assume that Dutch

participation in the illicit slave trade was not substantial. The

ships that flew the Dutch flag may well have been chartered by the

planters in the West Indian colonies, and an understanding of the

Dutch involvement in the illicit trade depends essentially on what a

scrutiny of documents in the west Indies will some day disclose.

 

78Emmer. p. 51.

79Menkman, "Nederland in Amerika en Afrika," p. 75.

aoaemn, p. 1700

81Curtin. p. 2148.



CHAPTER VII

THE SLAVES: ORIGIN, VALUE AND TREATMENT

It seems fitting to conclude this study of the Atlantic slave

trade with an evaluation of the principal subjects of this trade, the

slaves themselves. In this chapter an attempt will be made to clarify

such problems as who the slaves were. where they came from. how their

commercial value was determined. and how they were treated. Since

this topic has been given extensive treatment in other slave trade

literature. this chapter will focus on the unique contribution of the

Dutch involvement and the Dutch archives.

First of all. who were the slaves? As was pointed out earlier.

the concept of E2212. 5;: ;n_d;ia_ as a measure of potential labor rather

than as individual human beings was adopted by the Dutch through the

Asiento contracts.1 This tem continued to be used during the period

of WIC monopoly. but free traders customarily used the term "head" in

reference to individual slaves. Actually. WIC traders used both terms

in order to distinguish between the concept of the individual and the

commercial unit.2 With the free trade the term pi_e_s_a_s g3 .and}; was

replaced with designations such as man slave. boy slave, etc. During

 

1Curtin. p. 22. See also p. 101! above.

zWIC traders were not always consistent in their distinction

between the two terms. which frequently leads to confusion about the

number of slaves involved.
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the free trade the price of each slave was negotiated separately

between the buyer and the seller. in contrast to the period of WIC

monopoly when prices were determined by the company Price Table.3

AM 93 Lnd;i_a_. or deliverable (leverbaar) slave as the

Dutch were also prone to call them. were healthy slaves between the

ages 15 and 35. Older slaves were not to be sold to company ships by

WIC servants. according to a directive of 1708.“ Captains also were

instructed not to purchase blemished slaves. called Macrogns or

Muemns. even if the simply of slaves was poor and children had to

be purchased for lack ofm93 11313.5 Manquerons were slaves

with prsical defects such as blindness. hearing difficulties. etc..

and very few of them have been rcported on WIC cargos. As a rule they

came in Dutch possession through confiscations from Brazilian slavers.6

Slaves who had not reached the age of fifteen were recorded

by the WIC in fractions ofM23 £211:- such as two—thirds or one-

third of a deliverable slave. According to Asiento contracts of the

years 1683 and 1699 the age groups of 8.12 and 3.7 were valued as two-

thirds and one-half 22.9.2.1 313 Egg}; respectively.7 Infants below the

age of three accompanied the mother. which tended to increase the value

 

3See p. 63 concerning the WIC Price Table.

“WIC. Vol. 29-30. Minutes 11/7/1708.

5mm Vol. 235. Instructions 2/5/1713.

67:110. Vol. 485. pp. #88 and 53”; Vol. 486. pp. 15“ and 321.

See also the listings of Manguerons in Table 13. Only 150 such slaves

were recorded in a total of almost 21$.OOO. and nearly all of the 150

were reported to have been captured from Brazilian ships.

7m Nr. 1352: WIC. Vol. 783. Contract 5/3/1683.
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TABLE 13

SLAVE CARGOS OF WE SHIPS

 

 

 

 

SHIPS M F B G I TOTAL PI Mae.

1681 Mercurius 316 1 '53 500

1686 Ft. Cormantyn 389 150 539

1686 Ziericksee 359 1 25 #81;

1687 Europa 335 1 36 1471

1687 Hollandia 392 1H1 533

1687 Port. Handel . 386 1 39 525

1688 Sara Maria 121 52 173

1688 Gideon 330 1 52 14-82

1688 Morgenster 371$ 1 25 lt99

1688 Rachel 337 123 “60

1691 Beurs van

Amsterdam 373 139 512

1691 Aneno 389 1 08 W

Totals n.131 1.5M 5.675

Totals (p. 178) 15.268 6.56“ 23.892

Grand Total 19.399 8.108 1.509 521 277 29.557 10.67“ 150

Columns : Male . Female . Boy. Girl . Infant

Sources :

PI 8 Piesas de India

Mac I Manqueron (Macroon). or blemished slave

WIC. Vbl. 109. Po 3173 V61. 110. Po 89”: Vble 180s PP. 15a 329

“8. 73. 92. 109. 117. 129. 139. 1&7. 153. and 171: V01. 485.

PP. 3219 “08s 50”. 513s53us ‘nd 67“: Vble #86s PP. 15“. 321a

5000 ‘nd 5223 Vble “870 PPe Be 360 390 759 79s 122. 1n80 3510

1‘92. 511. 595. 605. and 680: Vol. “-88. pp. 7'4. 11?. 1'46. 139.

178. 198. 239. 329. 799. and ‘50: Vol. 926. Nr. 114; Vol. 1021}.

Documents 11. 25 and 33. and those dated 1717.
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TABLE 13 (cont'd.)
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SHIPS M F B G I TOTAL PI Mac.

1703 De Zon 357 156 513

1705 Grooten Tyger 30“ 148 #52

17061 Amsterdam 3115 177 522

1707 Xoning v. Port. 357 177 2 536

1708 Adrichem 1117 191 u 612

1713 St. Marcus hot 163 in u 585

171” Guntersteyn 316 221 18 3 558 (590-1/3)

1715 Emmenes 291 171 59 “0 (2) 563 (55)

1715 Engelburgh 125 20 6 2 153

1715 Fida 1118 61+ 11 u 257 (250)

1716 Gelderland 96 39 8 3 1116 (iuo.1/2) (26)

1717 Akredam mm 228 26 6 7011

1717 Adrichem 355 181 h 2 5&2 (5&0)

1717 Emmenes 370 178 110 60 718

1718 Adrichem mm 158 89 28 719

1721 Akredam 327 156 92 28 603 (28)

1722 Leusden 313 133 90 26 562 (510.5/6) (111)

172“ Sonnesteyn 298 196 80 13 587

1721» Amsterdam 275 77 59 12 (a) 1123 (389-2/3)

1725 Akredam 392 106 120 25 (6) 6113 (580.1/3)

1725 Lessden 1167 160 100 20 7117 (692)

1725 Eva Susanna 130 50 29 8 217 (199.1/3)

1726 Sennesteyn #10 112 78 27 627 (583)

1726 Amsterdam 393 55 27 5 #80

1727 Leusden 527 115 76 30 (2) 7&8

1728 Juff. Helena 204 35 7 h 250 (2&5)

1728 Groot Bentveld 578 119 5a 13 7611 (735-1/6)

1729 Leusden 225 169 25 36 1155 (h31-2/3)

1731 Steenhuysen 299 165 29 12 (3) 508 (u86.1/2)

1731 Beekesteyn 377 237 97 £12 753 (685.7/12)

17321 mnvliet 2112 96 20 u (6) 362 (3119)

1733 Beekesteyn 502 280 57 27 866 (825.2/3)

1733 Leusden 363 303 32 15 713

17311 Vrijheid 3119 237 12 7 605

1735 Juff. Helena 120 79 1 200

1735 Beschutter 5811 170 11 3 768 (762.1/2)

1735 Bokoetqyn 350 313 30 7 700

1736 st. Laurens 125 ha 1 1 171 (170.1/6)

1736 vrijheid #91 166 -12 1 670 (665)

1736 Steenhuysen 607 193 800

1737 Daynviiet 300 75 375

1738 Beschutter 679 130 809

17113 Cath. Galey 368 165 15 2 550 (5:10)

1751 Graaf v. Buren 200 156 (h) 356 (352)
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of such a mother slave.8

Cargo affidavits (coggossement) have been preserved which list

the cargo received from WIC officials of at least fifty-six‘WIC slave

ships. and their relevant contents has been compiled in Table 13.9

Considerable insight regarding the make-up of slave cargos can be

gained from this tabulation.

As a rule. WIC captains had instructions to purchase a slave

cargo consisting of two-thirds men and one-third women slaves.10 Only

when a slaver was nearly ready to sail and had some space left was the

captain encouraged to buy boy or girl slaves.11 During the seventeenth

century few if any children were purdhased by WIC ships. This might

be indicative of either an abundance of adult slaves or change in

demand in the western Hemisphere. According to available records.

slave children under the age of fifteen numbered approximately 7.5 per

cent of the WIC slave cargos.12 The ratio of children increased to

21.5 per cent during the free trade period. which would indicate that

the demand for young slaves increased with the passing of time. Accord-

ing to Unger's analysis of ninety MCC cargos. 5.h28 of 25.051 slaves

were under the age of fifteen.13 In 1750 several free traders were

 

SNAA. vol. 1352.

91 translated copy of such an affidavit is included in

1°Nsxc. vol. 235. Instructions 2/5/1713: WIC. vol. 783.

Contract 5/3/1683.

11N3x0. vol. 85. Instructions 5/5/1718.

12See Table 13. Of a grand total 27.507 in 56 slaving voyages

2.052 were children under the age of fifteen.

13Unger II. p. “9.
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encouraged to buy as many young slaves as possible between the ages

of 12.18. In 1772 when there was little demand for slaves in the West.

free traders were complaining that they could only sell boys and

girls.1u Young women and girls became increasingly in demand throughout

the eighteenth century. The first indication of this trend was in 1729-

30. when WIC slavers were notified that planters in the Dutch colonies

wanted young women between the ages 15-20.15 In 1685 and again in 1690

a demand had been expressed for’younger women under the age of 2#. but

these instructions did not convey the urgency denoted by later direc-

tives.16 The whole trend seems to confirm an important change in the

institution of slavery in the'western Hemisphere: the attempt to breed

slaves there rather than to depend as much on fresh imports.

The late seventeenth century demand for young women can be

interpreted as an effort to maintain the general policy of a 3—2 male-

female ratio with which WIC slavers were seldom able to comply. The

women and girls combined (7.085) constituted less than 30 per cent of

the total number of slaves (23.892) tabulated in Table 13. Responding

to the increased demand for woman slaves. the free traders were able

to comply with the 3-2 ratio. According to the previously cited study

by Unger. of the ninety MCC slaving voyages analysed. no.9 per cent of

the total number of slaves transported were women and girls. while

slightly'less than two-thirds of the cargos (59.1 per cent) consisted

 

1“EAR. vol. #1.u2. Correspondence 9/h/1750 and “/16/1772.

15WIC. Vol. #87. pp. 170 and 372.

151343.. Vol. 29-30. Minutes 10/29/1690; Vol. 833. p. 339.
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of men and boyse17

One additional conclusion may be drawn from the collected data

of Table 13. viz. an estimated differentiation between "heads" or indi.

vidual slaves and p_i_e_s_a_s_ g3 ln_d_i_a_. A sample of twenty-two cargos which

had both types of information recorded shows a 4.87 per cent diSparity.

For this reason. the 5 per cent calculated in Table 5 (p. 110) seems to

be a reasonable overall estimated differential between individual human

beings and the recorded Liege; g3 £111.15.

The question of origin of African slaves is one of the most

perplexing problems of the slave trade and will undoubtedly never be

solved to satisfaction.18 It is hoped that this study. by identifying

the relative significance of coastal areas and specific slave export

ports used extensively by Dutch traders. will at least contribute some

to solving this problem. The mystery of ultimate origin in the African

interior is a subject too complex to be treated within the scope of

this study.

Numerous factors helped determine where Europeans acquired

their slaves. In addition to existing institutions and political and

economic conditions in a given area in Africa which influenced the

supply of slaves. slaves from certain regions were in greater demand

than those from other areas. Literature based on English sources, for

 

175ee Table 13 for a comparison with the respective ratios of

the WIC trade.

185” for example Philip D. Curtin and Jan Vansina. "Sources

of the Nineteenth Century Atlantic Slave Trade ," Journal 21; African

Histon. Vol. V (1964); also the relevant portions in Curtin's book,

2133 Aggtic Slave nge.
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example, has emphasized the desirability of Gold Coast slaves, partic-

ularly those from Komiantin.19 Undoubtedly these were Akan slaves.

who came to be known for their cooperative character and their willing-

nose to work. Eighteenth century Dutch sources confirm these notions

about Gold Coast slaves.20

Slaves from the Eight of Biafra. on the other hand, were very

undesirable. A Dutch document dating back to the 1660's singles out

slaves from Calabar. the Cameroons. and Rio Del Rey (most likely Ibos)

as completely undesirable because of their "malicious" and "stubborn"

nature and their tendency to commit suieide.21 This warning against

Biafran slaves was repeated in subsequent WIC directives. primarily

because the Spanish Asientos refused to accept slaves from this

region.22 As a result very few NIC slavers obtained their cargos

here.23 An eighteenth century pamphlet serving as a guide for free

traders broadened the area for undesirable slaves and mentions Benin.

Gabon, and the Cameroons as areas from which slaves should not be

obtained because they were regarded as "lazy" and "cowardly" slaves,

 

”Mania: and Cowley. p. 17: Pope-Hermessy. p. 58.

20m. Folder 13. Documents ii/zu/1789 and 3/11/1791.

21mm. Vol. 802.

”no. Vol. 783. Document 13. Art. 1+.

231935.. Vol. 832. p. #20; Vol. 833. p. 377. According to

these sources at least three slavers were dispatched to Calabar. but

it is interesting to note that these vessels were considerably smaller

(250-350 slaves) than the ordinary slaving cargo of 500 slaves. It

is quite possible that these slaves were intended for use by the WIC

on the Gold Coast. which was quite commonly done.
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qualities that might well become virtues when applied to a free man.2n

These warnings against Biafran slaves must have made a lasting impres-

sion on Dutch slavers. for they seldom purchased slaves in these

regions.

Contrary to the English preference for Gold Coast slaves. a

WIC directive of the early eighteenth century indicated that Slave

Coast slaves were mueh.more desirable in the west.25 This was at a

time when the WIC was just beginning to purchase slaves in large

quantities on the Gold Coast.26 With the passing of time they ever.

came this bias. for Dutch free traders were encouraged to get slaves

on either the Gold or Slave Coasts since they were much preferred over

slaves from the Grain Coast. Angola slaves were said to be cheaper.

and by'implication therefore less desirable than Guinea Coast slaves.27

Some West India planters. however. preferred the slaves from.Angola.

Since the middle passage from Angola was also shorter. this may explain

why the Dutch continued to send at least 25 per cent of their slaving

vessels to the Loango-Angola Coast.

No accurate account of where the Dutch acquired their slaves

is possible: however. there is sufficient evidence to warrant a few

reasonable estimates about the origin of slaves. The area about which

there is the least information available is the Loango-Angola Coast.

 

an. E. Gallandat. N di e e icht en Igor §laafhandelaren

(Middelburg. Netherlands: 17 9 . pp. 39.

25911C. vol. 56, p. #3.

268ee Chapter V. p. 133.

276dlandat. pp. 188.39.
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All evidence indicates, however. that the Dutch traded in this region

without any interruptions. According to Under's study of the MCC

slaving activities, 26.8 per cent of this company's slavers went to

Angola.28 Earlier in this study it was estimated that the wIc assigned

about 33 per cent of slavers to Angola.29 Considering that the volume

of the Dutch trade was much smaller during the WIC monopoly. and the

strong possibility that the MCC sent a larger preportion of its ships

to Angola than other free trade companies. a generous 25 per cent of

the overall Dutch slave trade would seem a reasonable estimate for the

Loango-Angola trade.30

A much more reliable assessment is possible for the Guinea

Coast trade. As far as the Dutch slaving activities are concerned.

three separate spheres can be identified here: the Slave Coast. the

Gold Coast. and the Windward Coast. Before the 1720's the Dutch

acquired the bulk of their slaves on the Slave Coast. only one WIC

slaver was recorded leaving the Gold Coast for its Atlantic crossing,

and only two slavers indicated Elmina as their African destination.31

The record for this early period is incomplete and spotty, but it seems

unlikely that more than three or four'WIC slavers acquired their cargo

on the Gold Coast before the eighteenth century. When warfare deprived

the Dutch of their Slave Coast markets during the first decade of that

 

28011801' II. Pa 16s

29See Table 5. and the related discussion on p. 100.

