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among people that hate me.ò  
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 ñThe consequences that flowed from this radical change in the basis of 

citizenship were numerous and weighty. Nor were those consequences left 

subject to construction or speculation. They were incorporated in the same 

section of the Amendment. The abuses which were formerly heaped on the 

citizens of one State by the legislative and judicial authority of another 

State were rendered thenceforth impossible. The language of the 

Fourteenth Amendment is authoritative and mandatory: 

 

ñNo State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges 

or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive 

any person of life liberty or property without due process of law, nor deny 

to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.ò 

 

Under the force of these weighty inhibitions, the citizen of foreign birth 

[The New Irish Catholic Invaders. ï DS] cannot be persecuted by 

discriminating statutes, nor can the citizen of dark complexion be deprived 

of a single privilege or immunity which belongs to the white man. Nor 

can the Catholic, or the Protestant, or the Jew be placed under ban or 

subjected to any deprivation of personal or religious right. The provision is 

comprehensive and absolute, and sweeps away at once every form of 

oppression and every denial of justice. It abolishes caste [De-crypted: It 

removes even more protections the Protestants set up against the Catholic 

Church that forced them here in the first place. ï DS] and enlarges the 

scope of human freedom. It increases the power of the Republic to do 

equal and exact justice to all its citizens, and curtails the power of the 

States to shelter the wrong-doer or to authorize crime by a statute. To 

Congress is committed the authority to enforce every provision of the 

Fourteenth Amendment, and the humblest man who is denied the equal 

protection of the laws of a State can have his wrongs redressed before the 

Supreme Judiciary of the Nation.ò 

 

Twenty Years of Congress: from Lincoln to Garfield by James Gillespie Blaine, 313-314 
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Prolegomenon 
 

Why did our fathers come here to this land? Why did they leave the ancient 

homelands of our ancestors in the British Isles and Northern Europe? During the 17th  

century Europe was inflamed with religious and political controversies extending from 

the famous Protestant reformation. Escalating from the events of the 16th century where 

the French Protestants had been slaughtered in the tens of thousands in the Saint 

Bartholomewôs Day Massacre and the English had survived a Roman Catholic invasion 

from the massive Spanish fleet, the Spanish Armada, there came a whirlwind of 

persecution of Protestants in England, Scotland, France, and much of central and 

Northern Europe.  

 

In 1618 The Jesuits are expelled from Bohemia. The Bohemian Diet of 1618 stated, 

 

ñWe lords, knights, deputies of Prague, Kuttenberg and other estates, 

together recognize in what great danger this kingdom of Bohemia has 

stood ever since the introduction of the hypocritical sect of Jesuits.  We 

have, moreover, found in truth that the originators of all this mischief are 

the above-mentioned Jesuits, who occupy themselves in contriving how 

they may strengthen the Roman See, and bring all kingdoms and lands 

under their power and might, who to this end employ the most illicit 

means, inflame rulers against one another, cause rebellion and unrest 

among the estates of countries, especially such as are of different 

religions, set superiors against subordinates, subordinates against 

superiors. . . . Now therefore, as they are in these ways the cause of the 

evil state which has befallen the kingdom, they have justly merited to be 

no longer tolerated in the said kingdom. . . .ò1    

 

Here we clearly see a precedent, that when a country creates trouble for the Jesuits, that 

country is sure to be inflicted with war as a propitiation to the Jesuit order. That same 

year, Ferdinand II, Holy Roman Emperor, educated by the Jesuits, began his war of 

Protestant annihilation in direct contradiction to religious rights granted to them 

by Emperor Rudolf II in his Letter of Majesty, The Thirty Years War. 

 

The persecution of the English Protestants in the 17th century under the Stuart Kings 

pursuant to their departure for America can be read in Jean Henri Merle dôAubign®ôs The 

Protector, pages 84-85, 

 

ñThe liberties and Protestantism of England were on the verge of 

shipwreck, when Cromwell intervened; and all his life he upheld in Great 

Britain religious liberty and the national prosperity. 

 

                                                 
1  

René Fülöp-Miller , The Power and Secret of the Jesuits, 355; taken from Phelpsô, Vatican Assassins,  140 
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And what became of the country after his death?ðThe Stuarts returned; 

and ñwhen the rejoicings were over, the illuminations extinct, then 

punishments followed.ò 

 

One hundred corpses were exhumed, among which were the great Oliver, 

his old and venerable mother, his dearly beloved daughter Bridget Pym, 

and the famous admiral Blake. Their mouldering bodies were hung 

on the three corners of the gallows at Tyburn, and the cavaliers found a 

subject of merriment and pleasantry in this revolting exhibition. 

Ears were cut off, noses were slit, and numbers lost their heads 

on the scaffold. The sentence pronounced against them all was conceived 

in the following terms:ðòYou shall be drawn on a hurdle to the place of 

execution, and there you shall be hanged by the neck; and being alive, you 

shall be cut down and mutilated; your entrails shall be taken out of your 

body, and (you living) the same to be burnt before your eyes; and your 

head to be cut off, and your body to be divided into four quarters.ò The 

Stuarts, as if this were not enough, filled the country with immorality; and 

an illustrious Royalist of the present day can find no other excuse for 

Charles II. than by saying that, in propagating this corruption of morals,ò 

it is probable that this prince merely followed the course of his own 

inclinations and the fickleness of his character.ò! Two thousand 

ministers were driven from their benefices; the churches were 

oppressed; the noblest hearts of the country were forced to seek a refuge in 

distant lands; vast colonies in America were peopled by them; and 

England would have become like Spain, and worse than Spain, 

had not William III. resumed the task so energetically begun by 

Cromwell. If, so long after the war, and after a pacific recall to their native 

land, the Stuarts committed such atrocities, what would they not have 

dared when menôs passions and animosities were in full vigor?ò 

 

Consider also 1685 A.D. and the Revocation of the Edict of Nantes. In 1688, the Jesuit 

Pere La Chaise, wrote a letter to Jesuit Sir Edward Petre2 suggesting that Petre 

exterminate English Protestants as he had exterminated French Protestants. La Chaise 

used blackmail to convince Louis XIV to revoke the Edict of Nantes. Louis XIV had 

committed fornication with his daughter-in-law and La Chaise refused to give him 

absolution unless he revoke the Edict of Nantes. Do we then see the Political and Social 

evil of the Roman Catholic soteriological system? If Louis XIV had believed in 

Calvinism, La Chaise would have had no power over him. The French Catholics 

murdered about 500, 000 Protestants in France.3 The French Protestants then fled to 

North America. This idea that we were running for our lives from the Roman Catholic 

Inquisition and its influences in Europe and the British Isles, is not only a Pro Protestant 

position. Thomas Paine mentions this exact thing in his Common Sense, page 25, 

 

                                                 
2 Catalogue of the Stowe Manuscripts in the British Museum: Index, 1896, pg. 274 
3 Ridpathôs Universal History (New York: Merrill & Baker, 1901) Vol. XIV, p. 454 
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ñThe reformation was preceded by the discovery of America, as if the 

Almighty graciously meant to open a sanctuary to the persecuted in future 

years, when home should afford neither friendship nor safety.ò 

 

This coming from the same man who said, 

 

ñAll national institutions of churches, whether Jewish, Christian or 

Turkish, appear to me no other than human inventions, set up to terrify 

and enslave mankind, and monopolize power and profit.ò4  

 

The modern naturalist educational institutions seem to regularly suppress this horrifying 

piece of history but according to Protestant Historians the Roman Catholic Churchôs 

Inquisitions killed over 50 million people who refused to submit to the Roman Papacy.5 

 

This is then no conspiracy theory. It is conspiracy history. 

 

We did not come here to exploit anyone or take the Indianôs land and get rich. We came 

here to escape persecution. Those same powers that drove us here then forced an African 

slave trade on us to start a race war. To understand the significance of this you must 

understand who the people were who used to inhabit our (By ñourò I mean citizens of the 

State of Kentucky for we used to be a commonwealth of Virginia) original colony, 

Virginia. Virginia and other colonies in North America were places of refuge for 

Protestants who were escaping the Inquisition. Our original colony had made the 

Inquisition and the Council of Trent powerless in these lands and was a bastion of the 

Protestant Reformation. The Jesuits were not going to stand by and watch this happen. I 

want to survey some points of history with you: 

 

1. The Colony of Virginia had no ships involved in any foreign slave trade. 

 

2. 1726 A.D. ï Virginian statesman Mr. Drysdale annexed a tax on the African slave 

traders in order to decrease the influx of the slaves coming into the colonies yet it was 

repealed by the English Royal African Company.6 

 

3. 1769 A.D. ï The House of Burgesses were the first assembly of Colonial 

representatives in North America which was established by the Virginia Company. It 

passed an act for raising the duty on all slaves imported, to twenty per cent. ñThe records 

of the Executive Department show that this law was vetoed by the king, and declared 

repealed by a proclamation of William Nelson, President of the Council, April 3d, 

1771.ò7 

 

4. 1772 A.D. ï The House of Burgesses Petitioned, 

 

                                                 
4 The Age of Reason, page 6 
5 John Dowling, The History of Romanism (New York: Edward Walker, 1870), Book VIII, 541 
6 R.L. Dabney, Defence of Virginia  (New York: E.J. Hale and Son, 1867), 29 
7 Ibid., 47 
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ñResolved, that an humble address be prepared to be presented to 

his Majesty, to express the high opinion we entertain of his 

benevolent intentions towards his subjects in the colonies, and that 

we are thereby induced to ask his paternal assistance in  averting a 

calamity of a most alarming nature; that  the importation of 

negroes from Africa has long been considered as, a trade of great 

inhumanity, and under its present encouragement may endanger 

the existence of his American dominions; that self-preservation, 

therefore, urges us to implore him to remove all restraints on his 

Governors from passing acts of Assembly which are intended to 

check this pernicious commerceò.8 

 

5. 1776 A.D. ï Virginia declared her independence from Great Britain. The Constitution 

and Bill of Rights were drawn up for the State of Virginia where we read in the section 

detailing the grievances against King George III, ñBy prompting our negroes to rise in 

arms against us, those very negroes whom, by an inhuman use of his negative, he hath 

refused us permission to exclude by lawò. 

 

6. 1778 A.D. ï On Oct. 5, 1778, Patrick Henry, Governor of the Commonwealth of 

Virginia, passed An Act for the Preventing the Farther Importation of Slaves, thus  

preventing of the African slave trade.9 Virginia was then the first province on earth to 

abolish the African slave trade and make it a penal offence.10 This is another piece of 

History the modern educational institutions suppress.  

  

See also: 

 

William Blake, The History of Slavery and the Slave Trade, 177 

Reverend Peter Fontaine, Huguenot Family, 348, 351 

James Madison, The Papers of James Madison, Vol. 3, pages 1390-1391 

Heningôs Statutes at Large, Being a Collection of all the Laws of Virginia from the first 

session of the Legislature, in the Year 1619, Vol. 6, pages 217-219, 353-354, Vol. 7, 

pages 281, 338-339, Vol. 8, pages 191-192, 336 

 

Dabney states, 

 

ñThese personal testimonies are recited the more carefully, because the 

Vandalism of the British officers at the Revolution annihilated that regular 

documentary evidence, to which the appeal might otherwise be made. 

Governor Dunmore first, and afterwards Colonel Tarleton and Earl 

Cornwallis, carried off and destroyed all the archives of the colony which 

they could seize, and among them the whole of the original journals of the 

                                                 
8 The General Assembly of the House of Burgesses, Journals-The House of Burgesses of Virginia (The 

Colonial Press, E. Waddy Co., 1770), 256 
9 William Waller Hening (editor), The Statutes at Large: A Collection of All the Laws of Virginia From the 

First Session of the Legislature in the Year 1619 , Volume IX (New York: W.G. Bartow, 1823), 471 
10 Defence of Virginia, 49 
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House of Burgesses, except the volumes containing the proceedings of 

1769 and 1772. The only sure knowledge which remains of those precious 

records is derived from other documents and fragmentary copies of some 

passages, found afterwards in the desks of a few citizens. The wonderfully 

complete collection of their laws edited by Hening, under the title of 

ñStatutes at Large,ò was drawn from copies and collections of the acts 

which, having received the assent of the governors and kings, were 

promulgated to the counties as actual law. Of course the suppressed and 

negatived motions against the slave trade are not to be sought among 

these, but could only have been found in the lost journals of the House. 

But enough of the documentary evidence remains, to substantiate 

triumphantly the testimony of individuals.ò11 

 

Why is it then, that the only major players in this trade, who themselves did not kidnap 

these Africans, and possessed the lowest percentage of slaves were the only major slave 

holding country, invaded, tortured, gang raped and murdered supposedly for owning 

slaves?   Could it be because they were white Protestants pursuant unto the Jesuit 

Inquisitional Counter-Reformation? 

 

Why Were The Africans Forced On Virginia? 

 

1. During the Suppression of the Jesuits in the 1760s and the 1770s in Europe, the Jesuits 

fled to England and were received by King George III.12 

  

2. Jeremiah Dyson and Charles Jenkinson were known as ñthe Jesuits of the Treasuryò, 

and the Treasury was the secret dictator behind the throne, which used Grenville as their 

tool to persecute the American Colonies with their Grenvilleôs Stamp Act.13 Dyson also 

protested the repealing of the said Grenvilleôs Stamp Act and supported the other 

measures drawn up by Lord North against the American Colonies.14 In 1774, Lord North, 

the ringleader of the Jesuit Treasury,15 defended the Intolerable Acts in the House of 

Commons; and let us not forget the Quebec Act which was flagrantly Pro-Catholic, and 

went against King Georgeôs Protestant Oath which he had taken at his Coronation. 

 

King George was in league with the Jesuits pursuant unto the Counter-Reformation 

agenda. The Jesuits controlled and used King George and the Royal African Company to 

flood Virginia with African slaves to kill their citizens just like what happened with the 

Haitian Revolution. Fogel shows in TOC, page 25, figure 6: 

                                                 
11 Defence of Virginia, 45-46 
12 Horace Walpole, Memoirs of the Reign of King George the Third Vol.3 (London: Richard Bentley, 

1845), 47 
13 Horace Walpole, Memoirs of the Reign of King George the Third Vol.4 (London: Richard Bentley, 

1845), 109-113 
14 Stephen (Sir Leslie), Robert Blake, Christine Stephanie Nicholls, The Dictionary of National Biography, 

Volume 6, 300 
15 Great Britain. Public Record Office, Annual Report of the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records, 

Appendix to the Twenty-Fifth Report of the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records, 66 
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The Jesuits are the real criminals not the White Anglo Protestants in Virginia. On the 

contrary, the Virginians were the first people on earth to abolish the slave trade. The 

Jesuit race-war failed to arise but the Africans would later be used as a justification to 

invade and impoverish the South in the Civil War. Having now populated much of 

Northeast America with Irish Catholics, and having ascended to positions of power in the 

American Government16 the Roman Catholic Hierarchs, the Jesuits,17 and their Military 

Cults and Freemasons18 used the Africans to orchestrate the Civil Rights movement of 

                                                 
16 Jeremiah Crowley, Romanism a Menace to the Nation (Wheaton, IL: Jeremiah Crowley, 1912) 
17 Jesuit John Lafarge Jr. controlled A. Philip Randolph, who influenced Martin Luther King. Roman 

Catholic Priest Theodore Hesburgh, previous President of Notre Dame [Which said University was 

patterned after the Jesuitôs Ratio Studiorum] was a key member of the United States Commission on Civil 

Rights. 
18 The Knights of Malta. This group also has orders within Freemasonry itself. The primary Freemason 

behind this Jesuit plot was Albert Pike who orchestrated the violent and unrighteous 2nd KKK to demonize 
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the 20th Century to justify the revocation of the Pro British Protestant Johnson Reed Act. 

The abuse of the Africans by the Jesuit-Freemasonic controlled KKK would be used to 

forcefully integrate Whites and Blacks together, literally at the end of a Bayonet by our 

National Guard.19 The purpose of this was to destroy both the Black and the White 

Protestant communities, destroying our racial and religious identity, thus turning us into a 

debauched and immoral society pursuant unto the justification of a police state and a 

Catholic controlled Fascist Dictatorship. Remember, that we have already seen corporate 

interests attempt to overthrow our government and turn it into a Fascist Dictatorship with 

the Business Plot involving General Smedley Butler. I believe that the Roman Catholic 

influences that originally brought Africans to these shores will continue to agitate another 

race war here.  In order to avoid this, I advocate the removal of the Roman Catholic 

Hierarchy and their military orders of the Jesuits, the Knights of Malta and their 

coadjutant organizations like the Masonic Lodge, provide land for the Africans to have as 

their own homeland to be governed by them independently and establish a new British 

Protestant Government under the law of God, and the Magisterial Reformation 

achievements begun with The Solemn League and Covenant, 1643 that were rejected by 

Thomas Jefferson 235 years ago in The Virginia Statute for Religious Freedom, 1777. 

