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The most influential communities in modern Caribbean history have been
the enslaved Afcans and their descendant populations. As such, historical
archaeology in the Caribbean has often focused on black lifeways under British,
Dutch, and Spanish colonial powers. The utilization of various research strategies
have included but not restricténl ethnoarchaeology, historical documents,
material culture, oral history sources, settlement patterns, stable isotopic study,
and burial practiceg\s one of thefirst historicalfaunal studies of the French
Antilles, my work attempts tgrovide a contribtion to the study of slave
foodways.This dissertation examines the interrelationship between foodways and
identity formationduringthe early moderfrench transatlantic expansidiy
material evidenceexemplified via faunal remaingas retrieved fronthe slave
village atHabitation La Mahaudiér@nce gorosperous sugar plantation
Guadeloupe established during the 1h&th centurywhose domestic occupation

spanned over 150 yeaand is currentlya wellpreserved archaeological site that
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offers thepotential for understanding diachronic social and cultural processes of
the French plantation systerily zooarchaeological results in combination with
primaryand secondargourceghat discussolonialsubsistence practicesll

assist inestablishinghow slave foodways and French Antillean ident#tyreated

by and shaped one another.
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Chapter I:

Introduction

Historical archaeology in the French Caribbean, althaijhin its infancy,
presents intriguing avenues to understand F
via plantation economies and the African response to slaeiydissertation
examines the inteclationship between foodways and identity formation in the
French Antilles. My material evidence was retrieved from Habitation La Mahaudiére,
a prosperous sugar plantationGuadeloupe established during the 1h&th century
and occupied foover 150 yars. In the context of the plantation economy for the
French West Indies, La Mahaudiére was a relatively facgée plantation with well
over 100 enslaved field laborers andsite sugarworkgsucrerié to proess the
sugar cane. Even aftemancipationthe plantation continued on with free black
laborers and several dozen indentured South Asian laborers. As a case study, La
Mahaudiere is a welpreserved archaeological site that offers the potential for
understanding diachronic social and cultural psses of the French plantation

system.

The most influential communities in modern Caribbean history were the
enslaved Africans and their descendant populations. As such, historical archaeology

in the Caribbean has often focused on black lifeways undesiBributch, Spanish,



and now French colonial powers (Armstrong 1990; Gibson 2009; Haviser 1999;
Kelly 2009; Kelly et al. 2008; Singleton 2005; Wilkie 2001; Wilkie and Farnsworth
1994, 1996). The utilization of various research strategies and forms dladata
included, but are not restricted to, ethnoarchaeology, historical documents, material
culture, oral history sources, settlement patterns, stable isotopic study, and burial
practices (Armstrong 1990, 2001; Delle 1998; Handler 1996; Handler and Lange
1999; Haviser 1999; Klippel 2001; Pulsipher and Goodwin 2001; Wilkie 20@Y).
investigation will contribute to the existing scholarship by centering on the foodways
of enslaved Africans in the French West Indies that, until now, has only been
examined thwugh historical documents (Debien 2000: -PAB; Du Tertre 1979;

Hearn 1923; Labat 1931, 1970; Mandelblatt 2007, 2008; Moreau dul3aigt

1958; Munford vol. 3 1991; Satineau 1928; Tomich 1993).

ResearchQuestions andGoals

Foodways is a metaphor forlttire and anarker of identitydenotinggender,
class, status, ethnicity, or other kinds of semategorical differencesly research
seeks to understanghat is the relationship between foodways and idenfity® link
between foodways and identity hasel observed and theorizegidmcial scientists

fordecadesst has been argued that a sense of

! One exception is Tamara Varney (2003) who studied stable isotopes of bone and deesalrtiss
skeletons from the Sainte Marguerite Cemetery site on Guadeloupe to reconstruct the slave diet.