3°See Table 16.

313ee Table 1n. and Appendixes A and c.
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TABLE 14
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Notes to Table 11+:

‘Includes vessels of which the departure is not known.

and a few which received slaves from the Gold and Slave Coasts.

bThese figures in parentheses are small slaving ships

which were periodically dispatched from Elmina.

Source: Appendix A.



186

century. the WIC began to buy large numbers of Gold Coast slaves.32

After a brief normalization. this practice was repeated during the

middle of the second decade. Then during the 1720's. the rise of the

Dahomey state and its attendant political upheavals forced the WIC to

rely increasingly more on the Gold Coast for its slaves. although the

continued presence of a small WIC lodge on the Slave Coast confirms

that some slaves were still purchased here. Throughout the eighteenth

century. the Dutch search for slaves gradually shifted westward. If

during the 1720's the Gold Coast became the principal source. twenty

years later the Windward Coast had even superseded the former.

A shortage of slaves during the second decade of the eighteenth

century forced the WIC to attempt buying on the Upper Coast or Windward

Coast. The experiment with the slaver Gunterstgzg in 1716 met with

unsatisfactory success.33 and the WIC itself never depended on the

Windward Coast as an important source of supply for slaves. Small

company vessels would trade along the coast and buy slaves along with

other products: these slaves were then taken to Elmina and there

boarded on a WIC slaver or placed in stock at the Castle.3u

The situation changed considerablwaith the freeing of the

slave trade. In 17hfl. the DirectoraGeneral reported that most of the

free traders purchased their slaves on the Windward Coast. going to

Elmina only to complete a deficient cargo.35 A sample of the trading

 

32See p. 133 above.

33WIC. Vol. “85. p. 56“.

3“See p. 68 above.

35wIc. vol. 113. p. 187.
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TABLE 15. SAMPLE ORIGIN OF SLAVES

1741a 1746 1753 1753 1754 1755 1755 1756 1756 1757 1758 1761 1762 1763 1763 1764 1765 1765 1755 1
.0. 3 , , 767 1767 1768 1769 1769 1769 1770 1771 1771 1771 1772 1772 1773 1 17 4 1 74 1 7 177 177 17 6 1777 1777 1778 1778 1778 1779 1779 1780 1787 1788 1792

Places of Orlsm 497 488 777 974 749 783 905 330 1218 912 918 995 1235 1000 820 1241 1005 393 513 832 1248 408 1387 839 1254 844 1190 1393 1258 415 674 1194 £33 4178 2720 117365 85151 53g 224 424 543 1293 1106 1427 859 229 1093 1406 1414 TOTAL

Sierra Leone Coast 18 2 15 2 2 27 56 5 10 1 2

at. Paul and St. John rivers 2 2 9 R 13 2 12 1 g 7 1 1 g 5 1i 2 4 2 11 4% 155 13 g 9: 1g; 12g 2 3 223

1fiver Cgss to Cape Palmas 143 154 9 31 47 58 69 3 4 75 78 10 6 11 59 3 28 31 20 9 13 18 18 32 7 4 10 14 11 11 3o 37 71 54 64 72 15 55 9 1+7 20 42 6 1.508

0 var: havalla to Saassandra 132 34 1 6 16 8 10 12 11 4 2 10 8 13 3 35 6 28 7 16 11 16 6 7 11 5 11 6 6 14 9 1 6 16 65 11 13 4

0228 3.2:... 1 2 3111 :3 77 9: 60 3o 98 97 162 121 179 297 154 191 167 165 174 43 149 175 105 140 98 91 47 131 74 108 120 59 87 84 113 134 139 66 105 71 105 75 33 77 32 33 149 69 4.961

Assine t A i 1 g 1 7 ‘ 13 9 6 1” 2 L’ 5 2“ 2 27 8 32 6 111 3 8 7 2 6 2 4 4 6 25 12 '25 29 25 23 16 17 419

N t 'd 2'11“; 3 1 2 1 6 L‘ 1‘ 5 4 2 4 7 L1 6 7 18 7 10 13 1 7 6 9 3 3 17 5 2 7 1 187

o 1 en 1 e 15 4 92 3o 9 24 12 17 2 4 7 3 24 6 119 18 12 32 2 45 8 8 13 15 15 15 42 2 11 606

windward Coast combined 145 287 128 98 141 277 197 67 152 246 322 131 212 312 242 215 167 239 217 235 214 181 180 187 187 174 112 160 132 1 142 160 72 115 124 168 204 239 161 237 226 230 189 223 319 271 137 9.093

111x111 3 4 2 12 1 4 2 2 11 3 6 18 35 7 5 3 9 34 2 114 6 11 16 4 314

cquefoe 10 10

Akw1da 2 3 4 2 5 3 8 8 35

13111:” . 4 2 6 14 7 4 18 2 3 14 74

a oradl 6 7 6 12 29 12 72

Secondi 1 9 7 1 1 1 10 7 3 ”0
ISzhama 2 17 5 6 30

omenda 32 2 3“

Flmina 20 3 84 1 3 52 1 55 9 97 80 24 48 16 16 32 61 55 23 28 118 1 169 1 o 51 6 112 42 1 54 11 63 103 47 78 1 .682

Cape Coast

5

5

Mori 6 7 12 80 17 149

Annamabu 61 3 10 9 37 90 62 73 13 40 27 4 402

Kormantin
1 5 25

40 17 97

Apam 52 124 44 54 4 1 64 54 397

Berku 5 12 27 47 91

Accra 12 71 8 10 101

Keta 1 4 4 9

Eppee 5
Pope 34 11% 152

Not identified 4 62 28 40 32 13 63 106 “7 395

Gold and Slave Coasts combined 102 89 141 219 90 12 64 135 130 62 15 170 91 63 59 71 17 80 90 45 64 67 82 73 50 80 52 157 106 26 54 273 169 114 90 58 30 123 52 154 16 48 75 14 103 47 51 84 4:09“

Total 247 376 269 317 231 289 261 234 252 308 337 302 303 312 305 271 238 256 297 325 249 250 67 262 187 260 212 162 212 289 107 168 206 345 284 238 258 262 269 284 289 380 246 246 298 333 341 184 270 175 13.187  
aThe top line signifies the year during which the cargo was purchased.

bThe figures in the second line indicate the sources.

are the numbers of M00 volumes.

In this case all but one (H.20)

H.20 is derived from HAR. Enndles #1-42.
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activities of fifty-six free trade vessels confirms that an average of

69 per cent of the slaves had been obtained before the Gold Coast was

reached.36 Since the sample consists almost exclusively of MCC ships.

this percentage may be slightly exaggerated. Some free traders, such

as the ships of the coupany of Coopstad and Rochusen. frequently con-

tracted their whole slave cargo from the DirectorbGeneral at Elmina.37

Other free traders may have done this also. which would have slightly:

raised the Gold Coast share of 31 per cent. In light of the foregoing

and the approximate figures under consideration. it seems reasonable

to round off the Gold Coast Windward Coast ratio to a 35-65 percentage.

The practice of contracting slaves at Elmina may also have a

similar bearing on the volume calculated for the Loango-Angola trade,

since Uhger's percentage of 26.8 was also based on MCC records. This

would Justify lowering the overall average for this region slightly.

Table 16 presents a regional comparison regarding the origin of slaves

purchased.by Dutch free traders.

TABLE 16

ORIGIN OF SLAVES DURING THE FREE TRADE

Loango-Angola Coast 25%

Windward Coast 50%

Gold Coast‘ 25%

Total 100%

‘The relatively slall contribution of the

Slave Coast is included in the Gold Coast figures.

Source: Tables 14 and 15

 

$300 T‘blo 150

37811813. 1). 3o.
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Turning to an assessment of each of the four slaving regions

in particular, the Loango-Angola trade can be dismissed rather quickly

on grounds that insufficient data is available to determine the rela-

tive importance of specific ports or regions. The Slave Coast ports

were all in such close proximity that a differentiation would not

throw much light on the problem of slave origin. It is safe to assume

the slaves acquired at Offra. Ouidah. Apps. Jakin. and the Popes were

probably drawn from the same or similar sources. Only the lodge at

Badagri was removed a considerable distance and perhaps drew on dif-

ferent interior sources. but this lodge was established in 1737 when

the importance of the Slave Coast as a source of supply began to

decrease drastically. Table 17 indicates the WIC lodges on the Slave

Coast and the years during which they were in use. Unfortunately the

complete record of the slaves procured at these lodges has been lost.

During the WIC mon0poly period there was generally one lodge at a time

which supplied all or most of the slaves for the WIC ships. On a few

occasions the WIC had more than one lodge.

TABLE 17

WIC IDDGES ON THE SLAVE COAST

Offra 1660' s—1691

Ouidah 1670' 3-1724

Jakin 1726-1734

Appa 1732-1736: 1742-1749: 17511-1755

Badagri 1737-17“: 17%

Pope 1738-1780: 17““: 1752-1760

Source: Personnel Rosters in VIC, Vols. 101-115. 14874-591.

The Windward Coast was one of the longest stretches of coast.

line where the Dutch slaved. Free traders acquired their slaves from a



O
.
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large variety of small coastal trading centers along the coast. Com-

mercial data of fifty-six free traders. indicating places where slaves

were purchased, has been tabulated in Table 15. As a space-saving

device several minor trading points have been grouped together in

areas, except for Cape Lahou and Grand Bassan. Cape Lahou clearly

emerges as the most prolific supplier of slaves on the Windward Coast.

According to the available sample more than 50 per cent of the slaves

bought in this region came from Cape Lahou. The neighborhood of River

Cess also supplied a large percentage of slaves to the Dutch free

traders.

The Dutch never established trading stations on the Windward

Coast. with the result that slaving captains traded directly with

AAfrican middlemen. An additional consequence of this limited cross-

oultural contact between Europeans and Africans was that Dutch documents

contain very little information about the inhabitants of the‘Windward

Coast and the political developments in this region.

In this respect the Gold Coast is quite a contrast to the

Windward Coast, because on this short coastline the Dutch had erected

nearly all their African trading stations and fortifications. As a

result of this concentration of WIC administration on the Gold Coast.

it is possible to give a more detailed account of the Dutch slaving

activities here. both in regard to the global figures and the relative

significance of the various centers of trade on the Gold Coast. Unfore

tunately no complete set of commercial statistics. such as the payment

of headdmoney, for example. has survived: however portions of this

record have survived and are listed in Table 18. This used in conjunc-

tion with the information from free trade slavers listed in Table 15
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TABLE 18

SAMPLE OF SLAVE ORIGIN ON THE GOLD COAST

 

LOCATIONS 1725 1727 1735 1738-40 1742.43 1752-54 TOTAL

 

8 mo. 8 mo. 9 mo. 17 m. 18 mo. 2“ mo. 84 mo.

Axim 77 6h #2 25 692 39 939

Poquefoe - 1 45 3 171$ 16 239

Akwida - - 25 28 93 5 151

Butri 26 34 33 30 20 21 16“

Takoradi - 89 65 54 65 6 279

Sekcndi 55 231 115 81 23“ 22 738

Shana 112 13“ 218 11” 560 19 1157

Kemenda 26 15 376 67 149 4 637

Elmina 1095 826 768 178 435 159 3461

Mori 1+? 49 72 8 8 19 203

Kornantin 265 174 263 62 298 3 1065

Apam 24 37 97 - 54 660 872

Bercu 8 40 37 i9 8 99 211

Accra 103 97 58 32 307 311 908

TOTAL 1838 1791 2242 701 3097 1383 921“

 

Source: WIC. Vol. 102. pp. 160. 167. and 28le Vol. 108. pp. 32, #1. '46.

and 53: vol. 112. p. 336: vol. 113. p. 294; vol. 290. p. 609;

vol. #845 pp. “18.19.

allows one to draw a number of tentative conclusions. Both sets of data

clearly establish the comercial preeminence of Elmina. According to

both tables the WIC headquarters contributed about #0 per cent of all

the slaves purchased by Dutch free traders on the Gold Coast and Slave

Coast combined. Other trading stations supplying considerable numbers

included Axial. Shame. Kormantin. and Accra. But as was established in

the previous chapter. trade at the various lodges and forts fluctuated

with the political conditions in their vicinity. Without a comprehen-

sive set of statistics on the commercial activity at each lodge. it is

impossible to determine these fluctuations in the trade. In a sense.

the lodges between Annamabu and Accra could be treated as one. since
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the supply of slaves at these places was generally dominated by Fante

traders.

The third objective of this chapter is to evaluate the process

used to determine the commercial value of the slaves. This is an

extremely complex and multifaceted problem. since each EurOpean nation

that participated in the African trade contributed its own systems of

weights. measures. and finances. And in some cases merchants from one

nation used different methods of measurement. such as the'WIC chambers

of Zeeland and Maze (Rotterdam) which used different monetary systems.

pounds (L) and guilders (r) respectively.38

The African traders on the other side exhibited even greater

variation in determining prices of trade goods. Andsince neither

European nor‘African merchants were willing to surrender or assimilate

their respective practices (beyond adopting new variations within the

existing systems). this kaleidoscopic condition continued until the

end of the nineteenth century when the Europeans forced their currencies

on African societies.39 Under these circumstances the active Afro-

European trade was carried out in a sophisticated form of barter trade.

in which one commodity was exchanged directly for another. Since con-

tinuity as well as large quantity characterized this trade. each commer-

cial transaction was not negotiated in isolation. but in the process of

trading several standard values evolved that served to assimilate the

 

38Compare the accounts of fees received for slaving permits in

wIc. vol. 176.

39Polanyi. pp. 1&0 and 165.
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values of the commodities exchangedf‘o As a rule. these standards of

value consisted of commercial items or other commodities that occupied

an essential function in the given region where the standard of value

applied. They included African as well as European produce. and in.

volved abstract monetary units as well as factitious measures of value.

Examples of each of the above will be discussed subsequently.

Iron and copper bars. a European staple product. were frequently

used as a standard of value in the Bight of Biafra and also on the Slave

Coast prior to the eighteenth century.“1 Cowrie shells. a monetary

system widespread throughout heat Africa particularly in the Aja and

Dahomey states. were generally used as a standard of value on the Slave

Coast.u2 0n the Gold Coast. its natural product of gold functioned as

a measure of value. Occasionally. slaves even were used as a standard

for determining the value of other products and services. This was

particularly true for the Slave Coast. where the Dutch have been known

to express the amount of duties and costs in terms of slaves. The

expense of repairing the WIC lodge at Ouidah. for example. was estimated

at 12.-11$ slaves.“3 Duties paid at Jakin in the year 1721+ were expressed

in terms of 17 slaves. but the account added that this obligation was

 

“0L.” Sundstrém. e Trade 2; Guinea (Lund. Sweden: Hake

Ohlsson. 1965). pp. 66. 73-7 . Daaku (p. 157) objects to the term

”barter.” since the Afro-European trade involved "complicated arith-

metic computations." While the latter is correct. it appears that

the tens barter is still the most accurate description.

“Wyndham. p. 70: S‘mdstfim. p. 7‘}.

uzPolanyi. p. 168. See also the recently published article

by Marion Johnson. "The Cowrie Currencies of West Africa ." Journal 9};

mm. V01. XI. No. 1 (1970).