Jefferson knew of the Presbyterian argument from the Renewal of the Covenants of the 

Presbyterians at Middle Octarara in Pennsylvania, November 11, 1743 and the 

Mecklenburg Declaration.  The people of east America belong in the Magisterial 

Protestant tradition which has been extirpated by Jesuit inspired Secularism and 

propaganda related to our present issue. 

 

¶ The Jesuits designed the Ratio Studiorum to teach Humanism. 

 

¶ Materialistism was popularized by the atomism of Descartes, Galileo and Voltaire, all 

Jesuit trained men. In 1671, the famous Jesuit trained Rene Descartes was accused of 

reviving ñancient Greek opinions concerning atomsò.20 

 

¶ Heliocentrism was the creation of Roman Catholic Copernicus and Jesuit trained 

Roman Catholic Galileo. According to Rice Universityôs Galileo Project, Galileoôs 

Cuirrciulum at the University of Pisa were sourced in the Jesuit Collegio Romano.  

 

¶ Communism, as we have already seen, is the Catholic Monastic way of life perfected 

by the Jesuits in their Reductions in Paraguay. Abbé Sieyès was most responsible for the 

French Revolution with his famous pamphlet ñWhat is the Third Estate?ò, and he was a 

Roman Catholic, Jesuit trained Priest.  The Communists did little but destroy some of the 

most powerful enemies of the Vatican with the Bolshevik Revolution. The Roman 

Catholic Lady of Fatima hoax began in May, 1917 and for 6 consecutive months, ending 

October 13, it called for the conversion of Anti-Roman-Orthodox Russia. The Bolshevik 

                                                                                                                                                 
the 1st righteous KKK pursuant unto the Jesuit agenda to demonize the white Protestants in general and 

thus provide justification for forced integration and the Civil Rights Movement. 
19 Central High School, Little Rock Arkansas, 1957 
20 Robertson, John, The Case for The Enlightenment: Scotland and Naples 1680ï1760 (New York: 

Cambridge University Press, 2005), 96 
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Revolution began October 25, 1917: 12 DAYS LATER! 

 

¶ Salamancan Jesuits like Molina and Juan de Mariana laid the foundations for 

Libertarianism and the Austrian School of Economics. 

 

¶ We have already seen that Freemasonry is Catholic to the core. It has now universally 

infiltrated the large Protestant denominations and turned them to Liberalism. 

¶ The famous Freemason Erasmus Darwin was the primary influence on his grandsonôs 

Darwinism and the transitional fossil hoaxes were created by the famous Jesuit Teilhard 

de Chardin and men associated with him. 

 

¶ The Big Bang Theory was created by a Jesuit named Georges Lemaître. 

 

¶ The banning of the Bible in public schools is nothing short of the Vaticanôs Index of 

Forbidden Books and their incessant ambition to keep the Bible out of the hands of the 

common people. This is exactly what Thomas More burned people alive in England for 

in the 16th century. 

 

¶ The Jesuits did this exact thing in Germany where they used the Universities to de-

Protestantize the Christians through German Rationalism and Criticism of the Bible in 

preparation for Germanyôs coming Nazi-Fascism.21 

 

¶ Our Gregorian Calendar was even invented by a Jesuit named Christopher Clavius. 

 

¶ Our pandering after international organizations like the United Nations is nothing short 

of the Vaticanôs Ultramontanism that they have been claiming divine right to for 

centuries. Remember it was Pope Paul VI, who, in his Pastoral Constitution On The 

Church In The Modern World, December 7, 1965 who stated,  

 

ñIt is our clear duty, therefore, to strain every muscle in working for the 

time when all war can be completely outlawed by international consent. 

This goal undoubtedly requires the establishment of some universal public 

authority acknowledged as such by all and endowed with the power to 

safeguard on the behalf of all, security, regard for justice, and respect for 

rights.ò 

 

We cannot be deceived into falling in line with either the Catholic Fascist or Communist 

systems. Those are both two sides of the same Roman Catholic agenda which succeeded 

in slaughtering over 100 million enemies of the Vatican in the 20thcentury. To see the 

Vatican-Jesuit history behind Fascism see The Syllabus of Errors, Pope Pius IX, 

December 8, 1864, The Order of the Deathôs Head by Hohne, the 1929 Vatican 

concordat with Benito Mussolini, and the 1933 Vatican Reichskonkordat with Nazi 

Germany. To see the Vatican-Jesuit history behind Communism study Sir Thomas 

Moreôs Utopia,  the Jesuit Reductions in Paraguay, the Lady of Fatima Hoax and Descent 

Into Darkness by Zatko. 

                                                 
21 Dr. K.R. Hagenbach, German Rationalism (New York: Charles Scribner, 1865), 385 
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The Protestant Reformation brought universal literacy and human development to the 

world. The Protestant Demand for the Bible introduced our ancestors to the freedom of 

the Press.22 It produced the most educated Civilizations ever to exist. What your Vatican 

controlled government wants to do is to continue to destroy the black community and 

agitate them through hatefully racist Communism against white people while pushing the 

white people into hatefully racist Catholic Fascism against Black, Latino and middle 

eastern peoples. Do not fall for their trap. There is indeed an evil white power structure in 

the world, but it is Catholic. There is the white man that falls in line with the Vatican-

Jesuit agenda and there is the Protestant. The people of this State need to wake up to the 

history of the Protestant Reformation and its systematic extermination through covert 

wars and disinformation. This issue plays a huge role in our Countryôs usury-fed 

economic disaster that started many years ago in the late 15th century with the union 

between the Jewish bankers, the Vatican and the Jesuits in the late 15th century into the 

16th century. We would know that if we had followed the Protestant Reformation. 

 

Moreover, Eric Jon Phelps has shown in his Vatican Assassins III that this same Roman 

Catholic institution and Jesuit order has now taken complete control of our government, 

our media and our treasonous educational institutions.  

 

It is when the viewer understands this that he will understand why slavery could not be 

solved progressively and peacefully as it was in other nations. Immediate radical 

Emancipation through bloodshed was to be pursued because the Northern abolitionists, 

particularly Charles Sumner, were controlled by the catholic Monarchial interests of 

Europe, specifically Prince Von Metternichôs Congresses of Vienna and Verona.  We, 

both the white southerners and our black slaves, were to receive a continuation of the 

inquisition because in general we were Protestant bible believers. Remember, Charles 

Sumner and Von Metternich had an intimate connection that can be read in the  Memoir 

and Letters of Charles Sumner, Volume 2 (1893) by Edward L. Pierce, letter to George 

Hillard, Berlin, Dec. 25, 1839, where we read that Sumner visited Metternichôs private 

home and had private consultations with him.  

 

A simple consideration of the battles of the civil war shows very clearly that the civil war 

was an invasion of the southland. The fact that Fort Sumter, a southern fort, off the coast 

of South Carolina, and thus occupying foreign territory, was the catalyst for the war, is so 

baseless an accusation against the south to Bely reason.  

 

An examination of modern religious demographics in America tells the exact same tale. 

While the north is dominated by Roman Catholicism, the south, while still being the 

Bible belt, is unequivocally Protestant.  

 

 

 

                                                 
22 The Council of Trent, Fourth Session 
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http://www.businessinsider.com/the-religious-makeup-of-america-2013-12 

 

This history needs reinforcement. Our ancestors were not running away from Jews when 

they fled Europe. They were running away from the Catholic and Anglican churches that 

were proven to be in league, with the trial and executions of Charles I and William Laud.  

 

The classic work detailing the legionous atrocities committed by the Catholic and 

Anglicans churches against the Protestants and Baptists of Europe and the British Isles is 

the famous Foxeôs Book of Martyrs. This book used to be standard reading for young 

people here in America.  But with the rise of Catholic power and propaganda in the 20th 

century the enemy of mankind has shifted from the Roman Catholic Church, to the ñevilò 

Southern white supremacists.  Racial realism is on the rise in America and I want to 

further reinforce the point that the historic enemy of the Southern white man is not, not, 

not the Jew but the Roman Catholic Church.  

 

A simple examination of our present Government easily demonstrates Catholic power in 

this country. Most of the Supreme Court Justices are Catholic as is Vice President Biden, 

Speaker Boehner, the President of the Senate, the Chaplain of the house and Chief Justice 

Roberts are Catholic as well. And here we have the smoking gun: 
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The First American Catholic Missionary Congress (1909) edited by Bp. Francis Clement 

Kelley, page 17,  

 

ñAnd now this centenary year of great flourishing bishoprics; this year of 

stately pageants and imposing manifestations of vigorous Catholic life and 

activity; this year of our transition from the status of 

a missionary country under the supervision of the sacred Congregation 

of Propaganda, to all the rights, privileges, advantages and duties of a 

Catholic country immediately under the care and solicitude of the Holy 

See, this year is still further signalized and made forever memorable by a 

movement of minds and hearts which has culminated in this magnificently 

representative gathering of prelates, priests and people.ò 

 

There is no doubt that there are many Jews in places of influence to spread massive 

immorality among our population, but when you look at the positions of political power 

and the institutions that dominate education and dominate the government you are 

looking at Roman Intrigue not Jewish Bolshevikism.   

 

Using the confusions of the antinomian Christian theology, the Jesuit order would also 

use the angle of racial pity and racial liberation theology that they perfected in South 

America in the late 18th century, to deceive the population here through emotionalism and 

ignorance to hate the Bibleôs teachings on the Hamite race and the slavery institution and 

by extension the white race that administered it in the south, which is clearly condoned in 

the scriptures to also turn the white women against the white men.23   

                                                 
23 I checked out The Curse of Ham by Goldenberg to challenge my studies of the Southern Writers and the 

Puritans on the Curse of Ham. I thought being a book published at Princeton University, the author would 

strongly challenge my position, even partially if not fully refute it. On the contrary, the author wrote this 

book in ignorance of the most important issue that I have cited in my work: The book of Jasher interpreted 

Genesis 9 and gave the Southern interpretation word for word. What does Goldenberg say about Jasher? 

Not a single word! Go ahead and do a word search for ñJasherò in his book in Google Books.  He does not 

mention it once. Now to highlight the embarrassment letôs take a fresh look at Jasherôs passage: 

 

The Book of Jasher, quoted in, Joshua 10:13 and 2 Samuel 1:18, states, 

 

73: 30 So Moses took the city by his wisdom, and the children of Cushplaced him on the throne instead of 

Kikianus king of Cush. 31 And they placed the royal crown upon his head, and they gave him for a 

wifeAdoniah the Cushite queen, wife of Kikianus. 32 And Moses feared the Lord God of his fathers, so that 

he came not to her, nor did he turn his eyes to her.33 For Moses remembered how Abraham had made his 

servant Eliezer swear, saying unto him, Thou shalt not take a woman from the daughters of Canaan for my 

son Isaac. 34 Also what Isaac did when Jacob had fled from his brother, when he commanded him, saying, 

Thou shalt not take a wife from the daughters of Canaan, nor make alliance with any of the children of 

Ham. 35 For the Lord our God gave Ham the son of Noah, and his children and all his seed, as slaves to the 

children of Shem and to the children of Japheth, and unto their seed after them for slaves, forever. 

http://www.sacred-texts.com/chr/apo/jasher/73.htm 

http://www.ccel.org/a/anonymous/jasher/73.htm 

 

When we examine Joshuaôs and Samuelôs words we see that this book is not simply quoted by the authors. 

The entire work is referenced and suggested by the authors to read as an authoritative history of the Jewish 

people. Now to Goldenbergôs big problem: 
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Appealing to the moral nature of humanity the Jesuits would manipulate the female 

population to take the black man into her bed in order to prove to him that she believes in 

universal equality. This is why the black man believes he has a sexual right to white 

women and white women recognize and submit to that presumed right. Thus, the Jesuits 

through their brilliance were able to create another form of Prima Nocta in order to 

destroy their enemies through racial miscegenation and thus wage relentless war with a 

covert, but none the less a de facto genocide. The southern white men were able to hold 

off massive genocide until the time of the civil rights era. Now we are in total 

reconstruction. Atheism, and anti-white racial propaganda are driving our race into chaos, 

nihilism and destruction.  

 

While I could spend hours proving this from the life of Miley Cyrus whose life is a vile 

devastating and embarrassing case of white submission to black supremacy in America, 

and yes, she learned the famous twerk move from black women,   I can testify to this in 

my own life. I was raised in this system and my generation submitted to black supremacy 

primarily via the Wutang Klan. I had just about every CD this group produced, I wore all 

the clothing, and I memorized all their lyrics. Most of the white guys I knew listened to 

rap music almost exclusively and we all spoke the same degenerate language. I lived this 

and any white man who has graduated from a state school, especially in the cities, in the 

last 15-20 years knows exactly what I am talking about.  

 

At this point I would like to address the primary myths that are used by the state teaching 

institutions, the media and the entertainment industry, to foment hatred towards white 

southern men.  

  

 

Myth 1. Southerners kidnapped slaves in Africa and brought them to America to be 

exploited by white men. 
 

                                                                                                                                                 
Referencing Jer. 13:23, a classic passage proving that the Kushite people were black, Goldenberg admits 

that the Kushites were black. Goldenberg states, 

 

ñJeremiah is simply using the Kushiteôs black skin as a metaphor for that which is unchangeable.ò (pg. 38) 

 

Now, if he admits that the Kushites were black, his entire work, which was written to disprove the 

traditional interpretation of the Hamite curse, is destroyed by Jasher.  Jasher states that the Kushites were a 

line of Ham, and, 

 

ñFor the Lord our God gave Ham the son of Noah, and his children and all his seed, as slaves to the 

children of Shem and to the children of Japheth, and unto their seed after them for slaves, forever.ò 

 

To make matters even worse for Mr. Goldenberg, in his Journal article, ñIt Is Permitted to Marry a 

Kushiteò,  he again totally fails to mention a single word of this. 

 

Sorry, Mr. Goldenberg, your attempt to justify the invasion, mass murder, torture, gang rape and continuing 

Genocide of my family fails. I searched for a way to contact Mr. Goldenberg but found nothing. 
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I would like to point the viewers attention to the classic work on the history of slavery 

and the slave trade: William O. Blakeôs classic, The History of Slavery and the Slave 

Trade Ancient and Modern. It runs almost 900 pages and is the classic work on this 

subject. Blake says on pages 99-102 of his masterful work, 

 

ñEuropean skill and foresight assisted in giving constancy and regularity 

to the supply of negroes from the interior. At first the slave vessels only 

visited the Guinea coast, and bargained with the negroes of the villages 

there for what quantity of wax, or gold, or negroes they had to give. But 

this was a clumsy way of conducting business. The ships had to sail along 

a large tract of coast, picking up a few negroes at one place, and a little 

ivory or gold at another; sometimes even the natives of a village might 

have no elephantsô teeth and no negroes to give; and even under the most 

favorable circumstances, it took a considerable time to procure a decent 

cargo. No coast is so pestilential as that of Africa, and hence the service 

was very repulsive and very dangerous. As an improvement on this 

method of trading, the plan was adopted very early of planting small 

settlements of Europeans at intervals along the slave-coast, whose 

business it should be to negotiate with the negroes, stimulate them to 

activity in their slave-hunting expeditions, purchase the slaves brought in, 

and warehouse them until the arrival of the ships. These settlements were 

called slave factories. Factories of this kind were planted all along the 

western coast from Cape Verd to the equator, by English, French, 

Dutch, and Portuguese traders. [Not Southerners?-DS] Their appearance, 

the character of the men employed in them, their internal arrangements, 

and their mode of carrying on the traffic, are well described in the 

following extract from Mr. Howisonôs book on ñEuropean Coloniesò: 

 

ñAs soon as the parties concerned had fixed upon the site of their proposed 

commercial establishment, they began to erect a fort of greater or less 

magnitude, having previously obtained permission to that effect from the 

natives. The most convenient situation for a building of the kind was 

considered to be at the confluence of a river with the sea, or upon an island 

lying within a few miles of the coast. In the first case, there was the 

advantage of inland navigation; and in the second, that of the security and 

defensibleness of an insular position, besides its being more cool and 

healthy than any other. 

 

The walls of the fort enclosed a considerable space of ground, upon which 

were built the necessary magazines for the reception of merchandise, and 

also barracks for the soldiers and artificers, and a depot for slaves; so that, 

in the óevent of external hostilities, the gates might be shut, and the 

persons and the property belonging to the establishment placed in security. 

The quarters for the officers and agents employed at the factory were in 

general erected upon the ramparts, or at least adjoining them; while the 

negroes in their service, and any others that might be attracted to the 
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spot, placed their huts outside of the walls of the fort, but under the 

protection of its guns. 