2
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culture is shaped and-shaped through ordinary, everyday activitiEsese actions
are, in turnjnfluenced by culture anidentity formation processes (Mennell et
al.1992).The relationship between foodways and identity is evident in the promotion
of various national and ethnic cuisinesg., Bower 2008; Brown and Mussell 1984;
Counihan 1988CounihanandKaplan1998;De Ceteau 1984; Fischler 1988; Fine
1996; Goody 1982ylennell 1985; Misztal 1996Part of my multidisciplinary
approach incorporatgmstcolonial French Antillean theories of identity and cultural
formation as a step in the process of retracing how peopihe gplast may have
constructed andrticulatedtheir own identity. In particular, the recent movement in
French identity politics towards the conceptudolitéoffers a theoretical framework
by whichl may explore how vernacular traditions, especiallyrgiday practices,
formulate a space for the individuelbng with thecommunity to express culture and
identity (BeokuBetts 1995; Counihan 198Btennell 1985Misztal 1996:102;

Murcott 1983; Probyn 1998)s such, in the case of La Mahaudiére, how do

foodways articulate an African Guadeloupean identity?

Furthermore, just as foodways may be a marker of identity, class, and status,
gender is another manner of its social allocation. In the case of women, their
relationship to food and eating is often condgddn an uncritical assumption of the
division of labor, activity areas, and social dimensions of domestic food preparation
and cooking (Counihan and Kaplan 1998; Gero 1992; Harbottle 200280 Kahn

1986; Kent 1998). Myvork follows the sametheoretcal vein as some prehistoric
3



and historicabrchaeology discoursewritten from a feminist perspectivegncerned

with questions ab o u t-specdicrdévisiéns of labore(d.,us and

Brumfiel 1991; Claassen 1991; Conkey and Spector 198dhi@&t 1999 Hastorf
1991; Nelson 1997Scott 1991; Seifert 199&pector 199; Wall 1994). To be
discussed in greater detail in Chapter 2tegmnate AfreCaribbean and US black
feminist theoriesvith créolitéinto my analysis and interpretatiotasascetain how
the social dimensions of every day actswbsistence practices maydsntral to the

development of collective and individual identities.

In order to address the larger questions surrounding identity and culture,
investigating the more mundagaestions regarding the form and content of enslaved
Africansodo foodways is in order. Thus,
objectives regardinthe diet and subsistence practices at Habitation La Mahaudiére
andhow they are situated withihe general understanding of slave foodways of the
French West Indie©One of my primary means to address these queries is thaough
quantitative analysis daunal remains recovered fraime slave village of the French
plantation Habitatioha MahaudiereThe majority of activity areas associated with
food processing, preparation, and cooking occurred outside the slave houses. This
prompted an excavation strategy that concentrated on the yard spaces between the

slave homes known as houseyards to locateetnidve faunal remains. In order to

gen

understand the plantation | aborersoé subsi st

era and posemancipation decades of the 19th century (although the latter
4



archaeological context also contained deposits asso@i@tedoughly the last 20

years of slavery), analyzed the faunal remains teynporal context. The
zooarchaeological results comprised one line of evidence. The second cafsisted

17th and18thcentury primary sources; these are largelywitaess acounts of

colonial culinary habits with special emphasis on slavetkietighout the French

West Indies. Using two different forms of evidence allowed me to reconstruct a more
comprehensive narrative of enslaved foodways and identity, and also an opyportuni

to compare the datasets in order to identify where they complement or contradict each

other.

| use the concept of foodways hesedeefined by folklorist Jay Anderson
(1971),as At he whol e interrelated system of
distribution, preservation, preparation, and consumption shared by all members of a
part i c ulAaa culynaldotmpand. practicé is alsoreplete with symbols and
meanings associated with social poieg.,Bray 2003;Bourdieu 1979Dietler and
Hayden 2001; Hastorf and Johannessen 1993; Klippel and Morey 1986; Meigs 1984;
Weismantel 198; Welch and Scarry 1995 In particular,scholars of food studies
andanthropologyoften examine foodways as a socially constructed system that
serves as a marker difference, via exclusion or inclusigAppadurai 1981: 494;
Dietler 1996. In historical archaeologyor examplemorerecent investigations of
early Americahaveshown dietary patterns that may have influenced race, class, and

ethnic group formationse(g., Cheek 1998; Diehl et al. 1998; Franklin 2@01
5
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Janowitz 1993; Landon 1996; Lyman 1986 Kee 1987 0tto 1984; Price 1985;