“MC. Vol. 180, p. 182.
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met through the payment of a quantity of Dutch textiles equivalent to

the value of seventeen slaves.“ Captains of slave ships frequently

listed the expenses incurred for watering and refreshments for the

slaves on board in terms of the number of slaves that could have been

purchased for the European goods expended for such services. The

slaver Adrichem. for example. had a cargo of-e.512 slaves but listed

527.1/2 to include the aforementioned costs which amounted to the

differentiating value.“5

For the purpose of facilitating the trade as well as to assure

a comfortable margin of profit. Europeans also developed a fictitious

standard of value. as Polanyi called it. This was generally known as

the Ounce system. It evolved from a practice called "sorting" by

which European traders raised the cost price of European staple goods

considerably when they sold them to African traders. The ounce trade

was computed in the same manner as gold. but since the cost price of

European goods was doubled. a confusing duality of ounce values re-

sulted. The two were distinguished by the terms ounce gold and ounce

trade goods (W). and they held a 1-2 value relationship.

At least this was the case with the English ounce system, from which

the French and the Dutch developed their own variations.“6

The Dutch either never applied such an extensive mark-up or

they were forced to limit the differentiation between the gold ounce

and the trade ounce. During the early 1730' s. for instance. WIC

““1b1d.. ve1. 486. p. 492.

“51b1d.. ve1. 180, pp. 26. 37. end 124; vol. 1024. Documents

20 and following 36.

“6Pe1eny1. pp. 140rr, 155. and 162.64.
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accounts used a ratio of 5—6 in distinguishing between the gold ounce

and an ounce value of merchandise.""7 In 1726 WIC servants were COMh

plaining that African traders. who originally were intended to be de-

ceived by the fictitious ounce system. were actually manipulating the

system to the disadvantage of the company by buying slaves for gold

and selling these again for a larger number of ounces in European

goods.“8

As a result of'this complexity in determining the value of

commodities. WIC accounts employed a variety of monetary denominators.

In correspondence to Holland the unit guilder or florin (f.). or

pound (L) in the case of the Zeeland Chamber. was regularly used.

For the coastal trade among WIC servants. the ounce system.was

employed.“9 Slave prices on the company Price Table were generally

indicated in terms of ounces. In reference to the Slave Coast trade.

however. prices often were listed also in terms of cowries.5O For the

 

“VNBKG. vol. 7. Minutes 8/8/1732: vol. 237. Instruction

9/22/1731.

“8911C. Vol. 107. p0 3e

hgThe ounce. both in gold and merchandise. was computed in the

following manner:

1 Mark (M) s 8 Ounces

1 Ounce (O) 8 16 Engels (E) or Ackeys

It was recorded as follows: 3M—50-12E

One Mark was valued between f.260 - f.320 or L26 - L32.

One Ounce (gold) was therefore worth f.32-.f.#0 or L3.2-ALH.

SONIC. vol. 102, p. 31. According to this document Cowries

(ggesjes) were computed in the following manner:

1&0 cowries = 1 togue or toccy

5 toques 8 1 galinha or gallina

10 galinhas = 1 small cabess

2 small cabesses I 1 large cabess

See also Johnson's article cited in note no. #2. The Dutch spelling

has been brought in conformity to that used by Johnson. p. #3.
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Gold Coast the WIC frequently employed the African denominator Benda.51

particularly in reference to commercial transactions between the company

and Africans in this region. Thus. out of necessity. Africans and Euro-

peans had to acquaint themselves with each other's monetary systems and

measurements if they wanted to trade profitably with each other.

As was demonstrated in Chapter III. the price of slaves was

determined in a variety of ways. Initially. the WIC Price Table was

a most influential determinant. Using this as a guide. company offi-

cials. captains. and factors tried to negotiate advantageous terms with

African middlemen. On the Slave Coast. the price often was negotiated

with the dominant political leader. the kings of 13. or Ouidah.52 With

the freeing of the trade. the captains of slave ships became completely

responsible for settling the prices. unless the respective company had

previously contracted the delivery of a cargo with the DirectorbGeneral

at Elmina.53

One of the most obvious facts about slave prices was persistent

inflation. To illustrate this. several price quotations over a space

of nearly a century have been tabulated in Table 19.5“ During this

period the price per slave rose to at least five times as much as the

earliest recorded price of f.30. and most of the increase came during

 

51One Bends was valued at about two ounces gold. or from

£065 . £080.

523cc Appendix D.

5330. p. 162 Imus

5“Unfortunately. no comprehensive record of the periodically

adjusted Price Table has been located. A more thorough search of the

WIC papers might produce better results to make possible a more com.

plete reflection of the price inflation.





lgéa.

Sources for Table 19:

WIC. Vol. 140. p. 25: Vol. 97. p. 21: Vol. 99. p. 338;

Vol. 102, pp. 40. 45. 230. 569. end 2/8/1717: Vol. 103.

p. 260; Vol. 1014». p. 1486: Vol. 108. p. 77: V01. 1090

ppe 16" md “‘36: VOlo 110. p. 8853 V01. 113. Pe 586:

Vol. 116. pp. 326.31; Vol. 180. pp. 9. 121. 165. 174.

and 1815: Vol. #815. pp. 236. 268. and 3%: Vol. 1485.

pp. 2699 317s 330s M99 6709 Md 686: V01. “86.

pp. 152.53. and 180: Vol. 487. pp. 63. 957-59 ”id

6/15/1725. Vol. 488. pp. 130 end 418; Vol. 1024. p. 21.

NBKG. vol. 6. 5/22/1731: vol. 7. 8/8/1731; voi. 9.

11/22/1742. 11/23/1742. 5/1/1747. and 1/15/1750:

Vol. 85. 5/5/1718. Vol. 236. 8/12/1718; Vol. 237.

9/22/1727 end 8/14/1731: ms. Vol. 41. 8/10/1743;

ncc. Vol. 60. 1/3/1755 end 8/24/1778; m. Vol. 41.42.

8/1/1756 end book 11.
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TABLE 19

FLUCTUATING SLAVE PRICES‘

 

 

OUNCES GUILDERS COWRIES

 

1680 ca. $.30 80 lb.

1686 80 lb.

1691 so 1b.

1703 £.45

1704 2:122

1712 {.43 100 1b.

1713 $.41-r.44 110 1b.

1714.45 6.1/2b £.62 116 lb.

171? 1+ f.70 120 lb.

1718 4.5 120 1b.

1719 6

1720 170 1b.

1721 f.80 130 lb.

1725 f.80.f.85

1727

1730

1731

1732

1735

1792

1743

17“?

1750

1754 r.115

1756 1.130-£.150

1765 5:8E

1770 12

1772 12

1778 12

1791 1.136.1'.222

230 1b.

f.125

O
\

U
t
m
m
O
‘
U
‘
U
!

\
1

I \
O

 

"Prices per man slaves have been listed. Women slaves sold for

ca. two-thirds of the price for man slaves.

bIn as far as could be ascertained. these figures are gold

rather than trade good ounces. This particular figure of 6—1/2 ounces

may have been a trade ounce citation.
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the last half of this period. When in 1732. or shortly thereafter.

a WIC servant tabulated the company's exports from Africa for the

1675-1731 period.” he applied a constant cost price of f.l+0 for

slaves. Except for the final ten to fifteen years. this approximation

was quite realistic. It appears that from 1675 until 1713 the price

of slaves gradually rose from about f.25 to :.45. Then there started

a rapid inflation which caused the slave prices to triple in approxi-

mately forty years.

The price of slaves also depended on the region of origin.

As was pointed out earlier. slaves from Angola sold for less than

those from the Gold and Slave Coasts. and the same was true for slaves

from the Eight of Biafra and the Niger delta.56 On the other hand.

Gold Coast slaves were frequently lower priced than the ones from the

Windward Coast. In 1718. for example. the Price Table for a ship

destined for the ”Upper Coast" listed slaves at five ounces. while

the Price Table for the "lower Coast" (East of Elmina) indicated only

four ounces per slave.57

The prices quoted thus far were generally for the most expen.

sive. the man slaves. While adult woman slaves were listed as P2292!

91:513. as a rule they were sold for about 20.30 per cent less than

man slaves. The records of the slaver p_e_l_f_t. which left the Slave

Coast in 1736 with a cargo of 571 slaves. will serve to illustrate

this differentiation in primer. The slaves on this vessel were sold

 

”ms. Folder 928. See also Tables 2 end 3.

551mm. vol. 233. Instructions 5/3/1701. See also p. 182 above.

571mm. Vol. 85. Documents 8/10/1718 end 9/7/1718.
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for the following priceszs8

Man slaves 5 Ounces 2 ( ckeys)

Woman slaves 3-1/2 " t ( " )

Woman slave with infant ll " == (

Boys: 2/3 piesas d_c Indg

Girls : 2/3 I! " "

Girls: 1/2 " ” "

80 A

2?. .. >

a;
28

The notion that enormous profits were made from the Atlantic

slave trade in general has been refuted convincingly as a myth.59 It

is true that occasionally large profits were made and that slaves sold

for two to three times the amount paid for them in Africa. but the

enormous risks involved in this undertaking and the attendant costs

(such as insurance. crew. depreciation. duties and fees) demanded

considerable gain before a profit resulted. An MCC report of 17%

stated that at least 150 per cent profit had to be made to cover the

expenses before any net gain resulted from a slaving voyage.6o Par.

ticipants in the slave trade undoubtedly helped create this nth of

huge profits by boasting of singular successes. WIC servants also

contributed to it by repeatedly reporting the profitability of the

slave trade in order to retain the backing of the company and its

financial subsidisers.61 But according to Unger's analysis of 101

accoluxts of MCC slaving voyages. only 59 made a profit while 1+2 regis-

tered losses. This assessment is based on individual voyages and does

not take into account the company's losses resulting from shipwreck

 

581m. Vol. 110. p. 885.

”Unger II. p. 91.

“was, Vol. 41. Document 2/27/1744.

61WIC. Vol. 110. p. 807.
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and war.62 Notwithstanding these poor financial results. the slave

trade was continued because many individuals. such as crews of ships

and company personnel. had a stake in the traffic and investors kept

hoping for an improvement in the trade.63

The remainder of this chapter consists of an evaluation of

the treatment of the slaves. The humiliating experiences of these

forced emigrants to the New'World are difficult to comprehend for

those who did not witness them. To lose one's freedom and to be torn

away from loved ones must have been most traumatic for the slaves.6u

To be priced and sold like a piece of merchandise also must have been

extremely dehumanizing. 'Wiflh this came the humiliating physical

examinations. and the preparations for these by the slave owners.

An eighteenth century Dutch handbook for slave captains provides us

with much insight about these examinations. To check hearing and

speaking ability the slave was forced to "scream." In order to avoid

'buying old slaves. the captains were advised to check the teeth. watch

for facial wrinkles. and the firmness of women's breasts. The buyers

were warned against the various tricks of the sellers. such as rubbing

and greasing the bodies of slaves. the shaving. plucking. or painting

 

62Unger II. pp. 89-91.

63Since this study focuses on the slave trade on the.African

coast. only'a cursory assessment of the profits of the trade is

offered. Scrutiny of the West Indian papers would be necessary to

evaluate the profits of the WIC.

6hHany accounts by slaves have survived to illustrate this.

See for example Equiano. cited on p. 6 above: Philip D. Curtin. ed..

Africa Remembered (Madison: university of Wisconsin Press. 1968):

and Charles H. Nichols. ed. M Thousands Gone: The Ex—Slaves'

Account 2; their Bondage £31 Freedom (Leiden. Netherlands: E. J. Brill.

19335.
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of grey hair. etc.65

As soon as a purchase agreement had been reached and the

slave had become the property of the white man. he was subjected to

the painful and dangerous ordeal of branding with a red hot iron.

All WIC slaves had to be branded before they were allowed to board a

company slaving vessel. since WIC officials feared that captains might

otherwise exchange slaves for inferior ones and pocket the profits

themselves.66 The company brand mark was applied on the arm. shoulder.

or breast. and it was undoubtedly a very painful experience and could

subsequently result in a serious infection. Mackenzie-Grieve's descrip-

tion of branding is most vivid: ". . . the yard rocking with the smell

of burning fleshr end the .1:- filled with "cries of agorw end terror.”67

These humiliating and torturous emeriences were repeated

nearly every time a slave changed owners. When a WIC slaver arrived

to fetch slaves that had been purchased by the compary factor. the

ship' s captain and doctor (appropriately labeled surgeon or barber

because of their medical incompetency) insisted on another examination

of the slaves.68

Under these miserable conditions may slaves saw the ocean for

the first time in their life. and were transported through the heavy

surf to the waiting slave ship. Marv of them never made it to the

 

65Ge11endet. p. 432.

66When in 1699 e WIC slaver was apprehended with 88 unbranded

slaves aboard . it gave rise to much correspondence and a restatement

of the cmpaw policy in 1700. See WIC. Vol. “81$. pp. 115.116: NEG.

vol. 233. 1/20/1700; vol. 25. 8/5/1699.

67Mackensie-Grieve. p. 122.

68MC. vol. 484. p. 49.
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ship: they either died while waiting or drowned on the way.69 Owing

to such experiences it was no surprise that many slaves feared an even

worse lot was awaiting them on the other side of the Atlantic. to be

eaten by these ”white savages."7o Many slaves found their fate so

miserable and their future so gloom that they committed suicide. and

mam more would have ended their life voluntarily had they not been

prevented from doing so by the ship's crew.”

Quite frequently a WIC slaving ship was not on hand when

slaves were purchased by a company factor. Such slaves were then

either transported to another WIC lodge or chained and "stored" in a

stockade (mg) on the beach. At Elmina a special place. often re-

ferred to as the Slave Dungeon (slavengat). was set aside in the Elmina

castle as a "storage place” for slaves. This Slave Dungeon could accom-

modate 300 slaves. but often as many as 400 were packed into it.?2

Conditions in these stockades or the Dungeon must have been

most unpleasant and unhealthful. Here slaves were exposed to such

dreaded diseases as smallpox and dysentery. Many slaves lost their

lives in these places: 1+3 slaves died at Ouidah in 1721} and 80 at Epee

in 1735.73 Slaves would often try to break out of the stockades. and

 

68WICO VOlo “8". Fe “9e

699.19.. Vol. 488. pp. 92-94. In 1735 iii slaves drowned in

the process of taking the cargo of the slaver Eusden aboard.

7%rr6e. Vol. II. p. 2&8.

”NBKG. Vol. 85. Correspondence 5/5/1718. This source relates

how a slave had cut his throat. leaving the crew of the ship greatly

disturbed about how the slave had managed to get a knife.

72w1c. Vol. 487. p. 35: mo. Vol. 7. Minutes 1/27/1737.

7MC. V01. “86. pp. “91-92: VOle “'88. PP. 92'9““
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occasionally they succeeded. In 1713. twenty WIC slaves in a stockade

at Jakin managed to overpower their guards and fled in the dark. The

king of Allada pledged his support to recapture the slaves. and four.

teen of them were returned within a short time. but six remained at

large.7" On another occasion 325 slaves rose up against their guards

enabling four of them to escape.75

Some vivid descriptions of the Slave Dungeon in Elmina have

been preserved. Merrée points out that there was literally a hole

for an entrance. and that the air in the Dungeon was so "putrid" that

it was harmful to the health of the occupants.76 A more specific

account of life in the Elmina Dungeon has been preserved among the WIC

papers in the form of a directive to the supervisor of the slaves.”

According to this document. slaves enjoying good health were sent out

to work during the day: woman slaves ground millet and prepared food

for the slaves in the Dungeon. The Supervisor. who was either a Euro-

pean or a mulatto (judging by his European name. Nicolaas Elgersma)

had an aid referred to as the Black Bumboy (Lwa_rt_e. M). who was

in a more direct sense the supervisor of the slaves. The Bumboy seems

to have been either a castle slave or more likely a free Negro hired

by the company. It is known the WIC occasionally hired a free Negro

 

7thEQ, Vol. “85. pa 318e

7511,; H Vol. 1186, p. #95. For additional uprisings and

break outs and escapes see Vol. 56. p. 161: and Vol. 102. pp. 234-42.