 

The command of the establishment was vested in the hands of one 

individual, who had various subordinates, according to the extent of the 

trade carried on at the place; and if the troops who garrisoned the fort 

exceeded twenty or thirty, a commissioned officer usually had charge of 

them. The most remarkable forts were St. George del Mina, erected by the 

Portuguese, though it subsequently fell into the hands of the Dutch; Cape 

Coast Castle, the principal establishment of the English; Fort Louis, at the 

mouth of the Senegal, generally occupied by the French; and Goree, 

situated upon an island of the same name, near Cape Verd. Most of these 

forts mounted from fifty to sixty pieces of cannon, and contained large 

reservoirs for water, and were not only impregnable to the negroes, but 

capable of standing a regular siege by a European force. 

 

The individuals next in importance to the director or governor were the 

factors, who ranked according to their standing in the companyôs service. 

The seniors generally remained at headquarters, and had the immediate 

management of the trade there, and the care of the supplies of European 

merchandise which were always kept in store. The junior factors were 

employed in carrying on the traffic in the interior of the country, which 

they did sometimes by ascending the rivers in armed vessels, and 

exchanging various articles for slaves, gold-dust, and ivory, with the 

negroes inhabiting the neighborhood; and sometimes by establishing 

themselves for several months in a large town or populous district, and, as 

it were, keeping a shop to which the natives might resort for traffic. 

 

The European subordinates of the establishment consisted of clerks, 

bookkeepers, warehousemen, artificers, mechanics, gunners, and private 

soldiers, all of whom had particular quarters assigned for their abode, and 

lived under military discipline. The soldiers employed in the service of the 

different African companies were mostly invalids, and persons who had 

been dismissed from the army on account of bad conduct. Destitute of the 

means of subsistence at home, such men willingly engaged to go to the 

coast of Africa, where they knew they would be permitted to lead a life of 

ease, indolence, and licentiousness, and be exposed to no danger except 

that of a deadly climate, which was in reality the most certain and 

inevitable one that they could anywhere encounter. Few of the troops in 

any of the forts were fit for active duty, which was of the less 

consequence, because they were seldom or never required to fight except 

upon the ramparts of the place in which they might be quartered, and not 

often even there. Hence they spent their time in smoking, in drinking palm 

wine, and in gaming, and were generally carried off by fever or dissipation 

within two years after their arrival in the country. A stranger, on first 

visiting any of the African forte, felt that there was something both 
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horrible and ludicrous in the appearance of its garrison; for the individuals 

composing it appeared ghastly, debilitated, and diseased, to a degree that 

is unknown in other climates; and their tattered and soiled uniforms, 

resembling each other only in meanness, and not in color, suggested the 

idea of the wearers being a band of drunken deserters, or of starved and 

maltreated prisoners of war. 

 

Each company was in the practice of annually sending a certain number of 

ships to its respective establishments, freighted with European goods 

suitable for traffic; while its factors in Africa had in the meantime been 

collecting slaves, ivory, gumarabic, and other productions of the country; 

so that the vessels on their arrival suffered no detention, but always found 

a return cargo ready for them. 

 

Though the forts were principally employed as places of safe deposit for 

merchandise received from Europe or collected at outposts, they were also 

generally the scene of a considerable trade, being resorted to for that 

purpose not only by the coast negroes, but often also by dealers from the 

interior of the country, who would bring slaves, ivory, and gold-dust for 

traffic. Persons of this description were always honorably, and even 

ceremoniously received by the governor or by the factors, andô conciliated 

in every possible way, lest they might carry their goods to another market. 

They were invited to enter the fort, and were treated with liquors, 

sweetmeats, and presents, and urged to drink freely; and no sooner did 

they show symptoms of confusion of ideas, than the factors proposed to 

trade with them, and displayed the articles which they were disposed to 

give in exchange for their slaves, &c. The unsuspicious negro-merchant, 

dazzled by the variety of tempting objects placed before him, and 

exhilarated by wine or brandy, was easily led to conclude a bargain little 

advantageous to himself; and before he had fully recovered his senses, his 

slaves, ivory, and gold-dust were transferred to the stores of the factory, 

and he was obliged to be contented with what he had in his moments of 

inebriety agreed to accept in exchange for them.ò 

 

From this extract, it appears that not only did the managers of these 

factories receive all the negroes who might be brought down to the coast, 

but that emissaries, ñjunior factors,ò as they were called, penetrated into 

the interior, as if thoroughly to infect the central tribes with the spirit of 

commerce. The result of this was the creation of large slave-markets in the 

interior, where the negro slaves were collected for sale, and where slave-

merchants, whether negro, Arabic, or European, met to conclude their 

wholesale bargains. One of these great slave-markets was at Timbuctoo; 

but for the most part the slaves were brought down in droves 

by Slatees, or negro slave-merchants, to the European factories on the 

coast. At the time that Park traveled in Africa, so Completely had the 

negroes of the interior become possessed with the trading spirit, so much 



22 

 

had the capture and abduction of negroes grown into a profession, that 

these native slave-merchants were observed to treat the slaves they were 

driving to the coast with considerable kindness. The negroes were, indeed, 

chained together to prevent their escape. Those who were refractory had a 

thick billet of wood fastened to their ankle; and as the poor wretches 

quitting their native spots became sullen and moody, their limbs at the 

same time swelling and breaking out in sores with the fatigue of traveling, 

it was often necessary to apply the whip. Still, the Slatees were not 

wantonly cruel; and there was nothing they liked better than to see their 

slaves merry. Occasionally they would halt in their march, and encourage 

the negroes to sing their snatches of song, or play their games of hazard, or 

dance under the shade of the tamarind tree. This, however, was only the 

case with the professional slave-driver, who was commissioned to convey 

the negroes to the coast; and if we wish to form a conception of the extent 

and intricate working of the curse inflicted upon the negroes by their 

contact with white men, we must set ourselves to imagine all the previous 

kidnapping and fighting which must have been necessary to procure every 

one of these droves which the Slatees carried down. What a number of 

processes must have conspired to bring a sufficient number of slaves 

together to form a drove! In one case, it would be a negro master selling a 

number of his spare slaves; and what an amount of suffering even in this 

case must there have been arising from the separation of relatives! In 

another case, it would be a father selling his son, or a son selling his old 

father, or a creditor selling his insolvent debtor. In a third, it would be a 

starving family voluntarily surrendering itself to slavery. When a scarcity 

occurred, instances used to be frequent of famishing negroes coming to the 

British stations in Africa and begging ñto be put upon the slave-chain.ò In 

a fourth case it would be a savage selling the boy or girl he had kidnapped 

a week ago on purpose. In a fifth, it would be a petty negro chief 

disposing of twenty or thirty negroes taken alive in a recent attack upon 

a village at a little distance from his own. Sometimes these forays in 

quest of negroes to sell are on a very large scale, and then they are 

called slave-hunts. The king of one negro country collects a large army, 

and makes an expedition into the territories of another negro king, 

ravaging and making prisoners as he goes. If the inhabitants make a 

stand against him, a battle ensues, in which the invading army is 

generally victorious. As many are killed as may be necessary to decide 

that such is the case; and the captives are driven away in thousands, to 

be kept on the property of the victor till he finds opportunities of selling 

them. In 1794, the king of the southern Foulahs, a powerful tribe in 

Nigritia, was known to have an army of 16,000 men constantly employed 

in these slave-hunting expeditions into his neighborsô territories. The 

slaves they procured made the largest item in his revenue.ò 

 

So we see that the immediate hands that grasped the bodies of black Africans in order to 

usher them into the slave trade were black!  
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The slaves were brought here by the British, the Dutch, the Spanish and the Yankees. It 

was the New England Colonies who first began the slave trade here, not the Southern 

Colonies. This issue will be discussed in depth later.  

 

Myth 2. New England could not have been so productive in the slave trade without the 

Southern demand! 
 

First, as we have already seen, this trade was forced on us and was a justification for our 

Revolution against King George. Second, Robert William Fogel and Stanley Lewis 

Engermanôs Time on the Cross: The Economics of American Negro Slavery, page 

14, shows that the United States possessed only 6% of the slaves taken in the entire slave 

trade from 1500 A.D. to 1870 A.D. Brazil possessed 38%, the British Caribbean 17%, the 

French Caribbean 17%, and Spanish America 17%. Of that 6% only 375, 000 were 

imported into the Southern States.24 So only 3% of the entire Atlantic Slave Population 

went to the South, yet if one group of people has born the brunt of the blame for the 

Atlantic slave trade it is the Southern peopleééééééééééUNBELIEVABLE!  

 

In North America, Virginia was the first to abolish the Slave Trade under Patrick Henry 

and the English were led by Granville Sharp, Thomas Clarkson, and William 

Wilberforce. All white Protestant Christians. After abolition, James Monroe sent many 

Africans back to Africa with the creation of Liberia/Monrovia. Lincoln was going to 

continue this policy until he was assassinated.   

 

Questions for enemies of the South: 

 

1. The Slave trade was originally forced on us. What else were we supposed to do that we 

didnôt do?  

 

2. What were we supposed to do with them? These people were brought to our shores, 

starving and desperate to get out of the hands of the slave merchants. They begged us to 

but them. What were we supposed to do? Let them go? They had no property, no 

weapons, and the Indians would have slaughtered them in the wilderness. We couldnôt 

send them all back to Africa. For one that would have cost a fortune and secondly, Africa 

was full of armies who would round up these people and put them right back into the 

slave trade. 

 

3. How would you have handled a savage, uneducated people better than we did? These 

people were not like the modern day educated black people. They were savage, pagan, 

immoral people, and given the circumstances it was the best practical option. Educated 

and civilized people can progress as free laborers more efficiently than being a slave. 

Uncivilized people progress as slaves of Christian freeman more efficiently than being 

free as Southern slaves themselves admitted and Fogel demonstrated. Moreover, even 

modern day liberals have admitted to me that the plight of blacks is worse now than it 

                                                 
24 Defence of Virginia, 236 
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ever has been in this country. So any criticism of the South must be taken with a grain of 

salt.  

 

4. The process was to civilize these people and in process of time emancipate a reformed 

and enlightened race. How else should we have gone about this? And please do not 

appeal to the modern policy because it is a massive failure.  

Given the circumstances we did an awesome job with the cards we were dealt. 

 

Myth 3. Free Northern labor conditions were better than southern slavery 

 

I would like to introduce the reader to Robert Fogel. Robert Fogel is a Yankee educator. 

He was born in New York. He moved to Chicago to teach and then moved back to New 

York to teach at Rochester. He was also stationed at Harvard University in a research 

associate position. In 1993, Fogel won the Nobel Memorial Prize in Economic Sciences 

Which basically acknowledged him as the best economist alive at the time.   

 

Fogel held to the abolitionist position on the institution of slavery, and vigorously 

condemned it in his own writings.   Fogel specialized in the field of African slavery and 

the lives of slaves in America. By his own testimony he gave the issue, ñA quarter 

century of intensive researchò. His work Time on the Cross (1974) was an extensive 

documentary work on the quality of the lives of slaves in America. His conclusions were 

so contradictory to the stories we have been told by this Government to enrage a 

firestorm of criticism against his work.  

 

Yet after taking into account the many criticisms of his work for 15 years, Fogel 

published Without Consent or Contract in 1989, arriving at the same basic conclusions 

about the quality of slave life as he did in Time on the Cross and in some respects came 

to conclusions that displayed an even better standard of living as he showed in Time on 

the Cross. In slaveryôs  modes and circumstances in the South we see according to Robert 

Fogelôs Time on the Cross, page 244, ñData in the 1850 census suggest that the economic 

condition of the average free northern Negro may have been worse than that of the 

average free negro in the South.ò 

 

And again, ñThe material (not psychological) conditions of the lives of slaves compared 

favorably with those of free industrial workers.ò (pg. 5) 

 

And again, ñU.S. Slaves had much longer life expectations than free urban industrial  

workers in both the United States and Europe.ò (pg. 126) 

 

After considering years of criticism of this book Fogel states in his Without Consent or 

Contract (New York, N.Y.: W.W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1989), 395,  

 

ñA quarter century of intensive research into the standard of living both of 

urban industrial workers (especially in Great Britain) and of American and 

West Indian slaves has not demonstrated a clear-cut moral advantage for 

the performance of either system on these purely material matters, at least 



25 

 

not for the first six decades of the nineteenth century. Evidence recently 

collected on the heights of the British and other European workers 

confirms the opinion of radical leaders such as William Cobbett that 

British ówage slavesô of the early part of the century were generally more 

poorly nourished than chattel slaves in the New World. The comparison 

between the nutrition of urban wage earners in the United States with 

that of American slaves is closer, yet here too the slaves  appear to have 

had an advantage , although only a slight one.ò 

 

Myth 3. Black slaves received no wages for their work 

 

Robert Fogel showed in TOC pages 5-6 that the southern slave received back 90% of the 

income he produced.  Fogel says again in TOC, page 84-85, 

  

ñFirst and foremost, planters promoted family formation both through 

exhortation and through economic inducements.  ñMarriage is to be 

encouraged,ò wrote James Hammond to his overseer, ñas it adds to the 

comfort, happiness and health of those entering upon it, besides ensuring a 

greater increase.ò  The economic inducements for marriage generally 

included a house, a private plot of land which the family could work on 

its own and, frequently, a bounty either in cash or in household 

goods.  The primary inducements for childbearing were the lighter work 

load and the special care given to expectant and new mothers.  The field-

work requirement of women after the fifth month of pregnancy was 

generally reduced by 40 or 50 percent.  In the last month they were 

frequently taken off fieldwork altogether and assigned such light tasks as 

sewing or spinning.ò  

 

The slaves had everything they needed for life. They were given food, shelter, health 

care, and retirement. Moreover, Dabney speaks in detail to the way our system in 

Virginia operated: 

 

ñA given landholder was, under our beneficent system, a slaveholder. He 

employed ten labourers; and for them and their families he reserved four 

hundred bushels of grain in his garners, which their labour and his capital 

jointly had produced. This grain is worth to him wholesale prices; and it is 

distributed by him to his servants, throughout the year, without charge. It 

is, in fact, a part of the virtual wages of their labour; and they get it at the 

wholesale price. But now, abolition comes: these ten labourers become 

freemen and householders. They now work the same lands, for the same 

proprietor; and instead of drawing their wages in the form of a generous 

subsistence at wholesale prices, they draw money. Out of that money they 

and their families must be maintained. One result is, that the landholder 

now has a surplus of four hundred bushels more than before. Of course it 

goes to the corn-merchant. And there must these labourers go, with their 

money wages, to buy this same corn, at the enhanced retail price. They get 
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less for their labour. The local merchant, thus unnecessarily invited in, 

sucks a greedy profit; a vain show of trading activity is made in the 

community; and all the really producing classes are made actually poorer; 

while this unproductive consumer, the unnecessary retail trader, 

congratulates himself on his mischievous prosperity. It is most obvious, 

that when the advocate of the hireling system attempts to reply to this, by 

saying that his system has opened a place for an additional branch of 

industry, that of enlarged traffic, he is preposterous. The answer is, that the 

additional industry is a loss: it is unproductive. As reasonably might one 

argue that crime is promotive of publick prosperity, by opening up a new 

branch of remunerative industry,ðthat of police and jailors, (a well-paid 

class!)é 

 

By the census of 1860, while the population of the Free. States was not 

quite nineteen millions, their total of assessed values, real and personal, 

was $6,541,000,000: being three hundred and forty-six ($346) dollars to 

each soul. The free white population of the South was a little more than 

eight and a quarter millions, and our total of assessed values was $5,465,-

808,000 : being six hundred and sixty ($660) dollars to each soul; nearly 

double the wealth of the North. But if the four millions of Africans in the 

South be added, our people still have four hundred and forty-seven 

($447) dollars of value for each soul, black and white.ò25  

 

As a post-script, when a Communist or Yankee introduces you to a photograph of slaves 

whose living conditions look oppressive, check to see the historical context.  

First, what did the average white workerôs life look like at that time? Do they make a fair 

comparison, and was the average white workerôs life that much superior to the average 

southern slave? The statistics say the exact opposite.  

 

Myth 4. The lives of modern African-Americans have been irreparably damaged by 

slavery, and therefore the government should provide endless entitlements and 

reparations to the black population.   

 

First, this little myth is exposed by the fact that abolition was the first piece of legislation 

to economically destroy blacks as we have already seen. Moreover, Fogel says again in 

TOC, pg. 115, ñThe slave diet was not only adequate, it actually exceeded modern (1964) 

recommended daily levels of the chief nutrients.ò  

 

On page 112, figure 33 of TOC, Fogel shows that the slave diet in 1860 was better than 

the average daily food consumption of the entire population in 1879.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
25 Defence of Virginia, 330-331 
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Then after 15 years of criticism of his work he showed on page 133 of WCOC that the 

Southern slave diet was superior to all western nations except for the American and 

Australian diets.  
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Secondly, as Fogel demonstrated, the southern slave received back 90% of the income he 

produced.  

 

During slavery, the slave purchased goods directly at wholesale prices but when abolition 

commenced, he had to pay both the farmer and the merchant middle man for goods 

produced by the same farm he used to work at.  