Reitz 1994 Singer 1985Yentsch 199% In building upon the existing scholarship, |
attempt to combinanthropological, historal, and sociological perspectives to
ascertain the complex links that food has to wegistrands of culture and group self
definition (Camp 1989289; Gabaccia 1998; Goody 1982; Levenstein 1993; Mennell
et al. 1992Mintz 1996; Mintz and DuBois 2002 examine the exterto which Old

World and New World foodstuffs and praxis are combined to create a Creole cuisine,
a wholly new foodwaysreatedoboth as a result of and in spite of the oppression of

slavery.

As | sought to reconstruct enslaved foodways uad®loupe, | broadened the
scope of my analysis in order to comptre French Antillean evidence with
contemporaneous evidence from other parts of the Caribbean and the American
South.This served two related purposes. The first was to trysandte ths research
within theexisting literature on foodways in Africand3poraarchaeologyThe
second was to try and determimaw different historical, economic, and
environmental pressures led to variability in foodways practices across the African
DiasporaMoreover, these diverse consumption patterns, when compared to the
historical sources discussed in Chapter 6, may be used to cotestssumptions
written during the colonial erabout slave foodways and to presarither, more

multifaceted understaing of enslaved laborers through their feethted practices.



Organization of the Chapters

This study is divided into seven chapters excluding the introdudtion.
Chapter 2 provide the theatical framework for interpretintipe role offoodwaysin
theidentity formationprocess of enslaved blacks, and in particular, how enslaved
women were instrumental in this proceBsst, | provide a summary of French
Antillean identity formation theories and its associated politics in order to
contextualizany pespective on the most receftillean theoryof Creoleidentity
known ascréolité In the process of retracing how people of the past may have
articulated their identityhrougheveryday practices of vernacular traditicush as
cooking | also engage witvarious feminist approaches. It has been argued that
créolitéis masculinisin its perspectiveand that ithat rarely accounts for gender and
sexualityin identity politics To drcumvent such biases, | link feministeorieswith
créolitéfor a more mclusive perspective that acknowledges the participation and
contribution of enslaved women in identity formation processes that cut across
gender. My approach is also infoethby feminist archaeology, which adds an

important dimension to this research.

Chapter 3is divided into two sections. The firgtesents the history of
plantation slavery in the French West Indsésategart of the social and political
landscapé¢hat was most associated with t@onial expansion of France in the
Americasfrom thel6th to the early 19th centurin an effortto recover the

experiences of enslaved woméms chapter will focus on the dominant construction
7



of race and gender, especidlheir articulation via the division of labavithin these
plantation communitiesThe second sectiaf this chapter provides the
chronological background of Habitation La Mahaudi@mseBertrand,Grande

Terreandits context within French Antillean history.

Chapter 4 discussdise archaeological project at Habitation La Mahauglier
including a description of the sitie field procedurese used during the surveys
and excavations, and a brief summary of our findings from-2005. Despite
several factors that complicated the construction of a site chronology, in the end it
wasmade possible based on ceramic analysis of French pdttexydiscussion of
French pottery alludes to complex consumption patierasticedoy La Mahaudiere
laborers. The focus of Chapter 5 is the faunal collection. The first part is a discussion
of thezooarchaeological methods followed by the interpretation of the faunal remains
that explains the | aborersd dietary choices
diachronically as | provide dietary information abthg enslaved community first
andthenthelate f ree | aborers who continued to resi

slave village of the plantation.