76M..n‘0. Vol. II. pe 2&8e

77Appendix E is a translation of this directive.
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as stockade supervisor on the Slave Coast.78 According to the direc-

tive mentioned above. health was a most important consideration for

the slaves. Mhny slaves were unable to work because of ill health.

and the long ”sitting" tended to deteriorate their condition. WIC

officials occasionally urged that few slaves be kept in stock. partic-

ularly when it would take a long time for a company slaver to arrive.79

In one instance. the long waiting had deteriorated the condition of

the "stored" slaves so badly that they were sent on board a waiting

slave ship (still far from ready for departure) for reasons that the

fresh sea air would be better for their health.80

Due to these circumstances many slaves died before their

intended Atlantic crossing. The record-conscious WIC officials re-

quired a death warrant (attegtgtie) for every slave. including infants.

who died while waiting in the stockades for their deportetion.81

Numerous death warrants have been found among the WIC papers. but

their number is not sufficient to provide a meaningful basis for cal-

culating an average death rate. we know'that at times the death rate

was very high. In 1705. for example. 95 slaves of a group of 612-2/3

p_i_e_s_e_e_ pp £51.11; died or eseeped.82 For the eight month period of

August. 172“. through.April. 1725. at least fifty death warrants have

 

78w1c. Vol. 180. p. 151.

79NBKG. vol. 2“. Correspondence 6/25/1774.

8°Ihid.. Vol. 6. Minutes 3/22/1730.

81See p. 95 above. Appendix E contains a translation of such

a death warrant. An infant is the subject of the document found in

m. v01. 180. p. 192.

82me. Vol. 99. pp. 199-205.
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been preserved.83 For the years 1728 and 1729 combined. ninetybfive

such documents were found among the WIC papers.8a The death rates

undoubtedly fluctuated due to epidemics: this was demonstrated in the

high local death rates of the years 1724 and 1735. On the other hand.

the whole year of 1725 produced only thirty-five death warrants.85 It

is not certain. of course. if this included all deaths. On the whole.

therefore. the death warrants cannot provide a sound basis on which a

meaningful projection of percentages can be based.

In addition to these slaves who succumbed while still on

African soil. many died aboard slaving vessels either during the

middle passage or during the ship's stay on the coast. Owing to the

fact that many ships took several months to complete their cargo. many

of the slaves acquired at the onset succumbed before the ship departed.

But here again. only a smattering of the evidence has been preserved.

However. of at least seven WIC ships. the coastal death rate can be

documented: this data has been recorded in Table 20.

Some of the vessels listed in Table 20 may well have been

singled out and recorded because of their abnormally high death rate.

The available sample indicates that approximately'8-1/2 per cent of

the slaves aboard ship died before beginning the Atlantic crossing.

The percentage calculated above does not include the death toll

of the middle passage. ‘Most generally mortality rates of the middle

passage and the coastal stay are combined. The total loss was often

 

83119111.. v01e 107. pp. usffe

8hIbid.. Vbl. 108. dispersed throughout the entire volume.

859310. vol. 107. pp. 322.41.
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TABLE 20

SLAVE MORTALITY ON WIC SHIPS

 

 

 

Ship Date Cargo Deaths

Graaf van Laarwijk 1701 #88 91

De Zon 1703 513 82a

Catharina Christina 1709 509 50

Amsterdam 1726 #80 11+

Leusden 1727 7’48 20

Beekesteyn 1733 865 57

Beschutter 1735 768 1 3

 

”Thirty-six of this number died as a result of a slave mutiny.

Sources: WIC. Vol. 180. p. 193: Vol. 481‘s PP. 118 "1d 264: Vol. 487.

pp. 75. 122. and 595: Vol. #88. p. 177.

very high. but occasionally also very small. In 1709. the slaver §_ta_;d

m! lost 271 slaves of its cargo of 572. which is nearly 50 per

cent.86 Another WIC ship crossed the Atlantic without losing a single

slave. but this was a rarity.87 A WIC report concerning the slaver

JuffmuwM. sailing in 1728. provides us with an important clue

about the average death rate on the middle passage. On this particular

voyage 52 of the 250 slave cargo died. According to the report this

20 per cent loss was regarded as very high. implying that the average

death rate wee well below 20 per cent.88

No comprehensive study of the middle passage death rate of the

 

86Ibid. . VOle “88 a pa 177s

87%. e V01. “8“. pe 118s

88mm. Vol. 487. pp. 148 and 170.
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WIC slave trade is possible until the voluminous WIC papers concerning

the west Indies have been scrutinized and its findings about arriving

slavers have been compared with the departing cargos.89 Since the

system of accounting during the free trade period was quite different.

a substantial amount of data has made it possible to make a reliable

estimate of the mortality rates of the middle passage. Unger's study

of the NCC slave trade shows that the company figured a 15 per cent

less for insurance purposes. and a close examination of 108 HCC slave

cargos disclosed that on the average 12.3 per cent of the slaves died

during the Atlantic crossing. For the early part of the free trade

period. the percentage was slightly higher (13.7 per cent) than during

the last half (10.8 per cent).90 These figures are considerably lower

than had often been assumed.91

The desperate situation aboard slaving ships occasionally led

to slave mutiny. Had it not been for the fact that man slaves were

carefully chained. numerous slave revolts would have occurred. As

it was. relatively few of such uprisings did take place. and seldom

did slaves gain control of their ship. Only'fourteen slave mutinies

can be documented for Dutch ships: they are listed in Table 21.

It is quite likely that there were additional unrecorded slave

mutinies or those for which the evidence has been lost. particularly

during the end of the seventeenth century. On the other hand. since

 

89This study has focused on the trade on the African coast.

9oU’nger II. pp. 60a62.

91Ven Brakel. p. 58. This Ditch writer estimated 25 per cent

for the middle passage death rates. while others had speculated as

high as 50 per cent. See also Curtin. Chapter 10.
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TABLE 21

SLAVE REVOLTS 0N DUTCH SLAVERS

V ‘— v w

 

 

Ships Date Casualties‘ Comments

.Slaves Crew'

Rachel (WIC) 1699 12 1

De Zon " 1703 36

Agatha " 1717 9

Leusden " 1731 Not serious

#Africaanse Galey 17h1 Not serious

Middelburgs Welvaren 1751

I"Vliegende Faam. 1756 22

*Philadelphia 1756

*vr. Johanna Cores 1762 22

*Eenigheid. 176k Serious

*Zanggodin 1769 Not serious

Guinese vriendschap 1770 5

‘Vigilantie 1780 21

Neptunis 1785 all but 8 17 Ship blown up

*These vessels. plus the Middelburgs welvaren were owned by the

M00. The starred MCC ships have been discussed by Unger. pp. 57-58.

‘Casualty rates were mostly deaths. but in a few cases they

included missing slaves.

Sources: WIC. vel. 103. p. 168: Vol. #8“. pp. 6 and 26h: AAC. vel. 1212.

Journals of ships mug and m: BAR. Vol. ’41-'42; Unger.

PP- 5MB: Km. 2';WW. p. 109.

most of the revolts took place within sight of the African coast.92 it

is unlikely that many such incidents escaped mention in WIC reports and

correspondence.

Only four of the documented slave mutinies involved WIC ships.

This small number’may‘be explained by the poor documentation during the

end of the seventeenth century and by the fact that the WIC vessels

92MC. Vol. #87. P0 we



.. va- -ae‘

-

. e

.. a

s ..

.-,.

a .

 

‘

,--.

.. .

I

e

.-.-e o- --

a

.

I

.

.

u

e-

.0

,

--



209

were far outnumbered by the smaller free trade ships. Eight of the

recorded ten free trade ships experiencing slave revolts belonged to

the MCC. This high percentage undoubtedly results from the superior

record left by this company. One might conclude that since the MCC

carried about one-fifth of the overall free trade. the total number

of mutinies on free trade ships could be estimated at about forty.

assuming that such incidents took place at the same rate for all free

trade slaving. Perhaps this is not an unrealistic estimate. if minor

uprisings (which might have escaped the notice of WIC authorities)

were included in this figure.

In no single revolt listed in Table 21 did the slaves gain

finm control of the ship. except perhaps in the case of the Neptunis.

which biew’up during the mutiny when an English slaver came to the

aid of the crew and hit the powder chamber'of the ngtunis with a

cannon shot.93 All seventeen crew'members on board lost their lives.

and all but eight of the undetermined cargo of slaves were killed in

the incident.9u

The slaver Guinegg vriendschgp was nearly'in control of its

slaves when the Dutch war ship‘gggggg,came to the aid of the crew.95

 

93See AAC. Vol. 1212. Journal of the Pgllux for an account.

Since the ship exploded. the circumstances of the incident were never

completely'verified.

9“The captain of the Neptgnis happened to be ashore when the

mutiny broke out and consequently he survived. Accompanied by his

eight slaves. he was given passage on the war ship Pollux and taken

to the Nest Indies.

95See the account of the incident in the Journal of the war

ship Qagtor in AAC. vel. 1170.
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Four slaves drowned during this revolt. either in an effort to escape

or to commit suicide. The alleged ring leader of the mutiny. an

Ashanti slave named Essjerrie Ettin.96 was brutally executed by the

crew. First his right hand was cut off (the left one was already

maimed during the battle). after which his body was suspended by a

rope under his anus and abused by the crew until he died. Ten other

slaves implicated as leaders in this mutim were given less damaging

corporal punishment. These punishments were to serve as a warning

and example for the other alav'es.97

The chances for a slave to escape from a ship were very

small. for even if he managed to get ashore. he would most likely be

enslaved again by the free Africans. In the case of the Neptunis

slave revolt. some eighty Negroes were helping with their canoes to

recapture the slaves. and all eight surviving slaves were returned

to the captain of the ship.98 The same was true with theM

mutiny. Here both free Negroes and Castle Slaves helped to recapture

slaves who tried to get ashore and escape enslavement. One slave was

caught in this manner and returned to the captain of the ship.99

The Dutch frequently prided thuselves on treating the slaves

better than other Europeans did.1°° This finds some substantiation

 

96It is of considerable interest that a personal name is

recorded here since slaves were usually identified by a number.

97m. Vol. 1170.m Journal

98AAC. Vol. 1212. gollux Journal

99WIC. v01. 103. Fe 1680

100mm. "Nederland in Amerika en West Afrika." p. 60;

Henkman. West MischeM. p. 157; Unger II. p. 56.
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in the low Dutch mortality rate of 12.3 per cent. which is one of the

lowest averages arrived at thus far in slave trade literature.101 But

even if the Dutch claim of superior treatment is correct. it was not

motivated by humanitarian but rather by commercial interests.102 It

was simply a good business practice to take good care of such valuable

commercial items as slaves. The WIC. and later the free trade com-

panies. supplied their slave captains with elaborate instructions about

diet and the medical end hygienic treatment of the e1.ree.1°3 These

guides. however. were no guarantee to good treatment: the practical

world often paid little attention to these theoretical notions.1ou

Nevertheless. one ship doctor was dismissed by the WIC in 1733 on

grounds of ignorant and negligent treatment of the slaves on board the

ship Beschutter.1o5 But here again. the primary motive was commercial

and not humanitarian.

The well-known Dutch factor Willem Bosman recognised in 1700

that the slave trade was a "brutal” practice. but it was a “necessary"

part of life.106 As late as 1789. the provincial council of Holland

and west Vriesland passed a resolution stating that slave service

under a good.American master was far‘better'than the "miserable freedom

 

101Curtin. pp. 275rr. Curtin estimates the Dutch and the

English.mortality rates at 17 per cent and that of the French at

12 per cent.

1°2th Brakel. p. 57.

103$» NBKG. Vol. 238.

IWrijman. Pa 1000

1°5NBKG. Vol. 7. Minutes 7/30/1733.

106Bosman. p. xviii.
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of Africa." The objective of the resolution was to revive the Dutch

slave trade. which was then in serious decline. The same resolution.

however. urged that the treatment of the slaves in transit to the new

world should be improved. This was finally justified on humanitarian

grounds.107

The Dutch ended their participation in the Atlantic slave

trade under diplomatic pressure from the British. No strong public

pressure was generated within the country to stop the trade. Slavery

in the Dutch west Indies was not ended until 1862. the last of all

the colonial powers in this region.108 Until the second quarter of

the twentieth century. Dutch scholars such as Menkman and Vrijman were

still trying to make it appear as if the Dutch somehow had been more

humane in their treatment of the slaves. Menkman claimed that the

"horror stories" of the middle passage were part of the British and

American slave trade traditions and did not apply to Dutch slavers.

Only one slave revolt had taken place on a Dutch ship. according to

Menkman.1°9 Vrijman' s book on the sieve trade ignored the humanitarian

issue altogether and argued that economic necessity had driven the

Dutch to participate in the traffic.110

Recent studies by Unger and van Dantsig have rectified the

earlier evasive and apologetic attitude. The eminent Dutch historian.

 

107mm. Folder 13.

108For a discussion of the emancipation of the slaves in the

Dutch.West Indies see C. C. Goslinga. Emancipgtie‘gg_Emancipator

(Assen: Vin Gorcum. 1956).

109Menkman. ”Nederland in Amerika en west Afrika." p. 60;

Henkman. "Nederlandsche en vreemde Slavenvaart." p. 109.

11°Vrijman. p. 16. 28. end 77.
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Pieter Geyl. aptly concludes the second volume of his major work on

Dutch history with a discussion of the Dutch participation in the

slave trade. He contends that the blame for this dehumanizing episode

in history does not rest alone with the crew members of the slaving

vessels. but that the Dutch people as a whole shared in the guilt by

failing to raise a significant public protest against this inhumanity

to me111

 

111Pieter Geyl. The Netherlands in the Seventeenth Cent

(New York: Barnes and Noble. 1%15. Vol.II.Part 2. pp. 37 77.





SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This study confirms that the Dutch had a significant and sus-

tained share in the slave trade from.Africa. In total numbers of

slaves transported they ranked only behind the Portuguese. the English

and the French. Between 1662 and 1775 there were few decades when

Dutch vessels did not carry at least ten per cent of the overall

treffio.1

The early period (1629-1675) of Dutch participation in the

slave trade remains to be examined more closely. and its quantitative

aspects may always remain a matter of conjecture. The acquisition of

Brazil (beginning in 1630) and of the Asiento contracts (1662) were

principal catalysts for the Dutch involvement in the slave trade. 0n

the basis of the scanty amount of available literature. it seems reason-

able to project Gs the Dutch share in the slave trade between 1629 and

1675) an annual average of 1.000 slaves for the years before 1662 and

2.000 for the years following this date.

Due to a sizable amount of surviving WIC documents after 1675.

the subsequent years can be assessed with greater accuracy. Until the

1720's however. the annual average of 2.000 slaves was not surpassed

significantly. and the rate remained fairly steady when calculated for

whole decades.2 There were yearly fluctuations in the volume of trade.

 

1See Figure 7.

2See Table 22.
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but these are obscured when annual averages are calculated on longer

blocks of time. The relatively stable level of the Dutch slave trade

contrasted considerably to the enormous expansion of the slave trade

in general during the same period.3 The increased participation of

England and France were primarily responsible for this expansion. For

this reason the relative importance of the Dutch slave trade decreased

from nearly 20 per cent to less than 10 per cent of the total traffic.

while the actual volume of trade remained about the same.

During the 1720's and 1730's the overall Atlantic slave trade

appeared to stabilise itself. but the Dutch increased their partici-

pation appreciably. This was particularly true for the latter decade.

when the WIC finally'relinquished its monopoly of the slave trade.

During the 1730's the Dutch share of the trade again exceeded the ten

per cent margin and this level was maintained until the outbreak of

the American Revolutionary Whr. While the latter caused a sharp drop

in the Atlantic slave trade generally. it precipitated the virtual

demise of the Dutch participation in the trade. Dutch efforts to

revive the trade after the conflict ended were doomed to failure by

the Napoleonic wars and the subsequent Dutch adherence to treaties

prohibiting the slave trade.