 

Thirdly, slaves had good shelter and their houses were generally not overcrowded,  

 

Fogel states in TOC, page 115,  

 

ñThe most systematic housing information comes from the census of 

1860, which included a count of slave houses. These census data show that 

on average there were 5.2 slaves per house on large plantations. The 

number of persons per free household in 1860 was 5.3.ò  

 

Many propagandists will show pictures of slaves with dirt on their clothes living in 

menial conditions while not comparing those conditions to the conditions of average 

working white people at that time. As Fogel points out, ñmuch of rural America still lived 

in log cabins in the 1850s.ò26 They will also point to the conditions of blacks after the 

civil war during Reconstruction after the wealth of the South had been destroyed to prove 

the poor conditions of blacks. Watch out for that manipulation as well.  

 

In TOC, pg. 125 figure 36, Fogel showed that the life expectation of slaves was favorable 

to most western nations. They were listed 5th place behind American white men, the 

English, Holland and France.  

 

Fifthly, integration has been the most influential legislation in removing the wealthy and 

educated blacks from the black communities, and has left them to be ruled by gangs and 

drug dealers. Black Scholar, Roy L. Brooksô Integration or Separation? also provided 

 criticisms of Integration. In Chapter 6, ñWhy Integration Has Failedò, Brooks says, 

 

ñWhen all the probing, postulating, and proselytizing about the American 

race problem comes to an end, one thing will remain clear beyond 

peradventure: the traditional liberal solution to the problem-racial 

integration-is not the right answer for most African Americans. Four 

decades after the Brown V. Board of Education, millions of African 

Americans are still not receiving adequate education and emotional 

support in our public schools, are still not living in safe and decent 

neighborhoods, are still not working to their full economic and emotional 

potential, and are still not able to protect their social and economic 

interests through the political processé[Integration] has encouraged and 

facilitated an exodus of talented individuals and stable families from 

African American communities during the post-1960s, and thereby 

                                                 
26 TOC, 116 
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depleted these communities of human and economic resources. This flight 

to integration has left millions of African Americans in the nationôs inner 

cities not just poor but poverty stricken.ò27 

 

Thus, if anyone is to blame for the plight of the black man today it is the Yankee Federal 

government that the blacks have teamed up with for so long, not the southern white man. 

The Yankee federal  governmentôs policy of pointing bayonets in the backs of southern 

white women only served to enrage the southern white population against the blacks even 

more as they saw and continue to see the blacks, and their interests protected by the 

federal government,  even more as an extension of the oppressive federal government.  

 

In the famous series PBS series Eyes on the Prize episode 2,  we have these liberal blacks 

proclaiming their pride and honor of forcing themselves onto people that wanted nothing 

to do with them; proclaiming their love, allegiance and league with the federal 

government which is supplanting the evil white southerners; these same hypocrites who 

point to the statement in the declaration of independence ñWe hold these truths to be self-

evident, that all men are created equalò yet totally violate the very next statement which 

says, ñThat to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their 

just powers from the consent of the governedò knowing God damn well, that integration 

was not something that the southern states consented to; knowing God damn well that the 

entire fiasco was forced onto them at the end of bayonet. 

 

Sixth, there were tens of thousands of free blacks in each state and there were thousands 

of black slave owners.  On page 1 of Black Slaveowners: Free Black Slave Masters in 

South Carolina, 1790-1860 by Larry Koger, we read, 

 

ñIn Louisiana, Maryland, South Carolina, and Virginia, free blacks owned 

more than 10, 000 slaves, according to the federal census of 1830.ò 

 

If the reader wants more detail into this census he can read Free Negro owners of slaves 

in the United States in 1830 by Carter Woodson. Woodson goes into great detail in the 

census showing all the names of the slave owners and how many slaves they had. In the 

1830 census the reader can also see the tens of thousands of free blacks in each state. 

 

Seventh, the record shows that the physical and moral well being of blacks diminishes the 

further away from Southern slavery we drift. Fogel pointed out in WCOC, page 164 that 

Dubois had complained of the 25% illegitimacy rate in the black family around the 

beginning of the 20th century. Today the illegitimacy rate in the black family is almost 

75%!  

 

It has then been proved that the physical and moral well being of the blacks has since 

never been better since slavery, just as the Southerners argued would be the case and just 

as Yah decreed through his prophet Noah in Genesis 9.28  

                                                 
27 Roy L. Brooks, Integration or Separation (Harvard University Press: Cambridge, Mass. 1996), 104-106 
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Myth 5. Slaves were lazy as a part of their rebellion to the slave system which is why 

the system was generally inefficient. 

 

Fogel shows in WCOC pages 76-77 that the slave system was extremely efficient and 

more efficient than the Farms without slavery.  Fogel says,  

 

ñWhen the technical efficiencies of agriculture in the North and in all 

farms in the South are compared, the South has an advantage of about 35 

percentéFree farms in the Old South were slightly less efficient than 

northern farms, while the free farms in the new South were somewhat 

more efficient than those in the North. These differences tended to net out 

so that, overall, only a small fraction of the edge enjoyed by southern 

agriculture was due to the superior performance of the free sector. The 

technical efficiency of the slave farms, particularly of the intermediate and 

large plantations, accounted for about 90 percent of the southern 

advantage.ò 

 

Myth 6. Southerners were engaged in slave breeding 

 

Fogel says in TOC, page 79,  

 

ñthe many thousands of hours of research by professional historians into 

plantations records have failed to produce a single authenticated case of 

the óstudô plantations alleged in abolitionist literature.ò  

 

And again in TOC pages 85-86, 

 

ñthe main thrust of the economic incentives generated by the American 

slave system operated against eugenic manipulation and against sexual 

abuse.  Those who engaged in such acts did so, not because of their 

economic interests, but despite them.  Instructions from slaveowners to 

their overseers frequently gave recognition to this conflict.  They contain 

explicit caveats against ñundue familiarityò which might undermine slave 

morale and discipline.  ñHaving connection with any of my female 

servants,ò wrote a leading Louisiana planter, ñwill most certainly be 

visited with a dismissal from my employment, and no excuse can or will 

be taken.ò  No set of instructions to overseers has been uncovered which 

explicitly or implicitly encouraged selective breeding or promiscuity.ò 

 

Myth 7. Southern slavery was a Holocaust and a Genocide for black people. 

 

                                                                                                                                                 
28 See Matthew Pooleôs Synopsis Criticorum aliorumque Sacrae Scripturae Interpretum (1669-1676) take 

on the infamous Gen. 9 passage where he showed hundreds of years before the Confederacy that the 

consensus view of the passage is exactly what the South said.  
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The population of Southern slaves increased from 357, 000 that were originally imported, 

and remember we did not bring the slaves here, to 4 million by the time of the civil war.  

That is almost a 1200% increase in the southern black population. That is the exact 

opposite of a genocide or a holocaust.  

 

Many point to the fact that the US was the major slave power in the 19th century, but 

Fogel pointed out that it was not because the U.S. participated more in the slave trade but 

because of the natural increase of their original small slave population.29 As we have 

already seen, the life expectation of the Southern slaves was competitive with western 

nations. The reason we became so powerful with slavery is because we treated the slaves 

well and taught them the Bible.  

 

Myth 8. Slaves were not allowed to be educated or to rise in rank and responsibility but 

were confined to menial labor. 

 

After the Nat Turner rebellion which murdered about 60 people, Virginia passed a law 

that no stranger, black, or person outside of the family or not approved by the family 

could educate the black slaves. The Nat Turner rebellion was shown to stem from 

abolition propaganda and thus protections were needed. (Code of Virginia, 1849, Chapter 

198, Sections 28-33).  

 

The families of the slaves educated them. Such an example can be found in the Sabbath 

Schools, such as the one administered by Stonewall Jackson. There are many books 

concerning this topic. The point is, the Southern Governments saw the truth of Gen. 9 and 

understood that the black mind is much weaker than the other races of the world and 

generally unfit to meet the challenges of an academic conflict between white southerners 

and abolitionists. But know that the law did not, not, not, flow out of a desire of hatred 

and suppression for the black population but was instead a barrier to protect the southern 

population from blacks rising up in murderous insanity. Simply read Nat Turnerôs own 

words and you will see he was a lunatic who admitted his master was good to him but out 

of the influence of some equally insane theological sentiments, he rose up in bloody 

murder against the white population. Since the blacks have been given their freedom they 

have generally followed the most ridiculous and scandalous religious predators in 

America. The southerners were protecting them and their own populations from the 

disastrous effects of the black manôs generally weak, easily enticed and manipulated 

mind.  

 

The best modern day example I can think of is the black Hebrew Israelites. These  

professional idiots believe that they and the American Indians (!) are the true ethnic Jews, 

even though they are different ethnicities and that the Jewish race that the world has 

known for thousands of years is really not Jewish but a product of a Khazarian 

conspiracy. Black people will believe the most outlandish nonsense simply because the 

teachers of this religion arouse their emotions and entice them.  

 

However, Fogel states in TOC pages 38-39, 

                                                 
29 TOC, 29 
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"In the city of Charleston, for example about 27 percent of the adult 

male slaves were skilled artisans.  In several of the most important 

crafts of that city -- including carpentry and masonry -- slaves actually 

outnumbered the whites.  Some bondsmen even ascended into such 

professions as architecture and engineeringé 

 

 Indeed, on the large plantations slaves actually predominated in the crafts 

and in the lower mangerial ranks.  To a surprising extend, slaves held the 

top managerial posts. Within the agricultural sector, about 7.0 percent of 

the men held managerial posts and 11.9 percent were skilled craftsmen 

(blacksmiths, carpenters, coopers, etc.).  Another 7.4 percent were 

engaged in semi-skilled and domestic or quasi-domestic jobs: teamsters, 

coachmen, gardeners, stewards, and house servants. Occupational 

opportunity was more limited for women.  About 80 percent of slave 

women labored in the fields.  Virtually all of the 20 percent who were 

exempt from field tasks worked as house servants or in such positions as 

seamstresses and nurses." 

 

 

 

Myth 9. Southern slave holders regularly sold off their slaves for profit and destroyed 

black families 

 

Fogel states in TOC, page 54,  

 

ñThese conclusions have emerged from the analysis of the birth, purchase, 

and sales records of nineteen plantations with a total population of thirty-

nine hundred slaves. Over a period of ninety years ending in 1865, a mere 

seven slaves were sold from these plantations. Of these, six were born on 

their plantations and one was purchased. Since a total of thirty-three 

hundred slaves were born on these nineteen plantations during the years in 

question, the ratio of sales to births was a mere .2 percent.ò  

 

And again in Without Consent or Contract, 69,  

 

ñinterstate slave trading could not have accounted for a significant fraction 

of the profits of the slave-owning class and may actually have reduced 

their collective profit.ò  

 

Myth 10. The rape of slaves was protected by law and society 

 

R.L. Dabney says, 

 

ñéwhile many indictments are found against black men for rape of white 

women, none exist, in the history of jurisprudence, against white men for 
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rape of black women. And this, not because there would have been any 

difficulty in making the indictment lie: but because, as the most 

experienced lawyers testify, the crime is unheard of on the part of white 

men amongst us.ò30  

 

In U.B. Phillipsô American Negro Slavery, chapter 22, Phillips documented over 100 

cases of blacks raping white women among many other crimes in the Antebellum South. 

In Diane Sommervilleôs Rape and Race in the Nineteenth-Century South (The University 

of North Carolina Press, 2004), page 1, we read, 

 

ñIn 1918 the historian Ulrich B. Phillips, citing 105 cases of slaves 

accused of  raping white women, challenged the óoft-asserted Southern 

tradition that Negroes never violated white women before slavery was 

abolished.ò 

 

One can simply look at the U.S. Department of Justiceôs Criminal Victimization in the 

United States, 2008 Statistical Tables, table 42, to see that white men raped 0% of the 

Black women represented by this investigation.  

 

Where is the evidence for this claim against Southern white men? Give us the case 

numbers and weôll look into it. Until then all you are doing is using demagoguery.  

If one wishes to investigate the men who perpetrated the most rape in the South, it was 

the Yankee invading Army. This will be spoken to in depth later.  

 

Thirdly, the fact that white plantation owners had black mistresses who bore mulatto 

babies does not mean that a rape occurred. Men with great wealth and power rarely need 

to rape a woman for sex. Long-term monetary compensation usually wins over a 

beautiful woman of loose morals. 

 

A popular University Text, Understanding the American Promise Vol. I To 1877, 

published by Bedford/St. Martinôs states on page 348, 

 

ñNo feature of plantation life generated more anguish among mistresses 

than miscegenation.ò 

 

Oh really? That is fascinating because Yankee States like Ohio contained more 

Mulattos than blacks in the 1850 Census. The text continues, 

 

ñMary Boykin Chestnut of Camden, South Carolina, confided in her diary, 

óOurs is a monstrous system, a wrong and iniquity. Like the patriarchs of 

old, our men live all in one house with their wives and their concubines; 

and the mulattos one sees in every family partly resemble the white 

children.ò  

 

                                                 
30 Defence of Virginia, 1867, page 233 
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First, in South Carolina, only 1 in 30 black slaves was mulatto according to the 1850 

Census.   Second, her assertion that there was a Mulatto in every family also does not 

match the data in the 1850 Census. Third, as has already been documented, the Plantation 

represented 3% of the Southern Population. Even if her accusation was correct that every 

plantation family contained a mulatto, her assertion that it was a SYSTEM is refuted by 

the fact that the plantation system made up only 3% of the Southôs population. 

 

Myth 11. Black people built this country. 

 

Only 15-20% of the southern population owned slaves and only 3% were the tea drinking 

idle leeches that owned Plantations. Even a liberal publication, like PBSôs Africans in 

America admits, 

 

ñThe standard image of Southern slavery is that of a large plantation with 

hundreds of slaves. In fact, such situations were rare. Fully 3/4 of 

Southern whites did not even own slaves; of those who did, 88% owned 

twenty or fewer. ò31  

 

Myth 12. The South treated the slaves like cattle and gave them no day of rest. 

 

The Slaves were given a Sabbath rest as protected by law. The Code of Virginia, 1849, 

Chapter 196, Section 16 states, ñIf a free person, on a Sabbath day, be found laboring at 

any trade or calling, or employ his apprentices, servants or slaves in labour or other 

business, except in household or other work of necessity or charity, he shall forfeit two 

dollars for each offence; every day any servant, apprentice or slave is so employed, 

constituting a distinct offence.ò I donôt have that right today! 

 

Myth 13. The South gave preferential treatment to whites and denied blacks proper 

justice in their courts. Black people had no legal rights.  

 

Sure the whites were treated with preference. They were the people who established the 

nation. Jews were given preferential treatment to foreigners in the Mosaic law. That does 

not mean that blacks had no legal rights. The Code of Virginia, 1849, Chapter 191, 

Section 9, criminalizes acts of violence committed by either a white man or a black 

man. In Commonwealth v. Carver. June T. 1827. 5 Randôs Rep. 660, as recorded in A 

Practical Treatise on the Law of Slavery by Jacob D. Wheeler (pg. 254), this law was 

judged to be applicable to the victim: a black slave. In Souther v. The Commonwealth. 7 

Grattan, 673, 1851, Simeon Souther was convicted of second degree murder for abusing 

his slave Sam, without intention to kill; yet the slave did die on this occasion. For his 

cruelty he was convicted of 2nd degree murder and confined to the penitentiary where he 

died. Moreover, kidnapping and selling people into slavery was punished with 

confinement to the penitentiary 3-10 years. (The Code of Virginia, 1849, Chapter 191, 

Section 17). Not only was slavery by kidnapping forbidden, but if one found himself the 

victim of such a crime, a slave could sue for freedom if he was detained unlawfully. (The 

Code of Virginia, 1849, Chapter 106) 

                                                 
31 http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/aia/part4/4p2956.html 
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Myth 14. Slaves preferred suicide over slave life. 

 

Fogel replies, ñLess than one slave in every ten thousand committed suicide in 1850.ò32  

 

Now, that the readerôs attention has been, shall we say, stimulated, let us now consider a 

fuller exposition of the History of Southern Slavery.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
32 TOC, 124 
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Introduction 
 

 

Before I begin I would like to anticipate some objections and accusations as to 

clear the path. 

 

1. If you are a typical anti-white, pro-Jeffersonian Communist (An advocate of universal 

equality), let me assure you that I used to think just like you. I was raised an atheist in the 

public school system. My cultural upbringing was rooted in Eazy-E, Too-Short, and the 

Geto Boys. My High School years were formed by the Wu-Tang Clan. I bought the anti-

Christian, anti-European propaganda hook, line and sinker. I was convinced that my 

white Christian ancestors in the South were evil monsters and thus any identification with 

them was rejected. 

