
     

 
 There is no indemnity 
clause to life. We designate belief 
that the wrath of karma, Newton’s 
Third Law or an Almighty God will 
descend vengeance upon society’s 
wrong-doers. But wrong and right 
have been inconclusively defined 
since the dawn of war and the im-
measureable distance between the 
two is as expansive as man’s per-
ception of them. Human conduct is 
a bittersweet freedom that neither 
the morales of religion nor the 
revisions of law have yet governed. 
Honorable death, glorified warfare 
and reverent crusades conquer our 
history books with memoirs as told 
by the victors so that the immortal 
pride of said nation remains alive 
and well. But teaching that pride 
comes at the cost of anamosity 
towards an adversary sets forth 
lifetimes of unnecessary hatred. 
New generations who could oth-
erwise plant seeds of alliance and 
commradery are born rooted in the 
resentment of societies they have 
nothing but their 

forefather’s experience of. Humani-
ty has an inconsistant rationale and 
there are no one peoples or society 
solely representing honor or evil; 
we cannot continue to brand soci-
eties for the individuals who have 
committed the latter– it is a regres-
sive pattern that will forever stifle 
all ambitions to unite the human 
race. 
 Though it is often incor-
rectly correlated with solely Jewish 
suffrage, by the end of WW2, over 
eighty million people lost thier lives 
including nine to fifteen million ci-
vilian Germans. Seventeen million 
homosexuals, communists, political 
dissidents, Slavs, Jehovah’s Wit-
nesses, protestant pastors, catholic 
priests and the mentally and physi-
cally disabled had been eliminated 
under Hitler’s rule. Is Angela
Merkel — current Chancellor of 
Germany — responsible? Should 
their great-great grandchildren be 
financially accommodated by the 
German government? The 

German Finance Ministry recently 
delegated $1 billion USD to the 
homecare of 56,000 Holocaust 
survivors (unarguably warranted) 
but should the ministry analyze 
the next four or five centuries to 
compensate thier children’s chil-
dren’s children? Should the brood 
of SS soldiers bear the scars of their 
ascendents atrocities as well? To 
what degree of relevancy is fore-
father conduct on the failure and 
success of its descendents? A very 
small portion of German society 
caused decades of stigmatized asso-
ciation of genocide and a crooked 
cross upon millions of undeserving 
Germans. But after how much time 
can their predecessor’s oppression 
and suffrage continue to play a part 
in being a detriment to their own 
accomplishments or the accom-
plishments of German society as 
a whole? Ancestral atrocities are 
heinous for all, but living in the 
shadows of guilt is something many 
Caucasian societies have endured 
for longer than is commonly drawn 
attention to.  In much of Afri-
can-American society, the fingers 
of blame remain pointed upon the 
white race with little acknowledge-
ment of many Caucasian societies, 
individuals or otherwise who have 
bore the scars or lost thier lives in 
the fight for equality.        
Racial oppression, serfdom, slavery 
and indentured servitude have been 
a part of the workings of man long 
before the red, white and blue bri-
gades of confederacy trampled the 
plantations of the south. Now, with 
generations gone by, the subsequent 
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labeling on the Caucasian race as 
the slave masters of society has 
stuck to the descendants of anyone 
bearing a paler skin. A negative cat-
egorization of one race cannot be 
done while simultaneously urging 
equality and non-judgment of an-
other. Ironic is the petition to “pun-
ish the deed and not the breed” for 
the reputation of the unnecessarily 
controversial Pitbull; and yet, man-
kind cannot be so logical to sepa-
rate deed and creed in itself. Re-
sentment of the white race for those 
involved in the Trans Atlantic Slave 
trade continually overshadows the 
suffrage and efforts of Caucasians 
around the world dedicated to the 
fight of racial equality. It seems 
commonplace in modern soci-
ety and the medias ploy to define 
slavery as a ‘white against black’ 
dilemma but oppression and own-
ership of one peoples by another 
predates the trans-Atlantic Slave 
trade by thousands of years — it 
is as old as time itself. In the King 
James Version Reference Bible 
(Exodus 21:2) it states, “If thou buy 
a Hebrew servant, six years he shall 
serve: and in the seventh he shall 
go out free for nothing.”  In the 
Qur’ân, An-Nur 4:32-33 says, “And 
marry those among you who are 
single (i.e. a man who has no wife 
and the woman who has no hus-
band) and (also marry) the Sâlihûn 
(pious, fit and capable ones) of your 
(male) slaves and maid-servants 
(female slaves)...” The Sumerian 
Code of Ur-Nammu tablets existed 
in Southern Mesopotamia (current 
day Iraq) and predate the Bible and 
Quran by centuries. The History of 
Information website corroborates 
carbon dating of these tablets as 
being the oldest known document-
ed law code and containing laws re-
lating to slavery written circa 2100 