Contrary to earlier assumptions.” Holland was never the

"leading" slaving nation in a sense of sustained quantitative superio-

ity in the slave trade. Furthermore. the previous assumption that the

 

3Curtin' s calculations for the Atlantic slave trade have been

used here as the most reliable estimates. See Curtin'sl2h2,Atlantic

£512 Tme. p. 266.

“See pp. 19—20 above.
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Dutch slave trade declined during the eighteenth century5 is refuted

also by this study. The Hatch merchant marine continued to be one of

the largest carrying fleets during the eighteenth century primarily as

a result of shrewd political neutrality. This also is reflected in

the increase. rather than the decrease. of Dutch slaving activities

during the eighteenth century.

Several other conclusions can be drawn from this study. One

of these pertains to the Dutch relations with African nations. The

foreign policy of the small United Republic was aimed at neutrality

because wars with rival European maritime states were often economic

disasters. as was clearly demonstrated by the Third and Fourth Anglo-

Dutch wars. The same held true for Dutch relations with African

nations. hhile wars were necessary to ensure a generous supply of

slaves. the Dutch were more interested in peaceful relations with and

among African nations because peace guaranteed the safety of the trade

routes between the interior and the coast. This is not to say that

the Dutch presence on the African coast did not contribute to political

turmoil in Africa. but as a rule warfare was not encouraged since it

reflected negatively on their commerce with Africa. The Dutch were

particularly desirous to have friendly relations with states that had

a preponderance of power in a given region. They succeeded in this

with the Ashanti on the Gold Coast. but failed on the Slave Coast.

when contrary to their empectations. the Dahomeyans gained hegemony

in this area.

Another conclusion that can be drawn from this study is that

 

5Donnen. Vol. II. p. xix.
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the Dutch were very conservative in their trade with Africa. During

the eighteenth century in particular they were slow to raise their

prices. and they were the last of the major European powers to insist

on a commercial monopoly on the African Coast. It was more than thirty

years after the French and English that the Dutch WIC opened the trade

to private citizens of the United Republic. The evidence suggests

strongly that this conservative policy was the major cause for the

relative decline of the Dutch involvement in the slave trade. for as

soon as restrictions on the trade were lifted the Dutch participation

in it rapidly increased. For that matter. the Dutch never enjoyed a

monopoly on the West African coast: its policies merely harmed the

Dutch national econonu by depriving their fellow nationals from com-

merce that was open to the private sector of other European nations.

Even when the trade was open the WIC continued to exercise considerable

influence over the slave trade. although its function changed from

that of active trader to middleman and administrator.

For the student of the slave trade. however. the role of the

WIC and the attitude of its directors had the advantage of creating a

large amount of documentary evidence which otherwise might not have

survived. In this respect. the role of the Dutch interlopers should

be mentioned in this conclusion. Contrary to illicit trade from other

European nations. Dutch interlopers did not participate in the Atlantic

slave trade on a significant scale. if at all. This factor simplifies

considerably the quantitative assessment of the Dutch slave trade.

The following conclusion concerning the Dutch slave trade can

be made with respect to the origin of the slaves. Quite consistently

the Dutch acquired approximately one-third. or slightly less. of their
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slave cargos from the Loango-Angola region. Initially. the remaining

two-thirds was bought almost exclusively on the Slave Coast. Gradually.

more and more slaves were acquired on the Gold Coast until the 1720's.

when the Dutch bought the majority of their slaves in this region.

After the freeing of the trade relatively few slaves were purchased on

the Slave Coast. but increasingly the Windward Coast became the princi.

pal acquisition area for the Dutch slavers: more than one-third of all

the slaves were purchased here by the Dutch free traders. In general.

a westward shift in acquisition area is clearly noticeable. The Dutch

never acquired substantial numbers of slaves from either Senegambia or

the Niger Delta region.

Finally. the Dutch often prided themselves on treating their

slaves better than other Europeans. particularly the Portuguese or

Brazilian slavers. This claim is difficult to substantiate. but it

is true that slave mortality rates on Dutch slavers ranked among the

lowest. If the latter implies better treatment. this does not mean

that Dutch slavers were more humane. but rather that they were more

efficient‘businessmen.
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APPENDIX A

RECORDED WIC SLAVING VOYAGES

This appendix lists selective information regarding a total

of 2M WIC slaving voyages between the years 1674 and 1751. Because

of the diversity in time and the changing nature of the slave trade

the appendix is subdivided into four parts.

A-i. Recorded WIC flavors. 167h-1699 (6O voyages)

A-2. Recorded WIC Slavers. 1700-1735 (158 voyages)

A-3. WIC Slavers After 1735 (13 voyages)

A-l-t. Free Traders Employed by the WIC Prior to 1730

(10 voyages)

The data in this appendix was derived from a wide selection

of sources in the WIC Archives. Most of it comes from periodical

reports from the Director-General to the Directors of the company in

Holland. WIC financial accounts. and correspondence between WIC

lodges on the African coast also provided some information. It would

be too cumbersome to list all the sources in detail. and for this

reason only the volumes containing the correspondence and reports

referred to are mentioned in the source verification.
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KEY TO APPENDIX A

Columns in A-1 to A-3:

I. Names of slaving vessels. and the number of voyages of each

ship in excess of the first.

II. Month and year of departure from.Africa.

III. The location from which slavers departed and where the slave

cargo was acquired.

IV. Destination in the western Hemisphere.

V. Number of slaves (or piezas g2.India) of each slave cargo.

T - Placed where appropriate information was lacking.

* - Affixed to names of ships which are also listed in adjoining

parts of Appendix A.

+ - Indicate intended rather than actual cargo sizes.

Appendix A=fl:

The columns in this sub-appendix are clearly labeled.

The years listed in the third column refer to the time when

the ships were on the African coast.

SOURCES FOR APPENDIX A

Correspondence from Africa in WIC. VOls. 97-113. 484-489.

268. 783. and 1014. Financial accounts in WIC. vol. 1316. and VWIS.

vol. 932. Correspondence between the Slave Coast and Elmina in WIC.

vols. 180 and 1024. Instructions and correspondence to Africa in

NBKG. Vols. 25—26. 85. and 233—200.
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Catharina
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Eendragt
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Geele Ruyter

Geertruy Galey

Gidion

2

3

Goude Leeuw

Goude Winthond

Groote Africaan

Grooten Apollo

Hollandia

Huis Nassauw

APPENDIX A—1

II

3/1685

10/1691

11/1691

1675-77

-/1673

‘h/1691

7/1699

u/1696

1698-99

-/1686

12/1686

5/1691

10/1687

-/1685

./1680
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125332
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RECORDED WIC SLAWRS. 167’4—1699

III
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Curacao
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512

u5o

539
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u82

528
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Mercurius

Morgenster

Moriaans Hoofd

Oranjeboom

Poelwijk

Protugaalse Handelaar

Prins Willem

Propheet Daniel

Rachel‘

2

3

Rotterdam

De Ruyter

St. Jan

2

St. Pieter

Salamander

Sara en Maria

Stad Berlijn

Surinaamse Koopman

Susanna

Tholen

vreede

vrijheid

2

3

II

9/1699

8/167h

2/1681

12/1690

1677-80

12/1682

-/1677

2/1687

1675-77

10/1685

0/1691

271233

12/1686

11/1682

2/1681

12/1683

3/1680

10/1687

2/1688
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-l1673

-/1675

1677.80

2/1681

2/1683

-/1680

232

136

500

#99

#33

use

525

393

600

512

620

#99
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500+

173

#83

#33

521
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I

wapen Van Holland*

wapen van Amsterdam

West Indisch Huys*

Winthond

2

Zirickzee

2

II

-/1699

-/1685

1/1698

8/1697

9/1699

2/1686

10/1688

III

Offra

Ouidah

Ouidah

Offra

Offra

IV

Curacao

7

Curacao

Curacao

Curacao
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SHO
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Amsterdam
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11/1727

9/1732

6/1700

6/1711

7/1721

5/1723

10/1728

2/1731

6/1733

12/1735

8/1700

5/170u

RECORDED WIC SLAVERS. 1700-1735

III

Ouidah

Ouidah

Jakin

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Y

Elmina

Elm/Quid.

Ouidah

Angola

Ouidah

Elmina

Ouidah

Accra

Elmina

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Angola

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

1

Elmina

?

Angola

Angola

1

Elmina

Elmina

Apps

Ouidah

Angola

Surinam

Surinam

I

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

Essequibo

Essequibo

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

1

Curacao

Surinam

Curacao

1

Curacao

Curacao

Curacao

7

1

Surinam

Surinam

Surinam

7

I

570

596

590

“76

100

507

753

866

705

565





I

Beschutter‘

Beurs van Amsterdam*

Blijswijk

Bosbeek

2

Brandenburg

2

Carolus Secondus

2

Catharina Christina

2

Christina

2

Clara (or St. Clara)

2

3

Companies'welvaren

Delft‘

Duynenburg

2

Duynvliet*

2

Engelenburgh

II

11/1735

“/1706

u/1709

0/1716

-/1718

1/1730

12/1732

11/1707

10/1710

12/1706

6/1709

2/1vou

10/1705

5/1707

8/1710

9/1712

7/1719

11/1733

8/1705

“/1707

11/1721

5/1723

3/1726

1/1732

9/1733

8/1735

10/170u

5/1723

3/1715

11/1717

-/1719

11/1721

5/1724

-/1725

9/1715

235

III

Appa

Angola

Ouidah

Jakin

Jakin

Jakin

1

Elmina

Ouidah

Elmina

Ouidah

Ouidah

Apam/Berou

Angola

Ouidah

Ouidah

Angola

Elmina

Ouidah

1

Angola

Elmina

1

1

Apps

1

Elmina

Elmina

Ouidah

Ouidah

1

Ouidah

Ouidah

Elmina

Elmina

IV

Surinam

1

Surinam

Essequibo

Essequibo

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

1

Curacao

1

Surinam

Surinam

1

1

Surinam

1

1

Curacao

1

Essequibo

St. Eustatius

Essequibo

Berbice

1

Berbice

Curacao

1

Curacao

Surinam

1

1

1

1

Curacao

768

uga

381

409

424

490

540

509

513

517

584

648

473

1

300

385

362

360

370

171

1

563

718

421

153





I

Eva Suzanna

Fida

Fortuyn

Gelderland

Goude Put‘

2

3

4

Graaff van Laarwijk

Groot Bentveld

Guntersteyn

Hollandia‘

Homert

Jager"I

Jonge Daniel

2

3

Justitia

Honing van Portugal

Koningin Hester

Kroonvogel

Leusden"I

w
o
u
l
d
-
r
u
m

II

12/1725

12/1715

7/1701

0/1716

2/1727

11/1729

12/1731

9/173#

4/1700

6/1728

u/171u

7/1715

7/1718

8/1720

“/1722

1/1728

11/1730

6/1735

-/17au

6/1711

1/1701

8/1731

2/1734

10/1735

6/1708

7/1707

“/1710

5/1700

6/1720

5/1722

3/1724

11/1725

8/1727

8/1729

3/1731

236

Elmina

Elmina

Angola

Elmina

Elmina

Jakin

Ouidah

Ouidah

Angola

Aja

Ouidah

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

Angola

Ouidah

Elmina

Elmina

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Angola

Ouid./E1m.

Elmina

Elmina

Jakin

Jakin

Curacao

Curacao

Essequibo

Surinam

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

Curacao

Cartagena

1

St. Eustatius

1

St. Eustatius

Surinam

Surinam

Surinam

217

257

146

626

420

use

767

541

500

596

250

323

200





I

Leusden*

8

9

Moscow

2

Nieuwen Hooven

Nieuwe Post

Petronella Alida

Phenix

2

Philippus Johannes

Piershil

Pijnenburgh

2

Quinira

2

Rachel’

2

Rusthof

St. Andries

2

St. Laurens‘

St. Jago

St. Marcus

Sem Galey

2

3

Sonnesteyn

2

3

II

.3/1733

8/1735

9/1706

1708-10

1/172u

1/1718

5/1723

4/1725

10/1728

2/1707

3/1728

1699-1701

10/1705

3/1706

2/1709

6/1701

10/1704

11/1733

4/1716

1717-19

u/173u

7/1708

11/1713

11/1721

-/1723

5/1727

11/1713

9/1725

3/1726

23?

III

Appa

Appa

Ouidah

Aja

‘Windward Coast

1

1

Angola

Elmdna

Ouidah

Jakin

Accra

Ouidah

Ouidah

Jakin

Ouidah

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

Curacao

~
0
0
"

Surinam

1

1

Essequibo

Curacao

Curacao

Curacao

1

Surinam

Surinam

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

Curacao

Berbice

1

1

1

713

687

571

572

778

510

348

547

530

'
0
"

716

563

162

200

585

7

7

7

1

St. Eustatius 587

St. Eustatius 627



I

Stad en Lande

2

3

a

5

Steenhuysen*

2

3

l4.

Teyger

2

Vriendschap

Vrouwe Maria

Vrijheid‘

2

vrijheid (2)

waertwijk

2

wapen van Holland*

2

wakende Kraan

Winthond*

Zon (or Son)

2

3

II

-/1721

5/1727

5/1729

3/1732

11/1734

9/1726

2/1729

9/1731

1/1735

-/1703

8/1705

2/1704

“/1734

6/1732

5/1734

12/1721

3/1731

9/1732

11/1700

1702.00

9/1706

“/1701

3/1701

8/1703

9/1707

238

Elmina

Jakin

Appa

Elm./Appa

Elmina

Jakin

Jakin

Elmina

Angola

Ouidah

Ouidah

Elmina

Appa

Elmina

Elmina

0
6
-
0

Elmina

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Ouidah

Surinam

Curacao

Berbice

Surinam

Surinam

Berbice

Surinam

Surinam

Curacao

Surinam

Curacao

1

1

Surinam

Curacao

751

782

760

645

560

452

393

166

647

635

433

431

493

439

190

513

559





I

Beschutter‘

Catharina Galey

2

Duynvliet‘

2

Goude Put“l

Graaff van Buuren

Leusden‘

Maria Galey

Oudekerk

St. Laurens‘

Steenhuysen‘

Vrijheid*

APPENDIX‘A-3

II

12/1738

12/1743

3/1748

6/1737

11/1702

8/1736

3/1751

11/1737

6/1748

7/1749

2/1736

12/1736

6/1736

WIC SLAVING SHIPS AFTER 1735

III

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

1

1

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

Elmina

IV

Surinam

Curacao

Curacao

Berbice

Curacao

1

Curacao

809

556

460

362

629

356

716

317

401

171

800

670



240

APPENDIX A-4

FREE TRADERS EMPLOYED BY THE WEB PRIOR TO 1730

_S_h__i_g Home Base 239;

Braambosch Zeeland 1723/4

Brandenburg Zeeland 1726/7

Eenhoorn Zeeland 1722

Jonge Mathijs Zeeland 1723

Jonge Mathijs Zeeland 1725/6

Josua Galey Amsterdam 1725

Oosterbeek Zeeland 1726/7

Steenhuysen Rotterdam 1725/6

westermeer Zeeland 1724

Winthond Zeeland 1724
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APPENDIX B

RECORDED FREE TRADE SLAVING VOIAGES

This appendix lists selected data of 532 free trade slaving

voyages. All of the ships sailed during the 1730-95 period. except

the Standvastigheid which went during the first decade of the nine-

teenth century. As was calculated in Chapter VI. this list represents

approximately 60 to 70 percent of all Dutch free trade slaving voyages.

Most of the information has been derived from WIC accounts of fee

payments for slave trade permits. In addition. the MAC.C. papers and

accounts of the Maatschappij van Assurantie of Rotterdam contributed

substantially.

KEY TO APPENDIX B

Columns: I - Names of ships. and the number of voyages of each

vessel in excess of the first.

II - Size or tonnage (last) of ships.

III - Number of slaves per cargo.

IV'- Slaving companies. or region of origin of the slaving

vessels. (See list below)

V’- month and year of departure from Holland.

VI - Mbnth and year of return to Holland.