 

Even after my conversion into Christianity at the age of about 20, I still maintained the 

idea that God cares nothing about race, or heritage. Having been brainwashed by Jesuit 

Dispensationalism and still clinging to my Hollywood programming, I considered any 

white man with a care for his heritage and race an ignorant back-woods redneck. Thus 

any and all forms of multi-culturalism were to be sought. 

 

The positions I have now espoused are results of my own personal life study and 

experience. 

 

2. I donôt hate black people. On the contrary, I am very friendly with black people and 

have been greatly exhorted by the godly moral lifestyles of black men I have worked 

with. I make a distinction between the Majority Savage Blacks and the Minority Civil 

Blacks. 

 

3. My position on race does not concern how individual people get along. People of 

different cultures can get along fine as individuals.  The concerns I have are not about 

individuals but group dynamics. 

 

4. I am not advocating Pre-Civil Rights Era Segregation. I am advocating Nationalism for 

both Blacks and Whites. I am advocating that a portion of North America be reserved for 

the re-establishment of the American Blacks. This removes the ability of white men to 

discriminate against black men. Do you have no pride black man? Do you really think 

you need the white man to succeed? This system is designed to fail. It is designed to 

destroy both your people and my people, the Southern Protestant. That has been the 

design the whole time.  Thomas Jefferson says in Notes on the State of Virginia, Query 

XIV,  (1787),  

 

ñIt will probably be asked, Why not retain and incorporate the blacks into 

the state, and thus save the expense of supplying, by importation of white 

settlers, the vacancies they will leave? Deep rooted prejudices entertained 

by the whites; ten thousand recollections, by the blacks, of the injuries 

they have sustained; new provocations; the real distinctions which nature 
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has made; and many other circumstances, will divide us into parties, and 

produce convulsions, which will probably never end but in the 

extermination of the one or the other race. ï To these objections, which 

are political, may be added others, which are physical and moral.ò 

 

This government has known for a long time that the integration policy was not going to 

work. You see, the Jesuits are masters of class conflict. They have been kicked out of 83 

Countries for fomenting wars. Did you know that? 

 

5. I admit that the United States Conspiracy is not only against White Protestantism. This 

government has tried to exterminate the blacks on numerous occasions and has played a 

vital role in the destruction of their communities. 

 

The following will rely on a revealed view of history as described in the Bible and will 

not allow any Scientific Method to determine the meaning and direction of History. I 

have already refuted the Empirical method and shown the entire Scientific method to be 

formally fallacious, providing quotes from Secular Educators themselves to this effect. A 

coming book will document this in detail.  

 

Thus, my appeals to History will be from actual written records instead of appeals to 

DNA or Genetic History. Among many records, I will primarily rely on the great 

Historian John Clark Ridpath for History before the 20th Century. Ridpath was not a 

Christian but a Darwinist. However, Rome had not yet fully grasped our educational 

establishment and he exposed the history of Roman Catholic tyranny with great skill in 

his many volumes. 

 

This discourse will be organized according to chronological flow. It will demonstrate that 

the Jesuit order of the Roman Catholic Church has used and is still using the Blacks from 

Africa to perpetrate race war against their political enemies, primarily the White-Anglo 

Protestants (WASPs). Though the Luciferian Jesuits have had and still have Catholic 

enemies within their own Churches, the Hierarchy of the Roman Church obeys these men 

with fear. The Jesuits will be shown to have been the fountain of the Illuminati and the 

French Revolution pursuant unto the downfall of all ancient and traditional governments, 

religions and ways of life, pursuant to the demoralization and denationalization (Which 

requires integration and miscegenation) of all peoples to dissolve their National 

Governments into an International Government headed by the Vatican and its Jesuit order 

completing their Counter Reformation and the Re-establishment of the Holy Roman 

Empire. 

 

The Chicago Tribune, May 5, 1903: 

 

ñQUIGLEY AS AN OPTIMIST. SEES WONDERFUL GROWTH OF 

ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH, 

 

Standing the Only Man Among 800 Women, the Archbishop Declares He 

Has Been Deeply Impressed by the Progressive Spirit of the West 
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Forecasts the Time When the Religion He Represents Will Lead the 

World. 

 

ñSince I have seen the western parochial schools I have come to the 

conclusion that in fifty years, if things go on as I see, they are going on at 

present, the Catholic Church will actually own the west.ò 

 

Such was the optimistic declaration of Archbishop Quigley last night 

before the Children of Mary sodality at the Holy Name parish school, 

Chicago avenue and Cass street. The occasion was a reception given to the 

Archbishop by the members of the sodality, and the prelate was the only 

man in a gathering of 800 women. 

 

ñWithin twenty years this country is going to rule the world. Kings and 

emperors will soon pass away, and the democracy of the United States 

will take their place. The west will dominate the country, and what I have 

seen of the western parochial schools has proved that the generation which 

follows us will be exclusively Catholic. When the United States rules the 

world the Catholic Church will rule the world.ò33 

 

There is no option for America. In order to survive, the Protestant Southern Bible 

Belt must rise again. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
33 Jeremiah Crowley, Romanism a Menace to the Nation, 573; I obtained a copy of this edition of the 

original article from the Chicago Tribune through the Public Libraries of Louisville, KY and Chicago, IL.  
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Chapter I 

Identifying the Real Slave Traders 
 

I would like to begin briefly with what many Western students of the slave trade 

often ignore:  the Mohammedansô involvement in kidnapping and selling African slaves. 

What The Nation of Islam often ignores is that Mohammedans have been kidnapping 

Africans and making slaves of them since at the earliest, the time of Mohammed himself 

and even after the slave trade was abolished in the white countries, the Mohammedans 

continued to kidnap and trade prolifically under Mohammed Ali.34 Also, the Negroes 

themselves practiced hereditary slavery such as the Ethiopians through purchase and war-

prisoners from neighboring tribes.35  

 

But our concern is the Atlantic Slave Trade. Pope Nicholas V issued the papal bull Dum 

Diversas in 1452. This Bull granted Afonso V of Portugal the right to enslave ñSaracens, 

pagans and any other unbelieversò to hereditary slavery. The Roman Churchôs approval 

of the slave trade was reaffirmed and supplemented by Nicholas Vôs Bull, Romanus 

Pontifex of 1455. These bulls served the justification for the subsequent centuries of slave 

trade and colonialism. 

 

The two countries who first had their hands into the African slave trade were Roman 

Catholic Portugal and Spain. Roman Catholic Portugal was the first to start stealing the 

Negroes with Antonio Gonzalez in 1434 A.D. Gonzalez sold these slaves to Muslims 

(Prolific African slave traders) in southern Spain. Roman Catholic Spain was the first to 

become party with the Portuguese in this trade. At the beginning of the 16th century this 

trade became so large that thousands were taken from Africa annually.36 When America 

was discovered in 1492 the Spaniards were the first to colonize it and began to enslave 

the Native Americans.37 But they proved too weak to bear up under slave labor. It got so 

bad that even Roman Catholic clergymen protested it!38 A stronger slave was needed, and 

thus the Negro was looked upon as prey. Thus in 1503 A.D. - 1510 A.D.  the Spaniards 

began the Negro slave trade to the Americas. 

 

In 1562, England under Queen Elizabeth legalized the purchase of Negro slaves but there 

was not much demand for them at the time due to unsuccessful English Colonization (It 

would not be until the 17th century that the Puritan English Colonies would succeed). 

Even the Dutch slave ship that landed between 1619-1620 in Virginia was on behalf of 

Spanish Colonies.39 Immediately after this, all the major commercialized countries of the 

world, and sadly Protestant Governments participated in the criminal and unbiblical sin 

of the Negro slave trade.  However, let it be remembered that it was the Roman Church 

that wet the appetites of all the other countries who participated in it. The South did not 

                                                 
34 Blake, William O., The History of Slavery and the Slave Trade, Chapter 8 
35 Ibid., 94 
36 Ibid., 95 
37 Ibid., 95-96 
38 Ibid., 96 
39 Ibid., 98 
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participate in it, and as we shall see later, the Jesuits were behind the English Slave 

Trade.40  

 

Blake speaks to the issue of Elizabeth with more detail, 

 

ñThe first importation of slaves from Africa by the English was in 1562, in 

the reign of Elizabeth. This great princess seems on the very 

commencement of the trade to have questioned its lawfulness; to have 

entertained a religious scruple concerning it, and, indeed, to have revolted 

at the very thought of it. She seems to have been aware of the evils to 

which its continuance might lead, or that, if it were sanctioned, the most 

unjustifiable means might be made use of to procure the persons of the 

natives of Africa. And in what light she would have viewed any acts of 

this kind, had they taken place, we may conjecture from this fact; that 

when Captain (afterwards Sir John) Hawkins returned from his first 

voyage to Africa and Hispaniola, whither he had carried slaves, she sent 

for him, and, as we learn from Hillôs Naval History, expressed her concern 

lest any of the Africans should be carried off without their free consent, 

declaring that ñIt would be detestable, and call down the vengeance of 

Heaven upon the undertakers.ò Captain Hawkins promised to comply with 

the injunctions of Elizabeth in this respect. But he did not keep his word; 

for when he went to Africa again, he seized many of the inhabitants, and 

carried them off as slaves, which occasioned Hill, in the account he gives 

of his voyage, to use these remarkable words: ñHere began the horrid 

practice of forcing the Africans into slavery, an injustice and barbarity 

which, so sure as there is vengeance in heaven for the worst of crimes, will 

some time be the destruction of all who allow or encourage it.ò41  

 

Elizabeth resisted the African slave trade. No charter was made by her for these actions 

and none existed in England until 1618. Therefore, these actions must be looked upon as 

piracy.  It must be remembered that Hawkins did indeed kidnap Africans42 but it must 

also be understood that he did it against the will of his sovereign Queen. One good 

indication that Hawkins was not on good terms with Elizabeth at this time was his 

involvement in a conspiracy with Philip II to assassinate Elizabeth. Though he did not go 

through with it, he was originally interested in the plot and cooperated with it. Now when 

the trade began to boom in the mid-1600s this gave impetus for many Negroes to kidnap 

each other and for rival tribes to make prisoners of each other to sell to the Europeans on 

the coast. The trade became so big that factories were created to make the entire African 

trade of wax and ivory and slaves more efficient.43  

 

Just like the derelicts who worked the slave ships, the men who would be willing to work 

these factories were also men of ill repute. Blake says, 

                                                 
40 Ibid., 98 
41 Ibid. 158. See also The New and Complete American Encyclopedia (1808), Volume 4, 237  
42 Ibid., 108 
43 Ibid., 99 
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ñThe European subordinates of the establishment consisted of clerks, 

bookkeepers, warehousemen, artificers, mechanics, gunners, and private 

soldiers, all of whom had particular quarters assigned for their abode, and 

lived under military discipline. The soldiers employed in the service of the 

different African companies were mostly invalids, and persons who had 

been dismissed from the army on account of bad conduct. Destitute of the 

means of subsistence at home, such men willingly engaged to go to the 

coast of Africa, where they knew they would be permitted to lead a life of 

ease, indolence, and licentiousness, and be exposed to no danger except 

that of a deadly climate, which was in reality the most certain and 

inevitable one that they could anywhere encounter.ò 44  

 

At the end of the slave trade Africa even had armies of men to hunt and capture other 

Africans to be sold into slavery. 

 

Blake says, 

 

ñThe first attempt by the British to establish a regular trade on the African 

coast, was made in the year 1618, when James L granted an exclusive 

charter to Sir Robert Rich, and some other merchants of London, for 

raising a joint stock company to trade to Guinea. The profits not being 

found to answer their expectations, the charter was suffered to expire. 

In 1631, Charles I. granted a second charter to Richard Young, Sir Ken 

elm Digby, and sundry merchants, to enjoy the exclusive trade to the coast 

of Guinea, between Cape Blanco and the Cape of Good Hope, for a period 

of thirty-one years. As the English had by this time began the settlement of 

plantations in the West Indies, Negroes were in general demand; and the 

company erected on the African coast, forts and warehouses, to protect 

their commerce. Private adventurers and interlopers of all nations broke in 

upon them, and forced the trade open, and so it continued until after the 

restoration of Charles II. In 1662, a third exclusive company was 

incorporated, consisting of many persons of high rank and distinction, at 

the head of whom was the kingôs brother, the Duke of York. This 

company undertook to supply the English plantations with 3000 negroes, 

annually. In 1664, all the Dutch forts on the African coast but two were 

captured by the English; but in the following year they were retaken by the 

Dutch Admiral, De Ruyter, who also seized one of the forts belonging to 

the English company. In 1672, the company surrendered their charter. 

[FOR A BETTER ONE!-DS] 

 

The same year, 1672, the fourth and last exclusive company was 

established. It was dignified by the title of the Royal African Company, 

and had among the stockholders, the king, the duke of York, and many 

other persons of high rank. The capital was £111,000, and was raised in 

nine months. They paid £35,000 for the forts of the old company. [SEE!-

                                                 
44 Ibid., 100 
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DS] Besides the traffic in slaves, they imported into England great 

quantities of gold. In 1673, 50,000 guineas, (named from the country), 

were coined. They also imported redwood, ivory, wax, &cut ., and- 

exported to the value of £70,000, annually, in English goods. 

The revolution of 1688 upset the exclusive privileges of this company. By 

the 1st William and Mary, the African, and all other exclusive companies 

not authorized by parliament were abolished. The company, however, 

continued its operations.ò45  

 

It is interesting that the year that England considered the African slave trade (1618) was 

the beginning of the 30 Years War. As we see from Blake, slavery does not flourish 

under James I but it was considered. Elizabeth did no such thing. This is indicative of 

Jamesô personality. He did in fact reject papal authority and the Jesuits did try to 

assassinate him with the Gunpowder Plot. However, it was only because of his personal 

prerogative to sustain his powers as an absolute Monarch and head of the Church. He 

persecuted Protestant Puritans in England and he created havoc among the Protestants in 

Scotland. King James plotted against the Reformation.  James passed the Black 

Acts (1584) to impose royal authority over the Kirk  between 1584 and 1603. This Act 

prohibited ecclesiastical assemblies without the Kingôs consent; thus attacking previous 

Protestant legislation. Between 1618-1621, James increased his pressures against the 

Reformation. The Reformed Presbytery says, 

 

ñThus, after several former attempts to this effect, was episcopacy again 

established, and prelates lording over GODôS heritage advanced, imposing 

their Popish ceremonies, which in that pretended assembly convened at 

Perth, anno 1618, were enacted, and afterwards ratified in a subsequent 

parliament, in the year 1621.ò46  

 

I understand that the Protestant Elizabethan ñGolden Ageò flourished under his reign but 

James was no Protestant Christian. He openly rejected the Protestant upbringing he 

received from George Buchanan with his wicked Black Acts. Charles I was also no 

Protestant. He was a crypto-catholic. He continued his Fatherôs attack on the Scottish 

Reformation through his Crypto-Catholic tyrant Bishop William Laud. We all know the 

humiliation he received under Cromwell but also, in 1637-1638 the Covenanter 

Protestants in Scotland rose up against the efforts of their King and renewed the 

Reformed National Covenant in March of 1638. Charles I refused to allow Protestants to 

officially assemble in England for the purpose of creating Religious Reform and 

Uniformity through extensive dialogue and debate. The Protestants were forced to pass a 

bill through the House of Commons with the agreement of the House of Lords without 

the Kingôs consent in June of 1643.  In 1643 the Westminster Assembly began. The 

Scottish Covenanters continued to resist the impositions of popish ceremonies upon their 

nation and in 1646 Charles I surrendered to the Covenanter army after his General 

Montrose was defeated at Newark. Later, Charles I would be beheaded by Cromwell. 