Chapters 6 and gontinue on theubject of slave alimentation and diet. By
alimentation, | mean the rations provided to the enslaved community by the
plantation managementhapter 6 examines French historical sources to chronicle

the complex dietary pattern of the enslaved communities according to observers and



slave ownershroughout the colonial period of the French AntillEsese sources

have helpeda summarize the main foodstufend the items that would become
essential to practicing slave foodways and in the diets of free laborers after
emancipationChapter 7 has several related objectives. Hisstnthesize the

available historical evidence @mrchaeological data to interpret the dietary pattern
and subsistence practices at La Mahaudiére over time. Narsdnt &omparative
analysis ofdietarypracticesf slaveand free laborecommunities from other

colonial Caribbean sites as well agrir slave sites of the American South. This
helpedto better comprehend possible dietary patterns within and variability between
African diasporic sites. The final part of
participation in various subsistence practié&smbining the various lines of

historical and archaeological evidence grounded in my theoretical framédvpodt

that Creolization informed (and continues to inform) African Guadeloupean identity,
and that slave foodways served as one important eetmgdbugh which this process
was realized. Moreover, enslaved women were central to the creation of slave
foodwaysthrough their dailyactivities such aselling foodstuffs at local markepdus
their preparations and ckiag of food for their families. fius, enslaved womemere
central to the process of cultural identity formation in Guadeloupe. Further research
may indicate that their role extended to influendingnch Antilleandentity

throughout theCaribbean.



In the final chapter | evaluate whetliee summation of my interpretations

have adequately answered my research questlalso interrogate my methods and

address the effectiveness of my investigation of the French Antillean slave foodways

system and the | ifewaylcondude by sugghbtinga udi

avenues for future research.

Significance of Research

Archaeological scholarship on European expansion in the Caribbean has been

a focus of historical archaeologists for several decades. Moreover, the social context

of enslaved Aicans and their descendants in the Caribbean has been a significant
avenue of interest since the 1980s (Haviser 1990): 4As stated earlier, multiple
research strategies were incorporated into my project to ascertain a fuller
comprehension of blackfiéiways in the French West Indies, especially where
foodways are concerned. Despite the achievements of, and interest in, the
archaeology of the Afro Caribbean, there are some noticeable oversights. While
British, Dutch and Spanish participation in plardateconomies are well
documented, the scholarship has often
Caribbean landscape until recently (Delpuech 2001; Kelly 2002, 2004b, 2009).
Historical archaeology in the French West Indies is now a burgeonidgfie

research. Recent inquiries demonstrate remarkably different French colonial
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experiences and responses to that of their British counterparts on the Caribbean

| andscape; differences that warrant more ex
on postcaonial social, racial, and economic processes (Kelly 2004b: 3, 2009). My

dissertation is but one step to bring more attention to historical archaeology of the

French West Indies. | hope to illuminate some aspects of the African responses to

slavery withinthe French colonial context.

Another area of examination that has been neglected in the reconstruction of
African | ifeways in the Caribbean has been
appropriate here than subsistence since the former refers to arlyevaykeof fooe
related practices and meaningB)e majority of faunal assemblage studies have been
conducted on the islands of the Greater Antilles. Studies that reconstruct dietary
patterns based on faunal assemblages or other sources in the Ledkssr Have
been somewhat scarce (Anderson et al. 2C0ipps 2003Klippel 2001; Quitmeyer
2003;Sichler 2003; Varney 2003; Wild et al. 19%1Furthermore, nearly all of these
studies have focused on British colonial populatioMypr oj ect éeof maj or | i n
inquiry is a study of food under the early modEranch transatlantic expansidiy
work is one of thdirst historicalfaunal studies of the French Antilldsatattempts to
contribute to an understanding of the role of foodways in the lives afveas|

Africans by illuminatingnsightsinto the slave diet and colonial black culinary

Varney 20036s dissertation utilized stable isotopes
various historic cemetery sites on Antiguagmtserrat and Guadeloupe to reconstruct diets.
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praxis. Itsimultaneouslyontributes tahe growing body of historic

zooarchaeological studies of the Lesser Antilles.
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Chapter 11 :