VII - Number of months on which overdue fines had to be paid.
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Symbols: 1 - Placed where information was lacking. except in

columns III and VII where only occasionally data

was supplied.

a .. Refers to voyages included in Unger's study.

*1 - Included in either Hudig's book or the Hudig papers.

SOURCES FOR APPENDIX B

WIC. Vols. 176. 1249. and 1265 (Lists of "lastgelden."): GAR. Archief

der Maatschappij van Assurantie. Vols. 215-228: MCC. Folder 119: HAR.

Vol. 41.42: Unger II. pp. 109-113: Hudig. p. 14.

LIST OF FREE TRADE COMPANIES

While the term "company" is used here. several of these

slaving voyages seem to have been financed by either individuals or

families. As becomes evident in the list below. various joint voyages

were undertaken. The vast majority of these slaving families or

companies were located in Zeeland. In some cases the comparw was not

designated in the sources. but if the home port was known it has been

indicated with symbols. Sources employed for this list are: WIC.

Vol. 1249. and GAR. Maatschappij van Assurantie. Vols. 215-228.

M.C.C. - Middelburgse V.C. - Van Citters

Commercie Compagnie Mt. - Martveldt

J .G. - Jacob Guepin LR. - Isaac Rochusen

J03. C Jmnis snrt AeKe - ‘br‘hm Kroef

3.8: M. .. Wed. Hamilton a H.V. . Michael Vleeshouwer

Meyners J.C . - Jacob Clijver

F.& Co. - Furing 3: Co. R.C. - Rosevelt Cateau

R.S. - J. C. Rademacher & I.P. - Isaak Parker

Aarn Steenhart B.C. - B. Cateau

A.S. - Aarn Steenhart S.D. - Splinter van Doorn

A.D. - Anthony van Doorn J.T. «- Jan Tobiasse

JeDe - JOhn Dunlap AeAe . A. Almelo

C.R. - Casperus Ribaut C.C. - Christiaan Cruy

C.& R. - Cateau & Rietveld C.B. «- Christiaan Brand

A.L. - Abraham Lcuysen D.R. - D. Rietveld

(or Souysen) A.C. - Albert Claudore

B.W. - Bastiaan Wiggers

F.C. - Francois Cateau

M.P. - Matthys Pmst

A - Amsterdam

R - Rotterdam

Z - Zeeland





I

Abraham

Achttienhoven

V
O
M
?
U
N

Agttienhoven

U
g
h
)
!
“

Active op

Fleishing

Adriana &

Petronella

2

Africa

\
A
P
W
N

Africaan

2

3

Africain

RECORDED FREE TRADE SLAVING VOYAGES

II

1

60

69.3/u

17.1/2

60.3/8

52u1/u

100 1/2

1

Africaanse Galey 65

C
D
V
O
M
F
U
N

2a;

APPENDIX B

III

271

330

IV

1

J.G.

JCS.

H.& M.

J.S.

M.C.C.

V

1

12/1730

1/1733

u/1737

“/1739

11/17uo

9/1742

10/17uu

1

1

7/1752

8/1759

5/1756

10/1791

6/1758

5/1760

3/1753

11/1755

9/1757

5/1759

1787/88

9/1789

8/1791

9/1766

9/1735

“/1737

11/1738

1o/17uo

5/17u2

1o/17u3

9/1745

3/1748

VI

5/1769

9/1732

5/1736

10/1738

8/1740

5/1702

11/1743

11/1795

9/1750

4/1752

6/1754

3/1756

9/1757

1

12/1759

2/1762

7/1755

6/1757

5/1759

9/1760

9/1762

1

1

1

1

1/1737

7/1738

5/1700

1/1742:

8/1743*

11/1700

VII

(13)

(10)

(3)

(4)





I II

Algemeene welvaart 1

Amazantha

2

3

1.

Amazone

America

Andries

Anna Catharina

Anthony Ewout

Aurora

2

3

a

Aurora

L'Avonture

Avontuur Galey

2

Barkenburg

Belisarius

Berbice Verlangen

Beyerland

2

3

a

5

Brandenburg

Burggraaf

2

3

Cornelia

Cristoffelina

Carolina

5“ 3/8

7o “/5

70 1/2

5“ 5/8

97 1/5

7“ 3/5

119 1/2

1

72 1/10

1

as 3/u

127 3/5

“9 1/2

98 9/10

III

318

319

260

326

223

244

F.& Co.

R.S.

A03.

A.D.

J.D.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

A.L.

V

6/178?

1/1731

11/173u

2/1735

“/1738

5/1768

12/1762

“/1731

u/1752

10/1761

10/1771

12/1773

“/1776

1/1779

11/1787

10/1771

10/17“1

8/1743

9/1703

11/1770

10/1789

5/1731

10/173“

10/1737

7/1739

1/1701

6/1791

12/1730

5/1733

10/1735

1/17“5

12/1762

v1

1

10/1732

1

6/1736

3/17“0

1

1

3/1733

1

2/1763

“/1773

9/1775

6/1777

5/1780

1

1

u/1703

10/17““

1

1

1

6/1733

“/1735

“/1739

7/17“o

12/17“2

9/1793*

2/1733

11/1735

3/1737

3/17“6

VII





I II

Carolina

medioburgensis 98 9/10

2

3

Catharina 118

Hendrina

Christoffel 60 3/16

2

3 80 1/5

Concordia 68 9/16

V
O
U
C
’
M
’
N

Concordia

2

3

Cornelia

68 9/16

60 9/10

Cornelia

Cristofelina 1

O
“
)
:
#
w
N

Dirk a Apolonia 70 7/16

93 9/10

c
w
n
t
o

60 3/8

Domburg 1

Drie Gesusters

2

3

a

60 7/8

III

23“

405

245

C.& R.

V.C.

F.C.

N

M.C.C.

1

11/1769

10/1771

17?“

6/1759

9/1762

6/1732

11/173“

1/1737

8/1738

6/17“o

3/17“2

“/17““

1

7/1752

“/1755

12/1738

1/1735

10/1736

7/1738

0/1740

12/1701

6/17“3

6/1757

9/1759

1

1

1

11/1753

1/1756

9/1757

11/17““

8/1755

6/1757

5/1760

12/1761

8/1769

5/1771

9/1760

6/1762

1

61173“

u/1736

6/1738

3/1740

10/17“1

7/17u3

6/17“5

3/1752

6/175“

9/1756

4/1736

1/1738

9/1739

7/1741

3/17“3

a/17uu

7/1658

10/1760

6/1762

5/1769

8/1750

6/1752

6/1755

6/1757

3/1759

“/1746

10/1756*

11/1759*

10/1761

1

VII





I

Drie Gebroeders

2

3

Eenhoorn

2

3

Eerste Edele

2

3

a

Elisabeth Sophia

Eendragt

Eenigheid

2

3

lpaminondas

Essequiba

Vriendschap

Europa

m
u
c
u
s
:

Francois Pieter

2

Frans Willem

II III

9“ 1/8

350

5“ 5/8

5“ 3/8

78 6/10

80

60 3/“ 325

256

315

1 200

1

52 3/“

70 3/10

57 1/“

62

275

106 1/2

246

C.& R.

M.C.C.

MOC.C.

V

12/1762

9/1764

9/1766

1

1

10/1752

1

8/1753

8/1755

9/1757

7/1768

12/1730

10/1761

8/1763

2/1766

-/1785

12/17“3

6/175“

6/1756

6/1758

5/1760

h/1762

1

“I175“

8/1756

10/1756

12/1758

8/1760

1762

1

1

10/1769

7/1771

VI

1

1

-/1768**

1749-50

1/1751

12/175“

12/1751

3/1755

5/1757

9/1759

2/1771

2/1733

3/1763*

8/1765*

11/1767-1

1

“/1745

“/1756

2/1758

3/1760

2/1762

1

10/1768

“/1756

2/1758

12/1758

8/1760

12/1761

176“**

1768*“

6/1769

5/1771

(2)

(8)

 





Genoveva Maria

(
D
fl
a
k
n
k
w
N

Gerardina

Petronella

Goede Oogmerk

Grenadier

O
‘
K
n
F
W
N

Groot Prooyen

2

3

a

Guineese Galey

2

3

Guineesache

Vriendschap

2

3

u

5

6

Gulde Vrijheid

2

3

II

60 1/8

53 3/8

67 11/16

1

61 9/10

67 7/16

III

236

304

376

352

289

1

225

338

1

328

51 15/16 2u6

1

50

59 7/16

247

A.D.

Mt.

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

I.R.

9/1753

6/1755

2/1757

9/1758

7/1760

6/1731

9/1733

8/1735

8/1737

3/17“o

10/17111

6/1743

1/17“5

2/1731

5/1792

6/1741

3/17“3

10/17“5

8/17“8

1/1751

9/1752

2/1702

11/17“3

1/1746

10/17“7

7/17“o

6/1742

11/1700

10/1767

-/1769

-/1770

-/1772

-/1773

-/177u

“/1750

-/175“

10/1761

VI

1/1755

10/1756

6/1758

3/1760

12/1761

6/1733

2/1735

8/1736

1/1739

“/17“1

4/1743

6/17““

3/17“6

9/1732

1

10/17“2*

5/17““*

4/1747*

6/1750*

5/1752*

7/175“

6/1743’

6/1745‘

1

2/17u9*

1/17u21

10/17““

1/17u6

1

1

1

1

1

1-/ 775

1

5/1756
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I II III IV

Gulde Vrijheid(2) 55 3/16 1

2 I.R.

3 1.x.

6 1.x.

5

6

Gulde vrijheid(3) 79 1/“ 1

2

3

Haast U Langzaam 99 3/10 297 M.C.C.

2 302

3 327

a 400

5 329

6 262

7 281

8 373

Helena 1 Z

Hermina Elisabeth 1 I.R.

2

Herstelder 107 1/2 1

2

Hot van Zeeland 77 3/16 318 M.C.C.

Hoop 55 3/16 H.V.

2

3

4 J.C.

5 1

Hougley Galey 1 J.G.

Huis ter Mes 84 3/10 2

2

3

Indiaan 85 21/90 R.C.

Jacobs Maria 51 13/16 2

Jan 11. Elisabeth 60 1/2 z

Q
M
F
U
N

V

7/1731

10/173“

9/1737

11/1738

10/17“o

8/17u2

7/1768

12/1769

7/1771

7/176n

11/1766

1/1769

11/1770

10/1772

“/1775

5/1777

8/1779

“/1776

7/1773

11/1775

8/1768

6/1771

6/1732

9/1731

8/173“

7/1736

9/1737

10/1739

10/1732

1

6/1769

12/1770

-/1792

6/1761

8/1752

3/175“

1/1756

9/1757

1/1760

10/1761

VI

2/1733

11/1735

9/1738

5/1700

1/17u2

11/1703

8/1769

11/1770

1

3/1766*

7/1768*

6/1770“

“/1772“

4/1774*

6/17761

9/1778*

2/1781*

1

1

1

8/1770

1

5/173“

6/1733

5/1735

8/1737

5/1739

10/1702

2/1735

2/1769

9/1770

1

2/1763

1/175“

8/1755

6/1757

9/1759

7/1761

3/1763

VII

 

 



I II

Joan & Cornelia 1

2

Johanna 1

Jongen Adriaan 49 15/16

2

Jonge Daniel 1

2

Jonge Dirk 1

87 1/“

57 ll“

Jonge Hendrik

Jonge Hermanus

Jonge Isaac 150

2

Jonge Jacob 73 9/10

2

3

Jonge Lambert

2

3

u

89 1/“

Jonge Pedro 1

2

3

u

5

Jonge Rombout 1

2

3

Jonge Ruiter

2

3

u.

73 9/10

Jonge Samuel 67 1/4

2

Jonge Stem

2

87 3/16

Jonge'Willem (1) 1

III

249

IV

H.& M.

I.P.

S.D.

M.C.C.

V

11/1765

11/1770

7/1785

10/1731

12/1733

1/1731

1/1738

8/1789

5/175“

1/1752

3/175“

5/1756

1

10/1768

10/1770

1

10/1768

8/1770

10/1777

6/1733

6/1735

9/1736

“/1740

2/1702

9/1738

10/1740

7/17“2

1

10/1768

2/1770

10/1771

“/1770

“/1777

5/1757

11/1758

12/1737

VI

1

1

1

8/1733

5/1735

1

1

1

11/1756

10/1753

11/1755”

1

8/1768

7/1770

7/1768

5/1770

1

12/173“

“/1736

9/1737

8/17“1

6/1743

1

1/1702

10/17“3

8/1768

1/1770

7/1771

10/1771

1

7/1758

3/1760

1

VII

(6)

(3)

 





I II

Jonge Willem (2) 69 “/5

2

3

u

5

Keerenburg 1

2

3

Kroonprins van

Pruisen 1

Lammerenburg 1

2

3

Leliendaal 1

Hagdalena Maria 52 1/2

2 70

3

u

5

Maria (1) 1

2

Maria (2) 78 1/2

2

ZMaria a Elisabeth 1

Maria Geertruy

Galey 76 5/8

2

3

4

5

6

Maria Isabella 1

2

3

u.

5

‘Maria Jacoba 70 1/4

2

3

I;

III

118

189

108

150

203

276

390

250

IV

M.c.c.

C.& R.

A.K.

HQCQC.

J.T.

C.& R.

C.& R.

V

10/1769

1/1771

“/1772

5/177u

5/1778

8/1770

5/1772

6/1775

1/1784

10/1739

3/1741

6/1742

10/1730

9/1760

8/1762

1

6/1769

10/1770

12/1737

5/1739

12/1769

7/1771

6/1743

1

11/1755

9/1757

3/1760

12/1761

12/1762

8/1768

9/1769

10/1770

3/1773

10/17711

1

1/1752

8/1753

9/1755

VI

9/1770*

12/1771*

7/1773*

8/1776*

11/1779*

1

1

1

1

10/17“0

h/1742

8/1743

7/1732

6/1762

1

3/1769

7/1770

12/1771

1

1

5/1771

1

11/1744

6/1755**

1

1

12/1761

1

1

¥*

“
d
d
fl
d

8/1751

1

3/1755

12/1756

(1)

  



I

Meerenburg

Heermin

2

3

Mercurius

2

3

4

5

Meydrecht

Middachten

Middelburg's

welvaren

2

3

a.

5

6

HMscovische Galey

Nehalennia

Neptunis (1)

2

Neptunis (2)

2

3

a

81 3/10

48 3/8

71 7/16

67 15/16

66 1/16

1

58 7/8

1

Nicolaas Theodorus 1

2

Nieuwe Hoop

\
O
O
V
O
‘
m
3
M
1
N

Oud Domburg

2

81 3/5

87 3/8

116 1/5

218

270

331

300

428

“55

010

300

305

351

325

260

214

258

298

215

251

M.C.C.

I.R.

M.C.C.

J.S.

C.& R.

MQCQC.

v

8/1788

12/1762

12/1769

1

9/1753

3/1755

6/1758

7/1760

12/1731

1/1732

8/1752

12/175“

10/1756

10/1758

1/1761

8/1762

8/17“3

3/1753

5/1778

-/1785

7/1739

1/17u1

1/1744

11/1768

10/1770

8/1762

5/176“

12/1766

8/1768

u/1770

7/1772

7/1775

2/1779

10/1783

7/1760

8/1762

VI

1

1

6/1769

8/1771

3/1752

1/1755*

11/1756

9/1759

2/173“

1/173“

6/175“*

5/1756*

3/1758*

3/1760*

“/1762:

11/17631

12/1740

7/1755

1

1

10/1700

9/17“3

3/17“5

8/1750

1

7 as

1/176“*

2/1766*

5/1768*

12/1769*

9/1771*

6/1770»

6/1777*

5/1780*

7/1785*

2/1762

1

(1)

(8)

(3)
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I

Outhuysen

Pelicaan

Petronella

Cecillia

O
s
k
n
k
e
n
o

Philadelphia

\
1
0
\
U
\
¢
'
V
N

Princes Royaal

Princesse F.S.