                                                 
45 Ibid., 107 
46 Act, Declaration and Testimony, Part 1 
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Charles II was also no Protestant; that wretch, that covenant breaking, treasonous, 

backstabbing bastard comes to the throne at his Fatherôs execution in 1649. Charles II 

was appointed King upon condition of him taking the Covenants. The Reformed 

Presbytery states, 

 

ñUpon which the parliament of Scotland, on the 5th of February, 1649, 

caused proclaim his son Charles II, king of Great Britain, France, Ireland 

(which title he had assumed himself at the Hague, as soon as the report of 

his fatherôs death came to his ears), promising their fidelity and defence of 

his person and authority, according to the National Covenant, and the 

Solemn League and Covenant. And in the same time declaring, that before 

he be admitted to the exercise of the royal power, he shall give security for 

the preservation and maintenance of the true reformed religion, and unity 

of the kingdoms, now established, by laws both civil and ecclesiastical, 

according to the covenants: which security for religion and liberty, at the 

first proposed treaty at the Hague, he deferred to grant, and afterward 

postponed the signing of the treaty at Breda, when everything was agreed 

upon, from the great hopes he entertained of accomplishing his design, 

without acquiescing with their demand from Montroseôs expedition, 

whom he had sent into Scotland with an army, in order to prepare his way 

into that kingdom, by devastation with fire and sword. But this intrigue not 

succeeding, he found himself obliged to comply with all their proposals, 

and signed the treaty. This treaty the king did in effect break, before he left 

Breda, by communicating after the Episcopal manner, contrary to the 

express warning and remonstrance of the commissioners from the church 

of Scotland, who went to him, and showed him his sin in so doing, and 

how inconsistent it was with his own concessions in the sent treaty; and an 

evidence that he had no intention to perform what he had agreed to, but 

dissembled with GOD and man; and he, on the other hand, put them off 

with sham excuses and professions; and so, from their too much credulity 

to his fraudulent professions and promises all along, they brought him 

over to Scotland, and before his landing in this kingdom, he takes the 

covenant at Spey, on the 23rd of June, 1649, by his oath subjoined in 

allowance and approbation of the Covenants National, and Solemn 

League, obliging himself faithfully to prosecute the ends thereof in his 

station and calling; and for himself and successors, he shall agree to all 

acts of parliament enjoining the same, and establishing presbyterial church 

government, the directory for worship, confession of faith and catechisms, 

in the kingdom of Scotland, as approven by the General Assemblies of this 

kirk, and parliament of this kingdom. And for their further satisfaction, 

according to the act of the West Kirk, Edinburgh, August 13th, 1650, 

approven the same day by the committee of estates, he emitted a 

declaration at Dunfermline, by profession, fully and heartily acquiescing 

with all their demands; all which afterward served for nothing but as a 

lasting monument of his horrid perjury, wicked dissimulation, and 

mockery of God and man. And even then, when this declaration was 
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published, he had formed a design for bringing in the enemies of the 

covenant, and work of reformation, both into the army and judicatories, 

and for dividing the Presbyterians among themselves. And this he 

effectually managed for both foresaid ends, by the public resolutions, on 

the 14th of December, that same year, 1650. This woful and prime step of 

defection, so contrary to the word, and injurious to the work of God, was 

faithfully testified against by many, both ministers, and whole 

presbyteries, who were sensible of the present sinfulness and evil of it, and 

foresaw the bitter and dismal consequences that followed upon it.ò47  

 

As Blake mentioned, Charles II had a brother, the Duke of York (Later King James II), 

who was a fervent Roman Catholic and a persecutor of Protestants. He enjoyed killing 

Scottish Covenanters and set up the infamous Royal African Company devoted to the 

African Slave Trade. Later, when James the Duke of York became King, he pursued anti-

Protestant Legislation in proportions in much greater degree than even his wicked 

predecessors.  James II allowed Romanists into the highest offices in government, 

welcomed the Papacyôs envoys, and even had a Jesuit confessor named Edward Petre! 

Even his crypto-catholic Anglican brothers objected to this. Now the Jesuits were in 

control of the English slave trade that could now be blamed on the Protestants while all 

the time James II was an open Romanist and Jesuit conspirator pulling all the strings. 

 

Yet what happened when the Protestant King and Queen William and Mary came to 

power in England? The African slave trade is abolished and made illegal. 

 

Why was I not taught this in Public School as I was being made ashamed to be a member 

of White Anglo Protestant Culture? Iôll tell you why: The Roman Catholic Hierarchy 

controls the American Educational system for the purpose of destroying the White Anglo 

Culture that overturned and stripped the Papacy of its Power and Influence in the world 

five centuries ago. 

 

Now who were the American slave traders? 

 

Notes on the History of Slavery in Massachusetts (1866) by George Henry Moore, pages 

5-6 says, 

 

ñA subsequent entry in Winthropôs Journal gives us another glimpse of 

the subject, Feb. 26, 1638. 

  

ñMr. Peirce, in the Salem ship, the Desire, returned from the West Indies 

after seven months. He had been at Providence, and brought some cotton, 

and tobacco, and negroes, etc., from thence, and salt from Tertugos;ò 

Winthrop, 1., 254. He adds to this account that ñDry fish and strong 

liquors are the only commodities for those parts. He met there two men-

of-war, set forth by the lords, etc., of Providence with letters of mart, who 

had taken divers prizes from the Spaniard and many negroes.ò Long 

                                                 
47 Ibid. 
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afterwards Dr. Belknap said of the slave-trade, that the rum distilled in 

Massachusetts was ñthe mainspring of this traffick.ò M. H. S. Coll., i., iv., 

197.ò  

 

So here we see that it was the New England Colonies who first began the slave trade, not 

the Southern Colonies. Not only so, they even passed a law, legalizing it in 1641.  Blake 

states that the 1641 Massachusetts law did not provide an absolute condoning of the slave 

trade but, 

ñthere shall never be any bond slavery, villeinage, nor 

captivity  among us, unless it be for lawful captives, taken in 

just wars, and such strangers as willingly sell themselves or are 

sold unto us, and these shall have all the liberties and Christian 

usages which the law of God established in Israel; requires. 

This exempts none from servitude who shall be judged thereto 

by authority.ò48  

 

I think my Southern brethren in their zeal to expose the crimes of the North, step on their 

own feet just a bit. The New England Puritans, at least the first generation, were our 

brethren in religion and race. We need not unjustly smear them in our indignation, 

however justified that indignation may be. However good the intentions of the Puritans 

may have been, the Yankee industrialists, adamant to make a profit from the slave trade, 

pushed on with their production of rum to be traded for slaves and goods. 

 

Records of the Colony of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations in New England, Vol. 

6 (1861), pages 380-381, Ed. John Russell Bartlett states, 

 

ñThis little colony, only, for more than thirty years past, have annually sent about 

eighteen sail of vessels to the coast, which have carried about eighteen hundred 

hogsheads of rum, together with a small quantity of provisions and some other 

articles, which have been sold for slaves, gold dust, elephantsô teeth, 

camwoodéThe slaves have been sold in the English islands, in Carolina and 

Virginia, for bills of exchange, and the other articles have been sent to Europe; 

and by this trade alone, remittances have been made from this colony to Great 

Britain, to the value of about £40,000, yearly; and this rum, carried to the coast, is 

so far from prejudicing the British trade thither, that it may be said rather to 

promote it; for as soon as our rum vessels arrive, they exchange away some of the 

rum with the traders from Britain, for a quantity of dry goods, with which each of 

them sort their cargoes to their mutual advantageé This distillery is the main 

hinge upon which the trade of the colony turns, and many hundreds of persons 

depend immediately upon it for a subsistence.ò  

 

I have argued that the South did not have the ability to purchase slaves in mass from the 

African Slave factories as the Yankees did with their massive rum vessels. Some have 

objected that the South had tobacco to sell to obtain these slaves. This is a complete lie 

and it was taken up by Fogel and Engerman, 
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ñTo those who identify slavery with cotton and tobacco, the small U.S. 

share in the slave trade may seem unbelievable. Consideration of the 

temporal pattern of slave imports, however, clearly reveals that the course 

of the Atlantic slave trade cannot be explained by the demand for these 

crops. The temporal pattern of the slave trade is displayed in figure 2. It 

shows that 80 percent of all slaves were imported between 1451 and 1810. 

This fact clearly rules out cotton as a dominant factor in the traffic since 

the production of cotton was still in its infancy in 1810. Figure 2 also 

shows that there was an enormous increase in the extent of the slave trade 

during the eighteenth century. This fact rules out the possibility of a major 

role for tobacco. For during the eighteenth century, tobacco imports into 

Europe increased at an average annual rate of about 350 tons per annum. 

Since an average slave hand could produce about a ton of tobacco, the 

total increase in the tobacco trade over the century required an increase of 

about seventy thousand hands, a miniscule fraction of the six million slave 

imports during the same period. 

 

It was Europeôs sweet tooth, rather than its addiction to tobacco or its 

infatuation with cotton cloth, that determined the extent of the African 

slave trade.ò49 

 

The United States and Africa: A History, pages 68-69, by Peter Duignan states, 

 

ñSoon the Yankee trader was a familiar sight from the Cape of Good Hope 

to Cape Guardafui and at Madagascar and the offshore islands. Nathaniel 

Isaacs, an enterprising Anglo-Jewish trader, explorer, adventurer, and 

inadvertent empire builder, said in commenting upon a visit to an obscure 

port in 1831: 

 

The post of Lamoo [Lamy Kenya] is free to all nations, but few have 

visited it, except the enterprising Americans, whose star-spangled banner 

may be seen streaming in the wind, where other nations, not even my own 

country, would not deign to traffic. America is the forerunner of 

commerce in new countries, and she enjoys the sweets which they afford.ò  

 

The American Slave-Trade, page 81, by John Randolph Spears states, 

 

ñThis story, sworn to before United States Consul George William 

Gordon, was repeated by Consul Henry A. Wise (of Virginia) in an 

official communication to Secretary of State James Buchanan, under date 

of May 1, 1845. James K. Polk was then President of the United States, 

and this story and other stories of like character were sent to the Congress 

                                                 
49 Time on the Cross, Fogel and Engerman, 14-15 
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of the United States in House Ex. Doc. 61, 30th Congress second session, 

and Senate Ex. Doc. 28 of the same session. 

 

Said Consul Wise in an official letter dated February 18, 1845: 

 

ñI beseech, I implore, the President of the United States to take a decided 

stand on this subject. You have no conception of the bold effrontery and 

the flagrant outrages of the African slave-trade, and of the shameless 

manner in which its worst crimes are licensed here. And every patriot in 

our land would blush for our country did he know and see, as I do, how 

our own citizens sail and sell our flag to the uses and abuses of that 

accursed traffic. We are a óby-word among nationsôðthe only people who 

can now fetch and carry any and everything for the slave-trade . . . and, 

because we are the only people who can, are we to allow our proudest 

privilege to be perverted, and to pervert our own glorious flag into the 

pirateôs flag?ò 

  

Even after the slave trade had been formally abolished Yankees still wanted to profit 

from it. House Documents, Thirty-First Congress, First Session, Ex. Doc. No. 5. by the 

United States Congress, Message from the President of the United States [Zachary 

Taylor] Dec. 24, 1849, read Dec. 27, 1849, states, 

 

ñYour attention is earnestly invited to an amendment of our existing laws 

relating to the African slave-trade, with a view to the effectual suppression 

of that barbarous traffic. It is not to be denied that this trade is still, in part, 

carried on by means of vessels built in the United States and owned or 

navigated by some of our citizens.ò 

 

Here we see then that the North American participation with the Slave Trade was a 

Yankee affair, performed by Yankee vessels flying the Stars and Stripes not the 

Confederate flag. 

 

Objection: New England could not have been so productive in the slave trade without the 

Southern demand! 

 

Ans. First, as I have already shown in the prolegomenon, the Africans were forced onto 

us by King George. Second, Robert William Fogel and Stanley Lewis Engermanôs Time 

on the Cross: The Economics of American Negro Slavery, page 14, shows that the United 

States possessed only 6% of the slaves taken in the entire slave trade from 1500 A.D. to 

1870 A.D. Brazil possessed 38%, the British Caribbean 17%, the French Caribbean 17%, 

and Spanish America 17%.  
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Dabney showed that before Northern Abolitionism, the South only possessed a little more 

than half of that 6%. Why is it then, that the only major players in this trade, who 

themselves did not kidnap these Africans, and possessed the lowest percentage of slaves 

were the only major slave holding country, invaded, tortured, gang raped and murdered 

supposedly for owning slaves?  Could it be because they were white Protestants pursuant 

unto the Jesuit Inquisitional Counter-Reformation? 

 

After 1800 the South was no longer a market for slaves. Moreover, the Constitution of the 

Confederate States of America states in Article I, Section 9 ï ñLimits on Congress, Bill of 

Rightsò states, 

 

ñ1. The importation of negroes of the African race from any foreign 

country other than the slaveholding States or Territories of the United 

States of America, is hereby forbidden; and Congress is required to pass 

such laws as shall effectually prevent the same.ò 
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Thus we have seen that the ever popular Yankee story that the Southerners kidnapped and 

enslaved Africans has turned out to be a myth. Not only so, it was the Yankees who were 

the real flesh merchants of the earth. 
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Chapter II 

The Yankee Attitude Towards the Black Man 

 
"No Amendment shall be made to the Constitution which will authorize or 

give to Congress the power to abolish or interfere, within any state, with 

the domestic institutions thereof, including that of persons held to labor or 

service by the laws of said State." Corwin Amendment, Joint Resolution of 

Congress, Adopted March 2, 1861 

 

 

Before I consider the actions taken by Yankees against blacks I want to expose 

the underlying attitude that Yankees had against blacks so as to not be accused of 

misrepresentation. To begin, I want to expose the chief Yankee: Abraham Lincoln. 

Abraham Lincoln said in the Lincoln Douglas Debates, Fourth Joint Debate, 

 

 ñI will say that I am not nor ever have been in favor of bringing about 

in any way the social and political equality of the white and black races, 

that I am not nor have ever been in favor of making voters or jurors of 

Negroes, nor of qualifying them to hold office, nor to intermarry with 

white people. And I will say in addition to this that there is a physical 

difference between the white and black races which I believe will forever 

forbid the two races living together on terms of social and political 

equality. And in as much as they cannot so live, while they do remain 

together, there must be the position of superior and inferior. And I, as 

much as any other man, am in favor of having the superior position 

assigned to the white race.ò 

 

Moreover, Abraham Lincoln was not concerned about ending slavery out of some moral 

virtue but preserving the union and introducing us to federal citizenship. In his Letter to 

Horace Greeley he stated, 

 

ñIf I could save the Union without freeing any slave I would do it, and if 

I could save it by freeing all the slaves I would do it; and if I could save it 

by freeing some and leaving others alone I would also do that.ò 

 

From Lincolnôs Speech on the Repeal of the Missouri Compromise Speech at Peoria, 

Illinois October 16, 1854, 

 

ñFree them, and make them politically and socially, our equals? My 

own feelings will not admit of this; and if mine would, we well know that 

those of the great mass of white people will not.ò 

 

Alexis de Tocqueville says in Democracy In America, 1831 Chapter XVIII: Future 

Condition Of Three Races In The United States ï Part I, 
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ñI see that in a certain portion of the territory of the United States at the 

present day, the legal barrier which separated the two races is tending to 

fall away, but not that which exists in the manners of the country; slavery 

recedes, but the prejudice to which it has given birth remains stationary. 

Whosoever has inhabited the United States must have perceived that in 

those parts of the Union in which the negroes are no longer slaves, they 

have in no wise drawn nearer to the whites. On the contrary, the 

prejudice of the race appears to be stronger in the States which have 

abolished slavery, than in those where it still exists; and nowhere is it so 

intolerant as in those States where servitude has never been known.ò50 

 

David Wilmot, The United States House of Representatives, 1848, 

 

ñI plead the cause and the rights of white freemen [and] I would preserve 

to free white labor a fair country, a rich inheritance, where the sons of toil, 

of my own race and own color, can live without the disgrace which 

association with negro slavery brings upon free labor.ò 

 

William Lloyd Garrison, by Wendell Phillips Garrison and Francis Jackson Garrison, 

pages 253-254,  

 

 ñI never,ò says Mr. Garrison, ñcan look up to these wretched retreats for 

my colored brethren without feeling my soul overwhelmed with emotions 

of shame, indignation, and sorrowò; and almost he believes ñthat in 

Boston we have merely the form of religious worship, without the 

substance.ò Even in towns, like the Quaker New Bedford, where pupils of 

both colors were admitted to the public schools, ñthe black boys were 

seated by themselves, and the white offenders were punished by being 

obliged to sit with them.ò In a word, the free colored people were looked 

upon as an inferior caste, to whom their liberty was a curse, and their lot 

worse than that of the slaves, with this difference ð that while the latter 

were kept in bondage ñfor their own good,ò it would have been very 

wicked to enslave the former for their good.ò 

 

Our Women in the War page 392 speaks of Yankee behavior in Covington, GA,  

 

ñBut I must not forget to mention the conduct of a colored girl of ours 

while the Yankees were passing. She was standing in the yard, viewing 

with apparent indifference the passing pageant, when she recognized some 

of her clothing in the bands of a soldier returning to the street. She 

immediately investigated the matter, and found that óthey had broken open 

her house and were appropriating all that she prized. She soon tilled the 

yard with her SHRIEKS AND LAMENTATIONS. 