Creolité, Feminist Theory, and African Guadeloupean ldentity

One of my central research goals is to define the role of enslaved women in
the processes of identity formation of African Guadeloupeans thexagigday
practices|In this chapter | detail my theoretical framework. | turn tottie®ries that
assist in the interpretation that these women, via foodvi@aysulatal a space for the

individual as well thecommunity tocreate an@xpress culture and identity

This chaptecenters on the participation of enslaved women in connection
with general identity politics in the French Antilles as it pertains to an understanding
of Caribbean Creole culture in the French islands. In order to detail the complexity of
a creolized identity such as African Guadeloupean, | will provide a summary of
French Antillean identity formation theories and associated politics to anchor my
perspectives to the most recent understanding of identity knoenéalgé Creéolité
was born out of &terary movement that emphasized sagfinition of identity rooted
in the collective memory of slavery, andritluded but was not limited @ black,
hybrid Caribbearocated sense of selfentertain postolonial French Antillean
theories of identity and cultural formation as a step in the process of retracing how

peope of the past may have articulated their identity through every day practices

13



such as cooking and other food preparation methdets: this reason, | look to

creolité a recent theoretical movement of French Antillean identity politics that
guestions howernacular traditions of aesthetics, art, and/or any other form of
everyday practices help to create a space for the indivédiorady withcommunity to
express culture and identity. Importantly, | frame this research within the Caribbean
feminist critiqueof créolité which does not entirely esch@néolité but instead seeks

to transform its problematic androcentpierspective and politicalso integrate US
black feminist theory into my analysis and interpretations, which shares similar

concerns.

This introduction to the politics of posilonial French Antillean identity
formation will include discussions on the two theories that influenced the writers of
créolité négritudeandantillanité. These two theories, together wittéolité, were
revolutionay in that they were conceived mostly by black French Antillean literary
intellectuals and, more importantly, challenged the Eurcpeaitric, pejorative view

of their race and culture¥hroughout the 20th centyrfrom negritudeto antillanité

That is, identity as something that is shaped by a collective or by individual practierteBgion,

culture may fall within the definition of identity although the two are not necessarily synonymous. For

the purposes of my argumehy; identity | mean cultural identity which is characterized in two,

sometimes contradictorpositonsas def i ned by Stuart Hall: fAa coll ecti
individuals affiliated by race or ethnicity that is consideret o be fi xed or stabled but
metamorphic and even contradictoan identity marked by multiple points of similarities as well as

di fference238). (2003: 233
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to créolité (in that order)French Antillean cultural politiceventually culminated in

the opposition of colonialism and a Western domination of Caribbean concepts of
culture and identity. By the last decades of the 20th cerdrgylité championed the
understanithg of an identity in the French Antilles as a unique mosaic: something
heterogeneous, arriving from multiple locations. However, while negritude was
ultimately rejected for its monolithic view of blacknessgolité was critiqued for
universalizing the Femch Antillean identity and, furthermore, viewing it as male
centered. Feminists saw this failure to acknowledge nuadeatities along the lines

of gender, clasgnd sexuality (and not just race) as a constant problem present within
all three movement<€ultural and identity politics in the French Caribbean have been
an intense subject of debate throughout2@®il entury (Burton 1993; Césaire 1939,
1955; Chaudenson 2002; Fanon 1991; Glissant 1981; Schnepel 2004; Valdman
2002). The following narrateotv various theorists have tackled the issue of identity
formation in the French Antilles.t must be noted that Aidenti:t
expressed in the singular as many major scholars and writers who have attempted to
address this issue have typically d@o with the assumption that there is a single,
universal French Antillean identitjlternatively, this may have been a strategic

move to promote more group cohesion among Caribbean people of African descent,
rather than risk highlighting the many diféerices that, in fact, exist between them.

Even so, the reason why it has historically been a difficult task to thgscribe the

formation of a French Antillean identity is because a singular one did and does not
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exist. Moreover, it is a problem thatlafts all other Caribbean islands, particularly in
the postcolonial era. In general, a Caribbean identity has historically been
understood as an embodiment of cultural pluralism that yields numerous names and
processes of identity formation, including Imat limited to Caribbeanness,

creoleness, creolization, hybridity, metissage, amtdlanité (Balutansky and

Sourieau 1998; Bernabé et 4993;Bhabha 1994Glissant 1999; Hall 2002007;