Wilhelmina

2

Prins van Orange

Prins'Willem

2

3

a

5

Prins'Willem V

H
H
H

N
P
O
‘
O
Q
V
Q
M
?
W
N

Publicela

2

II

48 13/16

60 1/16

98 2/4

59 1/8

78 “/5

71 11/16

9“ “/5

102 9/16

224

261

308

337

312

324

252

1

N

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

v

11/17u4

-/1791

9/1752

7/175“

5/1756

2/1758

9/1759

6/1761

1

11/1752

9/175“

9/1756

6/1758

2/1760

10/1763

11/1770

7/1769

11/1770

10/173“

7/1753

9/1755

5/1757

5/1759

6/1762

1

12/1751

8/1753

5/1755

4/1757

6/1759

3/1761

11/1762

11/1764

6/1767

3/1769

6/1771

12/1761

9/1765

5/17“6

5/175“

3/1756

9/1757

6/1759

6/1761

1

7/1752

6/175“*

12/1755*

11/1757:

9/1759*

7/1761*

7/1765*

1

1

1

1/1736

6/1755

1/1757

7/1758

9/1760

1

11/1751

“/1753

10/175“

6/1756

6/1758

6/1760

5/1762

4/1764

6/1766

10/1768

9/1770

5/1773

1

1

fit

VII

(8)
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I II III Iv V VI

Raadhuys van

Middelburg 53 3/8 H;C.C. 11/1731 11/1733

2 5/173“ 6/1735

3 7/1736 8/1737

a 2/1738 5/1739

5 8/1739 10/17“0

6 272 1/1791 9/17421

7 252 8/1742 9/1743*

8 6/17“5 6/17“6

Raaff 1 A 9/1791 1

Ramsburg 58 9/16 2 1 1/1751

2 10/1752 8/175“

3 10/175“ 5/1756

Rotterdam 59 R 1 5/1756

2 12/1758 12/1761

Rusthof 1 A.D. 1/1730 1

2 9/1733 9/173“

Sara Henrietta 1 C.C. 2/1776 1

Sara Maria 1 1.1. 9/1779 1

Snoek 1 1 5/17uu» 3/1746

Spreeuwenburg 60 7/16 Z 1 9/1755

2 3/1756 6/1757

3 10/1757 9/1759

9 1/1760 7/1761

5 10/1761 1

6 1 5/1769

Standvastigheid 103 7/8 231 M.C.C. 11/1790 11/1792*

2 281 8/1802 8/1803*

Surinaamse

vriendschap 60 7/16 1 1 8/1751

2 1/1752 1

Suriname 1 -/1748 1

Susanna Helena 100 1/4 1 1/1770 7/1771

Susanna Jacobs 1 1 3/1743 8/1744

2 12/1799 5/1746

Taamen 1 S.D. 10/1739 5/1741

2 12/1791 6/1743

3 9/17“3 “/17“5

253

VII

 



I

Twee Jonge

Joachims

2

3

Valkenesse

m
u
t
t
o
n
)

Vergenoegen

2

3

Verrekijker

Vertrouwen

verwachting

2

3

Vigilantie (1)

2

3

Vigilantie (2)

2

Violivo

Vis

Vliegende Faam

m
u
m
m
t
u
m

Vliegende Tijdt

Vlissingen

2

3

a

II III

107 6/15

104 11/16 386

266

393

59 7/10

102 1/8

95 1/5

105 1/9

97 1/5 2“6

267

58 15/16

107 238

50 1/2

281

212

168

60

52

254

F.C.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

JQS.

J.S.

M.C.C.

1

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

1

7/1769

7/1771

5/1735

8/1736

10/1738

6/17“o

3/17“2

11/17“3

5/1786

5/1788

12/1793

3/1771

8/1789

11/1780

12/1787

2/1790

-/1787

4/1789

12/1791

8/1778

3/1780

5/1757

10/177“

10/1753

3/1756

9/1759

12/1760

8/1762

1

8/1770

8/1772

12/1730

9/1755

5/1757

3/1759

9/1760

VI VII

5/1769

5/1771

1

u/1736

1/1738

3/17“o

10/17“1

6/17“3 r2

2/17“5 i

11/1787' |

7/179O* ‘

3/1797*

1  

i
n
f

lost

1

9/1789

3/1791

1

1

1

9/1779

3/1781

1

“/1776

10/1755

2/1758*

10/1760

6/1762

1

1/1769

12/17711

6/177“*

7/1732

1/1757

11/1758

7/1760

6/1762





I II III

Vlissingen 59 3/10

2

3

Vlissingse Hooft 93 9/10

Negotie

Vrijburg 72 11/16

vrindschap 9“ “/5

vrouw Digna 100 3/9

Johanna

Vrouw Elisabeth 106

2

3

u

5

Vrouw'Johanna

Cores 59 1/2

282

372

79 7/20 381

303

271

2“9

226

212O
\
O
(
D
\
1
0
\
\
fl
¢
’
W
N

.
.
.
a

vrouwen Anna &

Catharina

2

7o “/5

vrouw'Geertruyda 58 15/16

2

3

a

vrouw Isabella 1

Maria

vrouw Lea 1

vrouw Wilhelm. 1 294

Aletta

waaksaamheid 96 1/10

2

255

A.D.

C .&R.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

C.& R.

v

8/1762

8/1768

10/1770

5/1770

11/1731

11/1771

8/1768

-/175“

./17661

-/1772

7/1776

10/1789

1/1751

2/1753

2/1756

5/1758

3/1760

3/1762

12/1763

10/1766

1/1769

5/1771

6/1769

10/1770

1

9/1758

3/1760

12/1761

-/1773

6/1787

-/1767

-/1770

1

1/1771

v1

1

6/1770

1

10/1771

10/1733

1

5/1770

“
H
O
-
fi
n
!
“

1

6/1755

11/1757

fit

*

9/17591

9/1761*

8/1763*

7/1765*

6/1768*

6/17701

9/17721

7/1770

1

7/1758

12/1759

10/1761

1

1

1

7 as

1

11/1770

1

(10)

(5)

 



I

Wetergeus

2

3

a

Welmeenende

2

3

Wendelina

Werkendam

2

3

West Capelle

Westdorpe

West Indisch

Hoop

Weyvliet

2

Wilhelmina

2

Wilhelmina Aletta

2

3

Willem

Willem Alexander

69 9/10

55 7/16

50 7/8

92 “/5

87 7/10

108 39/100

69 1/10

54 15/16

1

1

1

Willem a Carolina 78 1/2

O
N
U
l
F
W
N

Willem 8: Susanna 1‘19

375

325

380

437

169

261

203

328

329

“51

256

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

C.& R.

V.W.

A.C.

C.& R.

C.& R.

C.& R.

V

9/1773

3/1776

7/1778

6/3780

6/1769

9/1770

7/1773

1/1731

5/1731

9/1733

10/173“

6/1770

6/1771

7/1788

1

6/1769

12/1730

7/173“

8/1768

3/1770

9/1771

10/17“0

mm

8/1751

-/17541

10/1755

-/17581

1

3/1760

-/1772

VI VII

6/1775

10/1777

10/1779

1

6/1770*

3/1772*

8/1770*

7/1732

2/1733

9/173“

11/1735

' .

1 l

1 _

'
7
1

 

3/1769

11/1770

3/1733

11/1735

1

1

1

1

1/1795

1

6/1755

1

1

3/1760

1

7 it



wulpenburg

\
O
C
D
V
O
‘
N
U
!
¢
\
A
N

Zang Godin

2

3

Zeebergh

2

3

a

73 3/8

9o 1/u

68 1/4

61 9/16

86 2/5

Zeelands Welvarm 60 3/8

‘
1
0
“
?
U
N

Zeelands welvaren

(2)

Zeelust

2

Zee Mercuur

2

Zeerust

Zemire

Zee Nimph

2

Zeevrugt

Zorg

 

1

109 7/10

50 1/u

56 1/2

199 2/51

106 4/5

67

162

127

272

174

296

387

M.C.C.

M.C.C.

A.D.

R.C.

J.S.

D.R.

M.C.C.

1

V

1

6/1752

7/175“

u/1756

2/1758

11/1759

1

8/1769

3/1771

9/1768

10/1770

“/1773

10/1761

1

u/1769

11/1770

1

12/1752

2/1755

12/1756

9/1758

7/1760

9/1762

1

3/1788

7/1791

12/1787

12/1791

2/1731

8/1791

8/1789

9/1792

10/1791

10/1777

3/1767

v1

8/1750

1

1/1756

9/1757

6/1759

1

5/1769

11/1770

1

6/1779*

“/1772“

“/1775*

u/1762

1/1769

8/1770

1

“/1751

11/175“

10/1756

6/1758

5/1760

6/1762

1

6/1768

1

1

u/1790*

1/179“*

12/1732

1

1

1

VII

(3)

(1)
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APPENDIX C

WIC SLAVING ASSIGNMENTS

This appendix contains an incomplete list of slaving

assignments made by The Ten (directors of the WIC) to the various

chambers of the company.1 These assignments were generally made

on an annual basis and were listed in the mdnutes of the conferences

 
of the Ten. or in other WIC correspondence. As a rule. the listings 1

included data regarding the time of departure of a slaving vessel.

its destinations in Africa and America. and the sise or value of the

cargoes. The list does not include all slaving assignments. and it

is not certain if all the assignments made were actually carried out.

At least eight assignments were made for’the year/i675. but since the

source did not supply any details they have not been included here.

After 1725 only the number of assignments to each chamber were listed.

omitting the information relevant to the purposes of this appendix.

and they are therefore not included. There is evidence of the fol-

lowing number of assignments after 1725: 1726 (9). 1730 (5). 1731 (5).

1737 (1). 17“6 (2). and 17“? (2).2

 

13.1. p. 311 for a list and an area description of the five

WIC chambers.

21111:. Vol. 56. pp. 213 and 226; Vol. 57. 8. £14, 66. and 70.
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KEY TO APPENDIX C

Columns: I - the code number assigned to a particular slaving

assignment.

II - the chamber of the WIC to which the assignment was

made (St. & L. is Stad en Lands; N. Q. is Noorder

Quartier: Haze is the Rotterdam region).

III - the destination in Africa where the slaves were to

b. Obumede

IV - the destination in the Western Hemisphere where the

slaves were to be marketed.

V .- the size of the intended slave cargo or the value

of the European cargo.

Horizontal line:

 

This mark indicates an absence of information for an

undetermined period of time. A question mark has been

added where there was a likelihood of an absence of

slaving assignments.

Dash: This indicates that data was lacking.

SOURCES FOR APPENDIX C

WIC. Vol. 1. pp. 32. 40. and 84: Vol. 2. pp. 24.26: V01. 40. p. 32:

Vol. 560 pp. 211‘s “‘80 62s 102s 1090 119s 133s 137s 1»th 160s 168s

177. 187. 196. 201. 208. and 213; Vo1. 831. p. 248: Vol. 832.

pp. 82. 224. 420. 516. and 521: Vol. 833. pp. 377 and 392.

NBKG. vol. 25. Correspondence 9/12/1696. 10/5/1697. 9/8/1698. 3/2/1700,

10/14/1700. 10/15/1700. and 11/22/1700.
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I II III IV

1676 - St. & L. Elmina -

- Maze Elmina -

- A'dam Elmina -

1679 - A'dam AJa -

- Zeeland Angola -

- St.& L./A'dam 132 -

- N. Q. Angola -

- St.& L./A'dam Angola -

1680 II N. Q. ‘3‘ '-

- A'dam Angola -

- Zeeland Aja -

- A'dam Aja -

- A'dam Aja -

- St.a L./A'dam Angola -

- Haze - -

- St.&‘L./A‘dam. Angola -

1681 - Zeeland Angola -

- “‘20 ‘38. I-

- Ne Qe ‘3‘ u

- A'dam‘ Aja -

1682 - Zeeland Angola -

- Maze Aja -

- A'dam. Aja -

"' Ne Qe Cd‘b‘ry e-

- Zeeland Angola -

- - A3; -

a . mm -

- - Angola -

1683 - '- ‘J‘ '-

- O “801‘ '-

4 Haze Angola -

5 A'dam Aja -

450

150

450

1.32.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

1.30.000

500

500

500

25.300

500

500

500

500

500

500

500

500
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I II III IV V

1685 - Maze Elmina - 500

- A'dam Calabary - 300.350

- N. 0. Angola - 500

- Zeeland Calabary - 300-350

9 A'dam Aja - 500

1 A‘dam Angola - 500

1686 2 Zeeland Angola - 500

3 A'dam Aja - 500

l’.‘

1698 - Zeeland Aja Cur.‘

- A'dam Aja Sur.’

II St. & Le ‘3‘ cure

1699 5 A'dam Aja Cur. 500

(£20,000) 1

6 N. Q. AJa Cur. 500 r

(£20,000)

1700 1 A'dam. Aja Porto Bello

2 Zeeland Aja Cartagena

3 A'dam Angola Porto Belle:

4 Mass Aja ‘ Cur.

5 A'dam Aja Cartagena

6 N. Q. Angola Cartagena

7 Zeeland Aja Sur.

8 St. & L. Aja Cur.

1701 9 A'dam Aja Cur.

1 A'dam Aja Sur.

2 Zeeland Angola Cur.

3 A'dam Aja Cur.

4 MIZO ‘38. sure

5 A'dam Angola Cur.

1702 7 Zeeland AJa Cur.

8 St. & L. Angola Sur.

9 A'dam Aja Cur.

1 A'dam Angola Cur.

 

 

*The American destinations of Curacao (Cur.) and Surinam

(Sur.) appear most frequently and are therefore abbreviated.
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I II III IV

1706 6 N. Q. Aja Cur.

7 Zeeland Aja Cur.

8 St. & L. Angola Sur.

9 A'dam A38. Cure

1 A'dam Aja Sur.

2 Zeeland Aja Sur.

3 A'dam Angola Cur.

4 Maze Aja Cur.

1708 6 N. Q. Aja Sur.

7 Zeeland Angola Cur.

8 St. & L. Aja Sur.

9 A'dam Aja Sur.

1 A'dam. Aja Cur.

2 Zeeland ‘3‘ Cur.

3 A'dam. Angola Sur.

“1 M120 ‘3‘ 0111‘.

1709 5 A'dam Aja Sur.

6 Ne Qe “801‘ Cur.

7 Zeeland Aja Cur.

8 St. & L. AJa Sur.

9 A'dam. Aja Cur.

1712 1 A'dam. Angola Sur.

2 Zeeland Aja Cur.

3 A'dam AJa Cur. or Sur.

4 Maze Aja Cur.

1713 - Zeeland - -

- A'dam - -

1714 5 A'dam Aja Cur.

6 N. Q. Aja Cur.

7* Zeeland AJa Cur.

8* St. & L. Ada Cur.

1715 9 A'dam. Aja Sur.

1 A'dam. Aja Sur.

1716 2 Zeeland Aja Sur.

3 A'dam. Aja Sur.

4 Mass Aja or Angola Sur.

 

 

I'These two slaving missions were postponed until the following

year. 1715. See WIC. Vol. 56. p. 137.
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I II III IV

1718 5 A'dam Aja Sur.

6 N. Q. Angola Sur.

7 Zeeland Aja Sur.

8 St. 8: L. Aja Sur.

9 A'dam Aja Sur.

1 A'dam Aja or Angola Sur.

2 Zeeland Aja Sur.

1719 3 A'dam Aja or Angola Sur.

4 Maze Aja or Angola Sur.

5 A'dam Angola Sur.

1720 6 N. Q. Aja Sur.

7 ‘ Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

or Sur.

8 St. 8: L. Aja 8111'.

9 A'dam Aja Cur. or St. Eust.

1720- - A'dam Aja Berbice

. Zeeland Aja Essequibo

1721 1 A'dam Aja Sur.