BCE - 2050 BCE. 3000 years later, 
Egyptians were using Hebrews, 
Babylonians and other war cap-
tives to work as slaves for Pharaoh. 
Corroborated by the documentary 
“The History of Slavery,” validations 
relay that from 1619-1870 slaves 
were captured along the west coast 
of Africa, with the help of African 
kings to trade for beads, textiles, 
horses, brandy and guns. During 
the 19th century, the black rulers 
of Zanzibar (East Africa) enforced 
slave labour in conditions akin to 
the conditions in America and the 
slaves of Zanzibar composed up to 
90 percent of Zanzibar’s population. 
These are minimal examples of the 
slave trade’s true beginnings, a con-
trast to what most of mainstream 
society understands to be true. In 
his new book, Christian Slaves: 
Muslim Masters: White Slavery in 
the Mediterranean, the Barbary 
Coast and Italy, 1500-1800, Profes-
sor Robert Davis of Ohio State Uni-
versity, has calculated, by contrast, 
that between 1 million and 1.25 
million European Christians were 
captured and enslaved in North 
Africa from 1530- 1780.  Accumu-
lating records of deaths, escapes, 
ransoms, and conversions, Davis 
calculated that between 1580 and 
1680 the slave population remained 
stable. To achieve this about one-
fourth of slaves had to be 
replaced each 
year. That 
meant 
about 
8,500 new 
Caucasian 
slaves 
had to be 
captured 
each year. 
Overall, 
this sug-

gests nearly a million slaves would 
have been taken captive during this 
period. Applying the same meth-
odology, Professor Davis estimat-
ed as many as 475,000 additional 
white slaves were taken in the 
previous and following centuries. 
This mentioning is not made to 
overshadow or justify the occur-
rence of the Atlantic slave trade or 
any other oppression. It cannot go 
unwritten that through the frame 
of four centuries, the Atlantic slave 
trade was much larger – about 10 
to 12 million black Africans were 
brought to the Americas- but does 
that constitute one peoples suffrage 
as being more relevant of dues than 
the next? If the debate exists, then 
should reversion to the aforemen-
tioned German civilian count pose 
as a contest? Slavery and genocide 
has been in the history of man 
since the dawn of the ages and has 
never been exclusive to the Cauca-
sian race.
  The American Civil War 
(1861 to 1865) paved the way for 
one of the first major efforts of 
whites to eradicate slavery: the 
Emancipation Proclamation. While 
it can be argued that the intricacies 
of war are often disguised by text-
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pseudo-history glorifying the nobil-
ity of a fabricated motive, that is no 
relevant factor here. The relevancy 
is in the lives that fought for what 
they believed was the cause,much 
as the American troops 
deployed to Afghanistan believed 
American national security had 
been compromised or the 
American military of 
Vietnam’s War were 
influenced that rati-
fying communism 
was their purpose. 
The Civil War laid 
to rest hundreds of 
thousands of white 
Union soldiers who 
sacrificed their lives 
to overthrow the ways 
of the Confederate States 
of America and it remains the 
deadliest war in American history. 
Though the number of killed and 
wounded in the Civil War is not 
exact, most sources agree that the 
total number of Union soldiers 
killed was approximately 360 000. 
Those deaths come from the 2.2 
million Union soldiers that fought 
for political, moral and structural 
changes of the Americas, 1 985 000 
of which were Caucasian: Ger-
man, Irish, Dutch, English, French, 
Canadian, Scandinavian, Italian, 
Jewish and other wise. As paradox-
ical as it seems, one can support 
troops without supporting war. As 
documented by Civil War histori-
an James M. McPherson, Lincoln 
told Cabinet members that he had 
made a covenant with God, that if 
the Union drove the Confederacy 
out of Maryland, he would issue the 
Emancipation Proclamation and 
so the Emancipation Proclamation 
was issued on January 1, 1863. The 
Proclamation was, in the words 
of Frederick Douglass, “the first 

step on the part of the nation in its 
departure from the thralldom of 
the ages.” Booker T. Washington, as 
a boy of  9 in Virginia, remembered 
the day in early 1865, and said...

 
The Emancipation Proclamation 
was not a law passed by congress. 
As commander in chief of the 
armed forces, it was President 
Lincoln’s constitutional authority to 
suspend civil law in rebellion states. 
The extended version of Lincoln’s 
motives were two fold.  Since slaves 
were so valuable to the mainte-
nance and stronghold of most 
properties and confederate estates, 
he knew by freeing those slaves 
it would be easier to seize enemy 
property. Two fold aspirations can 
often be misconstrued as smoke 
and mirrors for hiding intent but it 
is not misconstruction that it takes 
extreme measures to see extreme 
results. When it took effect, the 
Emancipation Proclamation freed 
3.1 million of the nation’s 4 million 
slaves because of the figurehead of 
a single, Caucasian man. Whether 
or not the intent was wholesome, to 
allow such
  The notoriety of white ab-

olitionists and equal rights advo-
cates has been shamefully under 
publicized. Men such as Levi Coffin 
became known as “President of the 
Underground Railroad” because 
of the number of slaves reported 
to have passed through his care on 

their road to freedom. Modern 
historians like Mary Ann 

Yannessa estimate that 
Coffin helped more 

than 2,000 slaves 
escape, although 
Coffin himself es-
timated the num-
ber to be around 