Knecht 1987: Laplantine and Nouss 1997; Manessy 1987; Prabliu 200ss

culturally, these terms are often bound in complex and sometimes contradictory
interpretations thatavenot allowed for a singular form of representation to emerge
without challenge (Smyth 2001: 29). Thus, for those seekifigtten Caribbean

identity to a particular definition, it has beeifficult to articulate because it is not
singular.As is discusad below, the major issue thattillanité theorists had with
négritudewas its tendency to homogenize French Antillean iderAityillanité is

often referred to as a Creole identity in the French Antilles because of the historical
process of cultural, ethnic, and racial mixing since the time of European colonization
of the region. The institution of slavery along with various imposed Eurelpssad
notions of racial superiority and other hegemonic forces provided a violent
background for many Antilleans to respond by viewing their racial and cultural
heterogeneity as a form of pride and sometimes as a weapon for cultural resistance

and empoweanent.
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Early French Creole Identity Politics

Négritude conceptualized in the 1930s by Martinican Aimé Césaire and
severaBritish Caribbean andfrican Francophone writers, was the first step in
relation to modernity (Arnold 1991; Lewis 1998:66)tommapng a #Atrueo i dent
history apart from noiwWestern values. Césaire argued for a rejection of French
political and cultural hegemony, and as descendants of people from West and Central
Africa, French Antilleans should seize the African continentsagrily racial,
cultural, and historical antecedent. While this rhetoric initially proved to be popular,
by the late 1960s and 1970s, Antillean writers turned away rfigritudedeclaring
that such notions of an identity were highly problematic. Critbesél the philosophy
of négritudewas at fault for declaring unfounded universalism about race and culture
much in the manner of the Enlightenment philosophy they heavily critiqued (Glissant
1997: 136). To put it simply, when one maintained the concemgftude it merely
Aireplaced the i1illusion of Europe by an Afri
identity problem (Bernabé et al. 1993=-88). In addition tothe essentialized
African identity, other fundamental problems with tiégritudemovemaet included
objections that the leaders and participants still heralded a French value system while
addressing a French (and not Antillean) audience, as well as not advocating the use of
Creole as the language of politics and social change for the movffdegar 2008:

36-38; Jack 1996: 59; Kee 2006: 4; Offord 2001: 78; Schnepel 2004: 6).
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In the 1960s, Martinican Edouard Glissant posited the concept of Antillanité
(ACari bbeannesso) that disagreed with a syn
African identties Those born and raised on the islands of the Caribbean could not
disassociate their identity from their specific history or current locale. Rather,
multifarious aspects worked to develop Caribbean identity. To be more specific,
Cari bbeannessisonios tthhaee fuwvnder stands the cul tur
place of the Caribbean as a distinct American or Western Hemispheric phenomenon,
without foregoing the effects of European and African cultural and historical
influences upon the region (Bernalié@ak 1993: 83). Thus, the Creole identity was
best visually understood as the maroon: an African descendant located in the
Caribbean who actively resists his imposed colonial subjectivity. This heterogeneous
view of Caribbean identity, unlikeégritude requires the inclusion of European,
indigenous Caribbean, Asian, as well as African heritageést there were issues

taken with this position as well (as discussed further below).

Moving forward, literary authors have primarily written more recentissud
of Creole identity in the French Caribbean. Their chosen medium for interrogation
and clarification is within the realm of fictional literature. Through a literary lens,

French Antilleans masehistoricize their past afcial violence, slavery, and

“This character is interpreted Hleschienhsetaiearim! vy mal e as
Les Armes miraculeus¢sPar i s: Gal |l i mar d, 119 Tdsg duaomaohandedrouar d Gl i s'S
(Paris Editions du Seuil, 1981) ahd Quartrieme siecl@Paris, Editions du Seuil, 1964). See Lorna
Milne (2001) for a detailed disission.
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colonization to reclaim what they sense is the true memory of the people, language
and history of the islands (Arnold 1994; Bernabé €1393: 98; Condé and Cottenet

Hage 1995; Murdoch 2001). It is their work that | discuss next.