2 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

3 A'dam Aja 8111-.

4 Maze Angola Cur. or St. Eust.

5 A'dam Angola Cur. or St. Eust.

6 N. Q. Aje Sur.

1722 7 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

8 St. 8.- L. Aja Sur.

9 A'dam Aja or Angola Cur.

1 A'dam (if necessary)

2 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

1724 3 A'dam Elmina St. Eustatius

4 Maze Angola St. Eustatius

5 A'dam Elmina St. Eustatius

6 N. Q. Elmina or Aja St. Eustatius

7 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

8 St. a L. Elmina or Aja Sur. or St. Eust.

1725 1 A'dam Elmina or Aja St. Eustatius

2 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

3 A'dam Angola St. Eustatius

4 Maze Elmina or Aja Sur.

5 A'dam Angola St. Eustatius

6 N. Q. Angola Sur.

7 Zeeland Angola St. Eustatius

8 St. 8: L. (where needed)

9 A'dam (where needed)
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APPENDIX D

GUIIELINES FOR THE SLAVE TRADE AT OUIDAH

It was apparently during the year 1699 that the well-known E”;

Dutch Factor. Willem Bosman. compiled a set of guidelines to be used

by WIC captains for the slave trade at Ouidah. A complete copy of 1

such a document was found among the WIC papers that remained in  
Africa until 1872.1 Bosman had been a Factor at the WIC lodge on the I

Slave Coast for several years. and therefore he was quite familiar

with the trade in this region.2 His guidelines provide an interesting

and illuminating description of the structural aspects of the slave

trade at Ouidah.

In translating the document. the principal objective was to

preserve the content and at the same time rescue some of the flavor

of its seventeenth century style. The translation was impeded by

the antiquated style and the untidiness of the language of the docu-

ment. The abbreviated title assigned to the document has been supplied

by the translator.

1See NBKG. Vol. 233. Document 10/3/1700.

ZBosman. Introduction.
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APPENDIX D

GUIDELINES FOR THE SLAVE TRADE AT OUIDAH

by Willem Bosman

GUIDELINES according to which one may regulate the slave trade

at Ouidah. Composed by the Honorable Chief Factor Willem Bosman. and

new assigned by the Chief Commissioner Nicolaas Poll. Slave prices

have been adjusted to current standards.

First. on arrival the captain‘lzf the shifi73 must make certain

to give generous gifts to the King. and in addition pay the required

duties. which are:

To the King - six slaves (paid in cowries) plus

two slaves for water:

To the Captains Erineipal traderg -

two slaves for all:

To the crier - one bowl (bekken) of cowries.

when he announcSH the free market.

Secondly. when the duties have been paid and the market has

been announced. the captain is still not allowed to buy slaves. until

he has first negotiated with the King. After that. he is free to trade

with anyone. Try to buy the fewest possible number of slaves from the

King. since he always requires cowries in payment. approximately 120

lbs. per slave. Although the captain cannot avoid buying a sizable

number from.the King. he may step when the price goes too high.

Thirdly. to the three or four Merchants [Esptains or Chieng.

 

3The material enclosed in brackets has been added to clarify

the original test of the document.
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who furnish the largest number of slaves. the same price is paid as

to the King. but it is paid in [European merchandise and not in

cowries. at a rate of about i/h. 1/5. or 1/6 more than to private

traders. For example: 12 pitchers (bekkens) as opposed to 10.

[gtc.. etcg7

Bars‘liron bars. apparentli7 are used in accordance with demand. ;

Pay one article of merchandise less for a woman slave. Cowries have

their standard value. [5ng to the King a copper _A_k_e_11 full. and to

the captains a Kast filled‘fwith cowrieé7. Customarily. the Negro

 Assoe also gets a little better price. not because he supplies us

with so many slaves. but for the many other services. we give him

as a rule. also one slave in cowries as a present.

Fourthly. if one trades with the English Factor. the price

of 95 lbs. cowries‘lper slave is the rule. and if paid in goods. the

same price as to the King and Chief Merchants. If the captain wants

to verify current prices. which continually fluctuate. the best thing

to do is to see either the Negro Assoe. Captain Carte. or the inter.

preter Agay. The reliability of these Negroes need not be questioned.

They can also supply information regarding the charges for trans-

porting merchandise. For these reasons. it is important that captains

remain on good terms with these persons.

Fifthty. captains should carefully watch.out for the thievery

of the Negroes. in order that not too much be stolen. I say "too

much." since it is almost impossible to escape theft completely; at

least I have never heard of such a case. The captain's paddlers

‘lroweré7 will even try to steal from him. For this reason he must





267

watch everyone. as theft seems to be an inherited characteristic of

the peeple there.

Sixthly. the captain should try as much as possible to nego-

tiate his [Europeafi7 merchandise and hold back his cowries. otherwise

the price of slaves will go too high. When. however. the trade stag-

a nates and without the use of cowries. no improvement can be effected.

he‘lthe captai§7 should act as he deems best for the interest of the

Honorable Company. since remaining on the coast for a long time is

most disadvantageous to the Honorable Company.

Seventh and last. when trading is completed. the following

duties should be paid (again in cowries): one slave for storage

(Egggg): one slave to the interpreter: one slave to those who take

the slaves to the beach: one slave to those who transport the mer.

chandise from the beach to the lodge: and one to the wives of the

King. For the latter we earn the following advantage. If some slaves

should escape from storage (the 35225) or while being transported to

the beach. the King will recapture or repay them. However. one should

not always count on this (5.93; 22 231; £1413M22311). In addition.

the gifts to the king‘s wives cover the daily supplies on the table.

so that this is the best investment. Finally. before one leaves. it

is customary to give another present to the King. as well as to the

principal traders who have supplied most of the slaves.

These. in addition to the daily supplies of brandy. are the

expenses of the captain. If it is required of him to make more

expenses. he can answer that this is against the established customs.
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and that he has no desire to introduce new practices.

[It this juncture a detailed list of slave prices at Ouidah

followed. indicating the rise in prices during the year 1700. as

reported by the Ouidah factor Nicolaas Poll

“
'
7
‘
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APPENDIX E

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SLAVES' SUPERVISOR

The following document. translated from Dutch. throws con-

siderable light on the treatment of the slaves who were awaiting the

arrival of European slaving ships at the Elmina Castle.1 The discus-

sion concerning the treatment of the slaves in Chapter VII (PP. 200.

206) serves as a useful introduction to this document.

As was the case in Appendix D. an effort has been made by

the translator to preserve both the content and the style of the

original manuscript. The grammar and style of this document are

far superior to the previous one. but still it is repetitious and

ambiguous in several places. The short title has been added by the

translator.

 

1A handwritten copy of the document was found among the African

papers of the NIC. See NBKG. vol. 235.236, Document 12/5/1710.
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APPENDIX E

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SLAVES' SUPERVISOR

Instructions for the Supervisor of the care of the slaves.

Nicolaas Elgersma. according to which the same. in carrying out the

duties of his office. must conduct himself. F

Art. 1. The same‘ZSupervisog7 must keep a record of the

number of slaves which are kept in the castle: and if additional

slaves arrive from other factories. or leave after being assigned

 

“
I
'
m
“
n
u
-
n
.

1

for shipment by the Equipment Master. an account should be kept of

this ‘1300

Art. 2. Every evening. when the slaves come inside. he

[Supervisog] must count them and report to the Equipment Master if

the number is correct‘zzié7: and if one or more have died the Equip-

ment Easter should be notified of this.‘Zhe shoulé7 keep a record of

this himself. and sign the death warrants. And if one or more are

sick. the Easter should be notified of this. and those that the

Master considers contagious must be sent to the Berg St. Jago.2 to

be cured by the Bumboy (Bombaas).3

Art. 3. When in the morning the gate is Opened and the slaves

are being let out. he shall separate and count the slaves that are

 

2The Berg St. Jago was a WIC castle adjoining the St. George

of Elmina. This fortification housed both a hospital and a prison.

3The term Bumboy has been derived from Lawrence. p. 61.
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going to work. and those that are too weak must stay in the dungeon

(slavegat). and the Black Bombaas shall be notified not to put these

to work. Care should be taken that the slaves that work should be

counted again upon their return. to verify the correct number.

Art. n. Early each morning he will receive for each slave

one can of millet (Milhio) from the Equipment master. to be rubbed

and boiled into "bussels" by the woman slaves on the Kattgplaats.“

Catch a glance periodically so that nothing of it gets stolen. Ask

the Equipment Master for the necessary salt. pepper. and palm oil

to eat with it. which must be preserved in a cupboard specifically

designated for this. He must keep the key for this and must always

be present when some of it is taken out.5

Art. 5. In the afternoon. at eleven o'clock. the slaves

must line up on the square. be counted and see if they are all still

there: a crust should be handed to each slave in his‘ZSupervisortgy'

presence. so that each slave gets his fair share. Keeping half of

the food. they should be fed in the same manner in the evening.

Art. 6. In carrying out his duties he must be most polite

to the Equipment Master. and if something should occur not mentioned

here. he shall ask us'[;i§7 for further instructions.

 

“The Kattgplaats. or’literally'place of the cats. was the area

in the castle where he Castle Slaves made their home.

5The following sentence was not translated since its meaning

was unclear to the translator.
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Accordingly granted by the DirectorhGeneral of the North and

South Coasts of Africa. residing at the Castle of St. George d'Elmina.

this 5th December 1710.
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APPENDIXES F AND G

"COGNOSSEMENT" AND "ATTESTATIE"

These appendixes contain reproductions and translations of

two WIC documents which contribute to the understanding of the manner

in which the slave trade was transacted and how the slaves were treated.

Appendix F is an affidavit of transfer of a cargo of slaves (cogposse-

 ‘mggt). which a ship‘s captain signed in acknowledgement of receipt of

his slaves just before his departure to the Nest. Several of these

documents have been preserved among the WIC papers.1

Appendix G is a sworn statement (attestatie) verifying the

death of a slave. The document is evidence of the fact that (as far

as the company was concerned) a slave's commercial value mattered

far more than his human dignity. Numerous documents of this nature

can be found in the WIC archives.2

Both documents have been translated almost verbatim in order

to preserve their original style. For the sake of clarity. the number

of slaves is given in numerals rather than in the original longhand.

and for the same reason. Dutch abbreviations have been eliminated.

Short English titles have been supplied by the translator.

 

1For this particular document see'WIC. Vol. #88. p. 799.

2’I‘his document was found in WIC. Vol. 107. p. #5.
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APPENDIX F

"COGNOSSEMENT"

AN AFFIDAVIT OF‘A SLAVE CARGO

I. the undersigned. Jan Pietersz. Gewelt. Captain under God

on the Noble ship Sonnesteyn. presently prepared to sail from here

[Elminé7 to St. Eustatius in America. acknowledge to have received i

into the ship just mentioned. from the hands of the Honorable Lord %

DirectorbGeneral. Pieter Vhlkenier. the total of 627 head of slaves.

 
consisting of 410 men. 112 women. 39 boys at two-thirds. 32 boys at i

one-half. 7 boys at one-third. 19 girls at two-thirds. and 8 girls '

at one-half. altogether constituting 583 p_i_e_s_§_g £13 _I_n_<_i_i.a_. all

healthy and in good condition.

All the slaves mentioned are to crossplthe Atlantié7 at the

risk of the Honorable General Chartered Dutch west India Company. to

which I promise and accept (if GodZAlmighty will grant me a safe

voyage) to deliver at St. Eustatius. in the hands of the Lord

Commandeur [€19]. Joannes Lindezaay. in order to be sold by him and

for me. of which I shall give an account to the Lords Directors on

my return to the Fatherland (Patria).

To the fulfillment of this [c'hargg I pledge aw whole being

and all my goods. actions. credits. and uprightness (ggrechtigheden).

nothing excluded. especially mine already earned and still to earn

salary and premiums (maancyplden). [Ind I shall] not draw on this

according to the laws.
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As evidence of the truth of this are made four identical

affidavits (coggossementen). one of which is signed. the others

without value.

Acted in the Chief Castle (hoofdcasteel) St. George d'Elmina.
 

this 6th of March. 1726.

signature
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APPENDIX G

"ATTESTATIE"

DEATH WARRANT OF A WIC SLAVE

we. the undersigned. Julianus Oudorp and Dingnus fissuer. both

Assistants in the service of the Honorable General Chartered Dutch

west India Company. assigned to the Chief Castle St. George d'Elmina.

declare at the request of the Chief Factor. Laurens Beuns. also serving

:at the same station, that it is the honest truth that on the first of

March this year a purchased woman slave died, giving as the evidence

of our knowledge 51' mg that we witnessed the body after she died.

Being completely aware of these facts. we are willing to reinforce

this with a solemn oath.

As evidence of the above‘lfollowg7 our ordinary signature.

Signed. this first of march, Anng. 1725.

signatures
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APPENDIX H

INTERIDPERS CAPTURED BY THE WIC

This appendix lists 51 Dutch interloper ships that were con-

fiscated by the WIC during the years 17ou.1731. This list may not be

inclusive, but it is considered doubtful that many other captured

interlopers eluded this scrutiny of the WIC archives. 0n the other

 
hand, this list of confiscated vessels undoubtedly constituted a mere

fraction of the total number of interloping ships on the west African

Coast. The very fact that interloping continued is evidence that the

chances to avoid being captured by the WIC were favorable.

The cargos represented in this sample are taken as evidence

that the Dutch interlopers did not concentrate on the slave trade.

Only one ship. theMM. captured in 1730, was evidently a

slaver (see p'. 7’4 ). Other slaves among the cargo were apparently

intended for resale to other slaving vessels. The final column lists

the products most abundantly represented among the confiscated cargo.

Sources: WIC. vel. 98. p. 257; vel. 102. p. 3h9: Vol. 103. p. Sui:

Vol. 105, pp. 202. 206. 370. and M1; Vol. 109. p. 90: Vol. #8“. p. 115:

vol. #85. fig. 169, #66, and #95: ve1. “86. pp. 217. 236. 486. 55“. and

an: Vol. 7. pp. 23. #72. and Correspondence 12/22/1723; Vol. #89, .

p. 790.

NBKG. Vols. 255.260; Vol. 5. Minutes 5/10/1710. 1/16/1712.

12/15/1713. 5/26/171u. 7/26/171u. 10/9/1715. 2/16/1716. 3/18/1716. and

u/1/1716; Vol. 6. Minutes 8/2/1718 and 2/3/1726.
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YEAR

1701

17ou

1709

1710

1712

1713

1714

1715

1716

INTERLOPERS CAPTURED BY THE WIC

SHIP
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APPENDIX H

Stadhouder van Vriesland

Eenhoorn

Olijftak

Johanna Maria

Neptunis

Anneboa

wakende Kraan

Hendrika

Maria

Vijf Gezusters

Amerikaanse Galey

Goude Draak

Amazons

Anne Maria Galey

Ruiter

Agatha

Aletta Galey

Snelle Hooker

Maria Galey

Jonge Jan

Swarte Arend

Duynvliet

Juff. Maria

Juff. Catharina

Herstel van Zeeland

Anna Catharina

Oranjeboom

Liefde

Zirickzee

Vlissings Welvaren

Zeeuwse Galey

Rustlose Galey

Daniel Catharina

Elseboom

Koning van Pruisen

Vijf Gebroeders

St. Joseph Galey'

SLAVES
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OTHER PRODUCTS
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7

Gold and Ivony

Gold and Ivory

1

Gold

7

1

Gold and Grain

Gold and Grain

T

7

1

Gold

Ivory and wax

Grain and wax

Gold. Nix. and Ivory

1

Ivory

Irory and wax

Ivory

Tobacco and wax

d
.
“
d
d

w
-
o
-
o
-
o

 





YEAR

1717

1718

1719

1721

1724

1725

1726

1730

1731

SHIP

Herstel van.Afrika

Kleine Hoop

Hooker Brigetta

Koning David

Elisabeth Galey

Post van Livorne

Jonge Abraham

‘Witte moor

Braambos

westermeel

Drie Marrijs

Happy Return

Maria Galey

Jonge Moor
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