 

                                                 
50 http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/de-tocqueville/democracy-america/ch18.htm 
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A Dutchman in our house at the time inquired, ñWhatôs de matter wid dat 

nigger?ò 

 

ñYour soldiers,ò I replied, ñare carrying off everything she owns, and yet 

you pretend to Be fighting for the negro.ò 

 

ñFight for de nigger! Iôd see óem in de bottom of a swamp before Iôd 

fight for óem,ò he answered angrily.ò 

 

South Carolina Civilians in Shermanôs Path by Karen Stokes (page 66)51 speaks of 

Sophie Sosnowski, who was headmistress of a school for girls near South Carolinaôs 

capital city. She was frustrated by the presence of Yankee troops. She writes, 

 

ñOne among themémade a regular stump speech, in which he endeavored 

to demonstrate that this country was destined only for the white man, and 

that the Indian, as well as the Negro had to be, or in the course of events 

would be, exterminated; furthermore, he expressed his own wish to have 

the entire negro race on an immense platform and power sufficient to blow 

them all to atoms. This latter remark was received with repeated cheers by 

his companions-in-arms.ò  

 

The Yankee attitude towards blacks can be seen in their demographics. Dabney says, 

 

ñBetween 1840 and 1850, the increase of the slave population solely from 

the excess of births over deaths, was twenty-eight and eight-tenths per 

cent., (28.8,) and between 1850 and 1860, it was twenty-three and three 

tenths (23.3) per cent. One cause for the diminished rate of increase in the 

latter decade, was doubtless the growing passion of the Yankees for the 

abduction of our slaves; which, towards the last, carried off thousands 

annually. But either rate of increase is more rapid than the whites, either 

North or South, ever attained without the aid of immigration. The native 

in-crease of the free States in ten years has probably been between eleven 

and fifteen per cent. So that tried by this well restablished test, the 

physical well-being of the slaves is higher than of any race in the world. 

Meantime, the miserable free blacks of New England, in the midst of the 

boasted philanthropy of abolitionism, only increase at the rate of one and 

sevenths of one percent in ten yearsò.52  

 

This trend has continued until today. All the American states with a black population 

over 15% are Southern states except for New York and Delaware. Black people in 

Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, Maryland, Virginia, Louisiana, South Carolina, 

Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee and Arkansas obviously do not find the South that 

racist. 

                                                 
51 See also Cisco, War Crimes, page 181 
52 Defence of  Virginia, 341-342 
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So much for the attitude of the Yankees.  How did 

this attitude materialize in their treatment of the 

blacks? 

 

The first Yankee myth that needs to be exposed is 

the myth that the Yankees were not slave owners. It 

will be shown that they were slave holders and the 

only reason they abolished slavery was because a 

free labor force was available to replace them and 

emancipation was an angle for the North to 

demonize the South. 

Aside from the facts already cataloged about 

northern slavery seen here, according to TABLE V, 

PATTERN OF SLAVE AND SERVANT 

OWNERSHIP IN  PHILADELPHIA IN  1767, 

Philadelphia had 521 slave owners.53 

 

[The above image is a poster pertaining to the 

Fugitive Slave Act of 

1850:http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fugitive_Slave_Act_of_1850] 

And contrary to another popular myth, the Quakers did own slaves, 

 

ñAnd among the slaveowners identified in the 1769 assessorsô reports are 

the names of at least seven Quakers who had not owned  slaves two  years 

before. The  evidence  is  substantial, then,  that when faced with  a direct 

choice between forgoing the human labor they  needed  or  ignoring  the  

principles enunciated by  their  leaders and  officially sanctioned by the 

Society through its Quarterly and Yearly Meetings,  the  rank and file of  

Philadelphia Friends  chose the latter course. More  than twenty years of  

abolitionist campaigning by men such as Woolman and Benezet, and the 

increasing commitment of the Society of Friends to  ending  slavery, 

culminating in  the  decisions of  I758,  failed to  stem the influx of slave 

labor into Philadelphia, to bring about more than a handful  of  

manumissions, or  even  to  prevent an  increase in  slaveownership among 

Quakers. Not  until about I764, by which time white bound labor had  

become  as  available as  before the  war,  did  Quakers stop  buying 

slaves; and not  until  the  eve  of  the  American Revolution was  the  

ideological commitment  of  the  Quaker leadership able to  prevail over 

the membership at large in  the matter of manumission.ò54 

 

The only reason they got rid of slavery is because slaveryôs use had expired. Walter 

Kennedy states, 

                                                 
53 Nash, Gary, Slaves and Slaveowners  in Colonial Philadelphia, 244; accessed: 

http://catotheyounger.org/academics/courses/PSC442_542/literature/Class_003_01February2011/007_Slav

eryintheNorth/Nash_SlavesAndSlaveownersInColonialPhiladelphia.pdf 
54 Ibid., 254 
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ñThe scope of the practice of African slavery in the north can be gauged 

by the number of slaves in each Northern state in 1790. It should be noted 

that by this time the supply of free white laborers was more than adequate 

to meet the needs of the Northern states.ò55 

 

Now to the abolition of slavery in the North: 

 

Northern law never gave freedom to a person who was a slave. 

 

Dabney says in Defence of Virginia, 

 

ñin the words of the Hon. A. H. H. Stuart of Virginia, in his Report to the 

General Assembly, as chairman of its joint committee on the Harperôs 

Ferry outrages. He says56é No law can be found on the statute-book of 

any NorthernState, which conferred the boon of freedom on a single slave 

in being. All who were slaves remained slaves. Freedom was secured only 

to the children of slaves, born after the days designated in the laws; and it 

was secured to them only in the contingency that the owner of the female 

slave should retain her within the jurisdiction of the State until after the 

child was born. To secure freedom to the afterborn child, therefore, it was 

necessary that the consent of the master, indicated, by his permitting the 

mother to remain in the State, should be superadded to the provisions of 

the law. Without such consent, the law would have been inoperative, 

because the mother, before the birth of the child, might, at the will of the 

master, be removed beyond the jurisdiction of the law. There was no legal 

prohibition of such removal, for such a prohibition would have been at 

war with the policy of the law, which was obviously- removal, and not 

emancipation. The effect of this legislation was, as might have readily 

been foreseen, to induce the owners of female slaves to sell them to the 

planters of the South, before the time arrived when the forfeiture of the 

offspring would accrue. By these laws, a wholesale slave trade was 

inaugurated, under which a large proportion of the slaves of the Northern 

States were sold to persons residing south of Pennsylvania; and it is an 

unquestionable fact that a large number of the slaves of 

the Southern States are the descendants of those sold by Northern men to 

citizens of the South, with covenants of general warranty of title to them 

and to their increase,ò Thus wrote Mr. Stuart, after thorough research. A 

brief recital of the enactments of the Northern slaveholding States will 

show that his general representation is correct. We begin with 

Massachusetts. No law against slavery, (which had been long legally 

established in the colony,) was ever passed by her legislature [Moore, 

Slavery in Mass., p. 242.]; and in that sense, the right to hold slaves may 
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be said to have formally existed, until it was extinguished by her adoption 

of the ñconstitutional amendment,ò in 1866! 

 

Practically, slavery was gradually removed after 1780, by the current of 

the legal decisions against it, grounded upon a clause in the new bill of 

rights, adopted by the State in that year. This clause asserted, nearly in the 

words of the Declaration of Independence, the native equality and liberty 

of menéThat the Massachusetts statesmen who adopted the same 

proposition in the Declaration of Independence, never dreamed of its 

possessing any force to abolish slavery in the United States which set it 

forth: That the convention which drew up the bill of rights for 

Massachusetts did not think of such an application; That this document 

declared ñno part of any citizenôs property could be taken from him 

without his own consent:ò That slaves continued to be bought and sold, 

and advertised as before; And that the abolitionists, still in the minority, 

continued after 1780 to remonstrate against slavery as a sin still legalized. 

But such a mode of determining the question was well adapted to the 

meddlesome and crooked temper of that people. By this judicial trick the 

envious non-slaveholders were enabled to attack their richer 

slaveholding neighbours, and render them so uneasy as to insure their 

disposing of their slaves; while still there was neither law nor publick 

opinion prevalent enough to procure a legal act of emancipation. 

 

New Hampshire and Vermont embodied the principle of prospective 

emancipation in their new constitutions. In 1790 there were 158 slaves in 

New Hampshire. In 1840 there was still one! Rhode Island passed a law in 

1784, that no person born after that year should continue a slave. 

Connecticut embodied in the revision of her laws, in 1784, a law providing 

that all children born of slave parents after March 1st of that year, should 

be free at twenty-five years of age. In 1797 the term of servitude was 

reduced to twenty-one years for all born after August 1st of that year. 

Slavery was not actually abolished by law until June 12th, 1848; when the 

census shows there were no fewer than seventeen slaves in the State; and 

how old and worthless they must have been, appears from the fact that the 

youngest of them must have been born before March 1st, 1784. 

 

In New York, the laws for slaves were more severe than in the Southern 

States, and the African slave trade was zealously encouraged during the 

whole colonial period. The slave could not testify, even to exculpate a 

slave. Three justices, with a sort of jury of five freeholders, could try 

capitally, and inflict any sentence, inclusive of burning alive [Chancellor 

Kent] It was not until 1799 that the State commenced a system of laws 

for the gradual abolition of slavery. Every slave child born after July 4th 

of that year was to be free, the males after twenty-eight, and the females 

after twenty-five years. In 1810, the benefit of freedom was also extended 

to those born before July 4th, 1799, to take effect July 4th, 1821, the date 
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at which the earliest born of those freed by previous law reached their 

majority of twenty-eight years. Still the census of 1830 found 15 slaves! 

The Revised Statutes of New York, after 1811, provided a penalty for 

those carrying them out of the State for sale; showing that the tendency 

to do so existed. In New Jersey, the first act looking towards prospective 

emancipation was adopted in 1784. By it all born after 1804 were to be 

free in 1820. It was not until 1820 that action was taken to give effect to 

this promise ; and then the nature of the law was such as to postpone the 

hopes of the slaves. The first section of the law of February 24th, 1820, 

says: ò Every child born of a slave within this State since the 4th day of 

July 1804, or which shall hereafter be born as aforesaid, shall be free ; but 

shall remain the servant of the owner of his or her mother, and the 

executors, administrators and assigns of such owners, in the same manner 

as if such child had been bound to service by the Trustees or Overseers of 

the poor, and shall continue in such service, if a male until the age of 

twenty-five years, and if a female until the age of twenty-one years.ò It 

was within the scope of possibility that slave women whom this law left 

slaves for life might bear children as late as the year 1848: whence 

bondage would not have been terminated wholly by it until 1813. 

 

New Jersey had 236 slaves for life in 1850. It is stated by one of the best 

informed of her old citizens, that the prospective effect of these 

enactments was to cause a considerable exodus to Southern markets; and 

that when a boy, he heard much talk of the sale of negroes, and the 

sending of them to ñthe Natchez,ò and was cognizant of the continual 

apprehension of the negroes concerning the danger. 

 

In Pennsylvania, emancipation was also prospective and gradual. Her first 

act was passed March 1st, 1780. The rate at which it operated may be seen 

from these figures: In 1776 she had about 10,000 slaves; in 1790, (ten 

years after her first act,) she had 3,737; in 1800, 1,706 ; in 1810, 795; in 

1820, 211; in 1830, 403; and in 1840, 64 slaves. 

 

Thus, the emancipation legislation of the Northern States has been 

reviewed, and the assertions of the Hon. Mr. Stuart substantially 

sustained.That Northern emancipation was prompted by no 

consideration for the supposed rights of Africans, but by regard to their 

own interests, is evinced by many facts. Of these, perhaps the most 

general and striking is the persistentneglect of the welfare of their 

emancipated slaves;the refusal to give them equal civic rights, until 

theyfound a motive for doing so in malice against the South;and the 

shocking decadence, vice and misery to which- a nominal liberty, 

according to the testimony of Northern writers, has consigned their 

wretched free blacks.ò57   
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Now to the so-called equality and suffrage afforded the blacks in the North. It will be 

shown that the idea that Yankees believed in equality and in the enfranchisement of 

blacks in the North and the liberation of the blacks in the South during the civil war to be 

yet another Yankee myth. It will be shown that the Catholic/Jesuit Atheist/Arminian 

Yankees despised the blacks and only used them to disenfranchise the Calvinist 

Protestant South. 

 

Alice Williamson Diary, 

 

ñMay 2nd A reg. of East Tenneseans [Unionists-DS] have come to hold 

this Post. They are the meanest men I ever saw; but they have one good 

trait they make the negroes ówalk a chalkô 

 

May 3rd The East Tenneseans burnt a school hous last night it was a 

contraband school.58 They say they will have none of that while they stay 

here. 

 

May 4th The soldiers are behaving very well I do not suppose the negroes 

think so though they threatened to burn the old tavern last night (that like 

every thing else is filled with contrabands.) but the citizens told them if 

they did Gallatin would burn; they let it alone but say if they get up a 

school in it they will burn it and G. may go to H___ò59 

 

Notes on the History of Slavery in Massachusetts (1866) by George Henry Moore, 228-

229,  

ñThe Massachusetts Law,entitled ñAn act for suppressing and punishing of

 Rogues, Vagabonds, common Beggars, and other idle, disorderly, 

and lewd Personsò was presented in the Senate on the 6th of March, 1788. 

It went through the usual stages of legislation, with various amendments, 

and was finally passed on the 26th of March, 1788. It contains the 

following very remarkable provision: 

 

ñV. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid [the Senate and 

House of Representatives in General Court assembled], that no person 

being an African or Negro, other than a subject of the 

Emperor of Morocco, or a citizen of some one of the United States (to be 

evidenced by a certificate from the Secretary of the State of which he shall 

be a citizen), shall tarry within this Commonwealth, for a longer time than 

two months, and upon complaint made to any Justice of the Peace within 

this Commonwealth, that any such person has been within the same 

more than two months, the said Justice shall order the said person to 

depart out of this Commonwealth, and in case that the said African or 

Negro shall not depart as aforesaid, any Justice of the Peace within this 

Commonwealth, upon complaint and proof made that such person has 

                                                 
58 Cisco, War Crimes, states this was a school for black children. pg. 175 
59 http://library.duke.edu/rubenstein/scriptorium/williamson/text.html 



61 

 

continued within this Commonwealth ten days after notice given him or 

her to depart as aforesaid, shall commit the said person to any 

house of correction within the county, there to be kept to hard labour, 

agreeable to the rules and orders of the said house, until the 

Sessions of the Peace, next to be holden within and for the said county; 

and the master of the said house of correction is hereby required and 

directed to transmit an attested copy of the warrant of commitment to the 

said Court on the first day of their said session, and if upon trial at the said 

Court, it shall be made to appear that the said person has thus continued 

within the Commonwealth, contrary to the tenor of this act, he or she 

shall be whipped not exceeding ten stripes, and ordered to depart 

out of this Commonwealth within ten days; and if he or she shall not so 

depart, the same process shall be had and punishment inflicted, and 

so toties quoties.ò 

 

Indianaôs Constitution of 1851, Article 13 ï ñNegroes and Mulattoesò states, 

 

ñSection 1. No negro or mulatto shall come into or settle in the State, after 

the adoption of this Constitution. 

 

Section 2. All contracts made with any Negro or Mulatto coming into the 

State, contrary to the provisions of the foregoing section, shall be void; 

and any person who shall employ such Negro or Mulatto, or otherwise 

encourage him to remain in the State, shall be fined in any sum not less 

than ten dollars, nor more than five hundred dollars. 

 

Section 3. All fines which may be collected for a violation of the 

provisions of this article, or of any law which ay hereafter be passed for 

the purpose of carrying the same into execution, shall be set apart and 

appropriated for the colonization of such Negroes and Mulattoes, and their 

descendants, as may be in the State at the adoption of this Constitution, 

and may be willing to emigrate. 

 

Section 4. The General Assembly shall pass laws to carry out the 

provisions of this article.ò60 

 

The State of Illinois in its Statutes of Illinois, 1853, passed ñAn Acts to Prevent the 

immigration of Free Negroes into the State.ò61 And again, 

 

 ñAt the Constitutional convention held in Springfield in 1862, an article 

referring to negroes and numbered XVIII. Was added on march 5 to the 

proposed Constitution. It reads as follows: 
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Sec. I. No Negro or MULATTO SHALL MIGRATE OR SETTLE IN 

THIS State, after the adoption of this Constitution.ò62 

 

Edgar J. McManus in his Black Bondage in the North pointed out on page 184 of his 

work that many Northern States had barred blacks from voting: New Jersey in 1807, 

Connecticut in 1814, Rhode Island in 1822 and Pennsylvania in 1838. 

 

James Albert Hamilton in his Negro Suffrage and Congressional Representation, page 

22, pointed out that Ohio defeated Negro suffrage in 1867. 

 

Poison Vaccines and The LA Sugar House Incident by Brian E. Orger, (Which is quite a 

fascinating look into the Yankee attitude towards blacks), tells of Dr. George Hill, 

 

ñIn the summer of 1863 another civilian doctor by the name of George 

Hill witnessed the Union army occupy what is today called Morgan City, 

at that time called Brasher. An event took place here, the likes of which 

would not be seen again until Hitler and the Nazis started their ñfinal 

solution.ò 

 

Dr. Hill was reported as being ña distinguished physician and surgeon of 

Opelousas.ò But all his years as a doctor did not prepare him for what he 

saw. 