3,000. In his adult 
years, Coffin made 

monumental strides 
in forming aid societies 

to provide food, clothing, 
funds, and education to the freed 

slaves. In 1847, Coffin moved to 
Cincinnati where he opened a store 
selling goods made exclusively by 
freed slaves. On July 11, 1902, in 
Cincinnati, a monument was erect-
ed over his grave in honor of his 
contribution to African-Americans. 
Other adversaries of slavery were 
not so lucky. 
 John Brown was a white 
American abolitionist from Ohio. 
In 1851, Brown helped establish the 
League of Gileadites, an organiza-
tion that worked to protect escaped 
slaves from slave catchers. While 
on an anti-slavery crusade with 
21 followers, 5 
black and 16 
white, Brown 
was captured 
by Robert 
E. Lee. He 
was tried for 
treason and 
being 
an 

“As the great day drew 
nearer, there was more singing in the slave 

quarters than usual. It was bolder, had more ring, 
and lasted later into the night. Most of the verses of the 

plantation songs had some reference to freedom.... Some man 
who seemed to be a stranger (a United States officer, I presume) 

made a little speech and then read a rather long paper—the Emanci-
pation Proclamation, I think. After the reading we were told that we 
were all free, and could go when and where we pleased. My mother, 

who was standing by my side, leaned over and kissed her children, 
while tears of joy ran down her cheeks. She explained to us 

what it all meant, that this was the day for which she had 
been so long praying, but fearing that she would 

never live to see.”  -Booker.T



enemy after raiding the federal ar-
senal at Harpers Ferry. Brown was 
hung the next day, on December 2, 
1859. In his last address he said, “...I 
believe to have interfered as I have 
done,...on behalf of His despised 
poor, was not wrong, but right. 
Now, if it be deemed necessary 
that I should forfeit my life for the 
furtherance of the ends of justice, 
and mingle my blood further with 
the blood of my children, and with 
the blood of millions in this slave 
country whose rights are disre-
garded by wicked, cruel and unjust 
enactments, I submit: So let it be 
done.” Brown and Coffin are two 
examples of thousands more who 
have gone unnoticed in their efforts 
for racial equality. Dinesh D’Sou-
za (an Indian American political 
commentator) said it well, “What is 
uniquely Western is not slavery but 
the movement to abolish slavery.” 
Is it sheer irony that the NAACP 
(National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People) was 
formed by a group 
of white liberals? 
Of the 60 men 
and woman 
who signed 
the call, only 
seven were 
African 
-Amer-
ican. 

Mary White Ovington was the 
co-founder of the NAACP and 
her passion to bring justice to the 
African American race are outlined 
in the many books and articles she 
wrote including a study of black 
Manhattan, Half a Man (1911); 
Status of the Negro in the United 
States (1913); Socialism and the 
Feminist Movement (1914); an 
anthology for black children, The 
Upward Path (1919); biographi-
cal sketches of prominent African 
Americans, Portraits in Color 
(1927); an autobiography, Reminis-
cences (1932); and a history of the 
NAACP, The Walls Came Tumbling 
Down (1947). The sheer ratio of 
slave masters versus abolitionists 
and advocates for humanitarian-
ism is as blatant as the ratio itself. 
In 1861, there were approximately 
27 million Caucasians in the USA. 
Of that population, only 385,000 
American citizens owned slaves, or 
about 1.4% of the white population. 
To disregard the actions and efforts 
of Caucasians advocates who saw 
humanity as a deserving whole is 
as undignified as the mentality of 
slavery itself. 
  Forgiveness is not condon-
ing another’s wrongs but rather the 
capability to relinquish the need to 
lay fault. There comes a time when 
our forefathers can no longer be 
responsible for what happens in 
the future. Ezra Taft Benson stated 
that “Pride is concerned with who 
is right and humility is concerned 
with what is right.” It is time to 
acknowledge a different kind of hu-
miliation. One that is not connect-
ed to atrocity or the right to blame.

 It is ignorant to continue to label 
the Caucasian race as the origina-
tors of slavery or deem them as a 
problematic factor in the oppres-
sion of the African American race 
in current times – that guilt be-
longs to the families of the Federal 
Reserve and is a different article 
altogether.  The guilt of slavery, 
however, cannot lie at the feet of 
any one race. It is undeniably a 
heartbreaking part of the history 
of Africans on colonial soil but 
it cannot be a determining fac-
tor in the success or failure of the 
black man in American in present 
times. The ceiling of success is only 
capped by those who are prevalent 
to self-victimization. The emula-
tion of African-American music, 
culture, food and entertainment is 
as strong as ever and super couples 
like Beyonce and Jay-Z sit amongst 
the elite soirees of the former black 
president of the United States 
with his ivy league wife of even an 
darker complexion. Now comes the 
time to recognize that the shadows 
of blame must reach a statute of 
limitation with consideration for all 
future generations, all facts and all 
conducts before attributing an en-
tire race to carry sole responsibility 
for the actions of so very few.
 