 

ñIn the summer of 1863, Berwickôs Bay and a portion of the Lafourche 

country were taken possession of by the Confederate army. I, with many 

others who had lost property by the raid which the Federal army made 

between the 20th of April and the 20th of May of this year, visited the Bay 

for the purpose of recovering our property. I was among the first to cross 

the bay; and having been informed on the night of my arrival by a 

gentleman named March that several of my lost Negroes were at the sugar 

house of Dr. Sanders (Henry Sanders), and that others were there in a 

dying condition, I [left] in the morning [for the] sugar house of Dr. S. and 

entered it by a door in the west end. 

 

[Original sentence says: I, in the morning as soon as sugar house of Dr. S. 

and entered it by a door in the west end.] ïed 

 

The scene which then and there presented itself can never be effaced from 

my memory. On the right hand, female corpses in a state of nudity, and 

also in a far advanced stage of decomposition. Many others were lying all 

over the floor, many speechless and in a dying condition. 

ñAll appeared to have died of the same disease : bloody flux. The floor 

was slippery with blood, mucus and feces. The dying, and all those unable 

to help themselves, were lying with their scanty garments rolled around 

their heads and breasts ï the lower part of the body naked ï and every 
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time an involuntary discharge of blood and feces, combined with air, 

would pass, making a slight noise, clouds of flies, such as I never saw 

before, would immediately rise and settle down again on all the exposed 

parts of the dying. In passing through the house a cold chill shook my 

frame, from which I did not recover for several months, and, indeed, it 

came near costing my life. 

 

ñAs I passed from the house I met with a Negro man of my own, who 

informed me that he had lost his wife and two children. I asked him if his 

friends ï the Yankees ï had not furnished him with medicine. He said, 

óNo, and if they had, I would not have given it to my family as all who 

took their medicine died in twelve hours from the time of its being 

given.ò63 

 

 

Susan Dabney Smedes tells of the Union treatment of blacks in Mississippi in her 

Memorials of a Southern Planter, pages 207-210,  

 

ñPapa had taken off his two fine imported rifles. He left a number of 

others of less value behind, the sporting guns of his sons. There were 

eleven of them in the hall. The Federals took them all out and broke them 

against two young water-oaks that had been set out that spring. It killed 

the two treeséOne day they got more angry than usual, and sworo with 

many oaths that they meant to shoot the overseer. They were drunk 

enough to do it. They gave him five minutes to prepare for death. The man 

was no coward. He said simply, ñGod will be merciful to my soul. He 

knows that I am taken suddenly in my sins. My poor wife and children!ò 

He closed his eyes for a few minutes in prayer, and then said, ñI am 

ready.ò éThey had taken all the money from every negro on the 

plantation. Uncle Isaac had buried eighty dollars in gold,ðthe savings of 

years. This he was made to unearth. He had lately bought a new silver 

watch, for which he had paid forty dollars. This was taken from him. 

Uncle Isaac was not a special favorite with his master, but he had been his 

playfellow in babyhood and boyhood. Partly for this reason, and partly 

because he was the masterôs own age, sixty-three years, and had been for 

years afflicted with incurable lameness, Thomas Dabney made him a 

present of a pair of his old carriage horses. Uncle Isaac was a preacher, 

and the horses were intended to give him ease and comfort in going about 

and in ploughing his own little patch. These horses ho sold to a stage-

driver for fifty dollars. His master was disgusted, as he had not wished the 

horses to do hard work.ò  

 

And to conclude with another famous piece of Yankee deceit, the Emancipation 

Proclamation, proclaimed all slaves in Confederate territory to be forever free. This was 
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not for the benefit of black people, but was a war strategy to cause slave rebellion in the 

South, to create a two front war for the South to manage. 
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Chapter III 

The Southôs Treatment of Their Slaves 

 
"If morality is not any of these things fundamentally, then what is it? 

Michael Shermer's stab at the question in his The Science of Good and 

Evil makes a decent first approximation: morality, he says, refers to "right 

and wrong thoughts and behaviors in the context of the rules of a social 

group." What this terse statement reminds us is that (1) morality always 

refers back to a set of rules and (2) each social group may have its own set 

of such rules. Therefore, as in the case of religion, we should look for the 

essence of morality in some larger and deeper area than the details of any 

particular moral system."  

 

The Christian Delusion ed. Loftus, Chapter 13,  

ñChristianity Does Not provide the Basis for 

 Moralityò by David Eller, PhD., 352 

 
Secular people are completely baffled to know what standard they are to use to 

determine good from evil, or moral and immoral actions, except when they deal with 

white people who believe the Bible. Everything is up for grabs for them and completely 

arbitrary unless they are talking to white people who want to preserve their own 

identities. The standard in this case is, whatever these people believe is evil, and so we 

can compromise everything we do and contradict every right of man we believe in when 

dealing with them.  

 

Dr. Clark defines Ethics as ñthe study of right and wrong, of the most desirable manner of 

life, and of the most worthy motivation.ò64 

 

There are three primary theories of ethics: Teleological Ethics, Ateleological Ethics and 

Revealed Ethics, i.e. Religion. 

 

Teleological Ethics 

 

Teleological Ethics asserts that the morality of an act is dependent on its purpose. An act 

is virtuous if it is a means to that end. Clark objects, 

 

ñAt the outset someone might object that this type of theory is not 

worthwhile discussing because it is false. The moral value of an act cannot 

be judged by its consequences for the reason that the agent cannot control 

them. A man may have the best intentions and he may do what is right, 

and yet through some accidental, unforeseen circumstance, the 

consequences are unhappy. For example, he might make a generous 

donation to a charitable organization that has been highly recommended to 
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him. But because of some recent change in the board of directors or for 

some other reason of which the donor is unaware, the money is used 

foolishly or even wickedly. Does this unforeseen consequence make the 

donation evil? Should not its moral value depend on the intention of the 

donor and not on the consequences of the act? Or, conversely, a wicked 

man may intend to do harm, but for similar reasons the results turn out to 

be good. Do not motives, the objector asks, bear on moral values as much 

as or even more than consequences do?éThere is a second preliminary 

objection to teleological ethicséFar from being a theory of morality, one 

might declare it a theory of immorality. For, it will be said, if we decide on 

the basis of consequences, and if virtue is only a means, then this theory is 

reduced to the execrable position that the end justifies the means. And is 

there anything more vile than this principle-a principle that has justified 

the worst crimes in history?éThe Roman Catholics wanted to rid France 

of the Protestants, and the massacre accomplished this end.ò65 

 

One form of Teleological Ethics is the ethical theory called Psychological Hedonism. 

This theory asserts that the Good is pleasure. On this view all people always desire 

pleasure and nothing else but pleasure. This theory is an illusion. Will the Psychological 

Hedonists refuse bitter medicine or a discomforting trip to the dentist to cure their 

ailment? Will they not suffer the pains of employment? All these do not give pleasure at 

the moment. If not an immediate pleasure, maybe then all people always desire or act 

towards a future pleasure. Clark objects, 

 

ñThere are many evidences that this is not true. A drunkard may know that 

guzzling his liquor will make him sick and give him a headache, but he 

guzzles. He desires the immediate pleasure and sacrifices the pleasure of 

tomorrow.ò66 

 

The difficulties continue for secular theories because it can never be determined how a 

good desire is distinguished from a bad desire. And finally, the definition of pleasure as 

sensation falls prey to the hundreds of criticisms Clark has made to the entire endeavor of 

Empiricism. 

 

Another form of Teleological Ethics is the ethical theory called Utilitarianism. This is the 

ethical theory that affirms that the proper moral action is one that produces the overall 

happiness for the greatest number. This has been the ethic of many tyrannical nations. 

The execution and torture of the inferior race gives pleasure to the superior race therefore 

it is the right thing to do. This theory also caters to totalitarian systems. In Utilitarianism, 

the individual must sacrifice his own interests for the interests of the whole or the state.  

Clark summarizes the problem with teleological theories: 

 

ñIt would be necessary to know not merely the immediate results of a 

given choice, but the more remote, and the still more remote into an 
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indefinite future. It would be necessary to know the effects of the 

proposed action on every individual who might possibly be involved. And 

all these effects in their various degrees would have to be balanced against 

the same calculations made for each of the other proposed policies. Only 

after all these calculations had been completed could it be said that such 

and such ought to be done. But obviously these calculations cannot be 

completed. Therefore, a teleological system cannot conclude that one 

action rather than another is a moral obligation.ò67 

 

Ateleological Ethics 

 

This theory of Ethics denies that moral excellence is found in its purpose or that a certain 

act is a means to a good end.  This theory affirms that morality is found in the act itself 

irrespective of its consequences. The primary proponent of this view was Immanuel Kant. 

Kantôs construction is based on logical consistency. Immoral action is logically fallacious 

and self-deceiving. This is a replacement of Teleogyôs theory that morality is based in 

consequence. Clark says, 

 

ñTruth telling is right, so Kant argued, because everyone can tell the truth 

without any logical impossibility arising in the total situation, while lying 

is wrong because it is logically impossible for everyone to tell lies. But 

what about suicide? Of course, Kant believed that suicide is wrong. But is 

it not logically possible for me to commit suicide and at the same time to 

will that everyone else should commit suicide? If I will to break a promise, 

I desire to make myself a exception. I want other people to keep their 

promises to me; I want faithfulness to be universal, with myself an 

exception. Because of such an exception, argues Kant, the act 

contemplated is immoral. But no such exception is logically necessary in 

the case of suicide. I may believe, without contradicting myself, that life is 

evil, that suicide is the solution, and that everyone ought to commit 

suicide.ò68 

 

This system of ethics is strenuously against the idea of incentive because man should 

perform moral actions because they are good actions, not to gain a reward. This is where 

Biblical revealed ethics improves. 

 

To consider a couple more popular items:  

 

Many people, consider the rule of right and wrong to be a mechanistic and secularized 

view of the Golden Rule. This is unsatisfying. Does this interpretation of the Golden Rule 

imply that a Warden, in charge of executing a convicted Serial killer, should release the 

Serial killer, because if the Warden were in the place of the Serial killer, and the Serial 

killer in the place of the Warden, the Warden would desire freedom? This view of the 

Golden Rule would only serve, as it has, to justify the enfranchisement of pure evil.  
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Another item that I have come across is to appeal to innate knowledge. Aside from the 

arbitrarity of this position, it is also baseless when coming from the mouth of an 

Empiricist. Locke presented the classic Empiricist rejection of Innate Knowledge in his 

An Essay Concerning Human Understanding. If knowledge comes only by experience, 

innate knowledge, which affirms knowledge before experience, is ipso facto precluded. 

Noam Chomsky and B.F. Skinner advanced the debate in the past few decades. 

Chomsky, well known as the most influential philosopher of our time, resoundingly 

rejected the classical Empiricist position, presenting a basis for innate knowledge through 

genetics.  

 

Another item that I have heard from Anarchist philosophers is compulsion. Evil is 

identified in the act of compulsion. This position can only be adhered to by people 

completely unwilling to indulge in the most ridiculous hypocrisies. To be a parent, one 

must compel. A childôs life is dominated by the compulsions of his parents, even the 

most liberal of them. From forced citizenship, education, culture, environment, language 

and medicine, a childôs life is necessarily compelled to conform to the ideas and will of 

his parents. I distinctly remember being held down my atheist ñliberalò father and the 

nurses at my pediatricianôs office as I screamed at the top of my lungs in horror as I was 

being repeatedly stabbed with my pre-pubescent vaccinations.  

 

Revealed Ethics 

 

Revealed ethics avoid all the problems of secular theories. The omniscient creator of the 

universe knows all the consequences of an action. His commands are universal. Natural 

law, universal ethical norms, cannot be deduced or induced from sensation. Einsteinôs 

Relativity theories tell us everything is in a constant state of flux and change. Secondly, 

induction is a formal fallacy. Also, the authority of their obligation is unquestioned. Thus 

saith the Lord is how we know these commands are right and good.  Moreover, the 

Biblical view gives man promises of reward for obedience, and a purpose to live and to 

continue human society, while secular theories can give us no reason to believe life is 

even worth living. Not every command in the scripture is easy to understand. However, 

that does not eliminate the possibility of knowing right from wrong in some cases. The 

other theories cannot even get off the ground.  

 

The Biblical Theory of ethics is found in the Torah.  

 

Let the Yankee take into consideration some statements and questions as repeated from 

above: 

 

1. The Slave trade was originally forced on us. What else were we supposed to do that we 

didnôt do?  

 

2. What were we supposed to do with them? These people were brought to our shores, 

starving and desperate to get out of the hands of the slave merchants. They begged us to 

buy them. What were we supposed to do? Let them go? They had no property, no 
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weapons, and the Indians would have slaughtered them in the wilderness. We couldnôt 

send them all back to Africa. For one that would have cost a fortune and secondly, Africa 

was full of armies who would round up these people and put them right back into the 

slave trade. 

 

3. How would you have handled a savage, uneducated people better than we did? These 

people were not like the modern day educated black people. They were a savage, pagan, 

immoral people, and given the circumstances it was the best practical option. Educated 

and civilized people can pogress as free laborers more efficiently than being a slave. 

Uncivilized people progress as slaves of Bible believing freeman more efficiently than 

being free as Southern slaves themselves admitted and Fogel demonstrated. 

 

4. The process was to civilize these people and in process of time emancipate a reformed 

and enlightened race. How else should we have gone about this? 

Given the circumstances we did an awesome job with the cards we were dealt. 

I have provided a full consideration of the quality of Southern slave life in the 

Prolegomenon.  

 

Walter Kennedy catalogs 8 Yankee myths surrounding Slavery:69 

 

1. Slavery was an institution operated by white people for the oppression of black people. 

 

There is no distinct institution or moral person of white people. White people are divided 

up into different tribal histories with their accompanying political and religious 

distinctives. As we have seen, the slave trade was performed by the Yankees and the 

slave institution was forced onto us Southerners by the Yankee trade via King George 

and the Royal African Company. Having established this system as a necessity, later 

Southerners did voluntarily purchase slaves and provided the blacks the best system of 

slavery ever known. 

 

2. Slavery was a system organized by Christians 

 

As we have seen, the slave trade was first enacted by the Muslim nations and then 

enacted in white European Christian nations by the Vatican. The Protestant nations 

resisted it and only complied with it when their government was controlled by Jesuits and 

their Catholic agents. We also saw that the slave trade was ended by White Protestant 

Christians; Not Catholics; Not Muslims; Not Atheists. 

 

3. Slavery was a Southern Institution.  

 

The Slave trade was a Yankee institution and the North also owned slaves many years 

after the Civil War as we have seen.  

 

4. Slavery was a self-evident sin, and so recognized by the Christian Church. 
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Dabney will show in a later chapter that slavery, in substance, is an integral part of the 

Biblical social structure and I will show that it is a necessary aspect of the story of 

redemption.  Abraham himself had many slaves and he is referred to as the Father of us 

all in Rom. 4:16. To condemn slave owners is to condemn all the Abrahamic religions. 

Moreover, as we have seen from the history of the last 160 years, Communists (Yes if 

you believe in universal equality you are a Communist) have no basis whatsoever to 

lecture anyone concerning morality. Their regimes have been responsible for the greatest 

massacres in the history of mankind, and they are behind the greatest of all recent 

massacres, the 50 million+ children murdered by abortion since Roe V. Wade.  

 

5. Slavery only existed in the North for a very short time and had little economic effect. 

 

Slavery began in the 17th century in New England, lasted until the late 19th century, and 

laid the foundations for New Englandôs wealth. Moreover, as we shall see in a later post 

on the real purpose behind the Civil War, the Southern Slave-produced cotton exports 

were the backbone of Revenue for the North years after the Northern States had 

supposedly emancipated their own slaves. 

 

6. The North ended slavery because it was offensive to the moral character of 

Northerners 

 

It was actually the South that had the first and most numerous slave abolitionist societies. 

The first was the American Colonization Society of 1816-1817. They worked for the 

separate nationhood of the American blacks in the establishment of Liberia and 

Monrovia. And as I have shown, the South was the first to attempt to make the slave 

trade illegal, and were the first in the world to succeed. The Yankees hated black people 

and could care less about their benefit. Abolition was an angle used to gain economic and 

political advantage over the South. 

 

7. The North offered the black man equality and brotherhood.  

 

As I have shown and will continue to show, the opposite was the case. The South had an 

intimate and familial relationship with the black slaves; and so far from segregation, the 

majority of the white Southern slave owners, the non-aristocratic slave owners who only 

owned one to a few families, worked shoulder to shoulder with their black slaves. 

 

8. Racial discrimination and/or segregation is a legacy of Southern slavery. 

 

How a Yankee abolitionist is going to figure that the Slave system was segregation is 

beyond me. The blacks lived with the whites they worked for. Sometimes they had their 

own houses but they lived on the same land and worked right along-side the white 

people. Many have an image of Southern slavery as the Aristocratic Plantation where 

hundreds of blacks are laboring in the Sun while the rich white man sits in his living 

room glorying in his gluttony. Yet even a liberal publication, like PBSôs Africans in 

America admits, 

 