French Antillean Theory of créolité

In 1989, Martinican authors Jean Bernabé, Patrick Chamoiseau and Raphael
Confiant verbalized the problem of identity politics for French Antilleans. Although
considered a literary movement, the authors, early on in their book, quickly set
creolité apart from other literary movements suchmégritudeandantillanité
(Chamoiseau et al. 1997; Lewis 1998:18¥)thin their essajloge de la créolitén
Praise of Creolene$sthe authors argue that the French Antilleans are
Af undame nt waith exteriosty, this frok alongtimeagoo t he present d
(Bernabé eal. 1993: 76). In their collective opinion, French Antillean culture, history
and identity has for too long been understood through a Eurocentric (specifically
French) vision (Chamiseau et al. 1997: 13132; Pineau 1991: 293; Stahl 1996:
123). Whilenégritudeespoused a nelBuropean identity, créolité writers criticized
the early movement s choice oWhabwas Afri can i
most troubling was ® g r i d¢oncepeod kdackness which, ironically, was based too
much uporFrenchaestheticsand thusmade thd=rancophonéslands culturally,

politically, and economically dependent amolonial ideologyBernabé et al. 1993:
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76).As for the later movemenantillanité, the créolité authors commend Glissant for
insisting on Caribbeanness as a hybridized identity. However, there are several points
where the créolité writers do not agree with Glissart.t i mat el y, Gl i ssant 0:s
of Caribbean identity was embodigdthe maroon, the runaway who actively resisted
colonial subjectivity by leaving the plantation and escaping to the surrounding hills
and mountaingC r e o Imajor @rifigele is that marronnage was only practiced by a
few. The majority of the enslavedmmunity remained rooted to plantations in the
French islands. For thaéolité authors the maroon population is one real source of
Caribbeannedsut the Creole identity with its heterogeneous characteristics must

have been created elsewhere as well. Walissant did locate a hybridized identity

in the archipelagos of the French CaribbeanctBelité authors fault Glissant for

being too limited in his scope of identity politieéscludingnot moving forward

enough to demonstrate how one may discovereaniorace creoleness (Bernabé et al.

1993: 84)

Thecréolitéauthors proposed a way in which to achieve this vision of
embracing creoleness. They believed that in order to fully realize a hybridized
identity, one must look inward and subscribe to tbefolitéor fAcr eol enesso. T
posited, ficreoleness is the cement of [thei
foundation of [their] Caribbeanness (Bernabé et al. 1993: 87). A French Creole

identity is a product of aneofivaroiuser acti onal 0

® This is used ithe sense of geographic locale.
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cultures united togetheavithin the context ofFrench colonial and then pesblonial

rule. ACreoleness is the interactional or t
European, African, Asian and Levantine cultural elements united on thessdrng

the yoke of historyo (Bernab® etplual . 1993:
the exemplification of cultural mixing whose foundation was located on the

plantation.

According to Jamaican feminist eBatricia
are being affirmed or even constructed are based on real struggles which people and
groups are engaged in and which they communicate to each other in coded messages
within a cultureéo Thus, identity politics
literatureare underpinned by the concept of resistance (Bernabé et al. 1993: 80, 98,
107; Glissant 1981; Malena 1996: 5). So,¢hélité authors embedded the roots of
this identity in the enslaved person on the
(Chamoiseaet al. 1997: 144; Chamoiseau and Confiant 1991:29, 46). This notion
builds on Glissantds proposition of orality
memory (Glissant 1990: 789). Orality is simultaneously the action and material that
creates and allowsr the production as well as the transformation of identity and

culture.

The créolists believed that the use of Creole language is what Glissant termed

Al a r®sistance populaired or an everyday ki
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community wihout demonstrating overt aggression or even violence in opposition to
the colonial (or postolonial) discourse (Glissant 1981: 67). The storyteller is not
silenced; resistance and authentic history are encoded in his songs and stories. This
new historicatonsciousness that privileges orality (and subsequently, literature) as
embodied by a man is the true vessel of resistance and thus, it is the best way to

represent Creole identity (Garraway 2005: 19, 21; Klein 2000: 27; Stahl 1996: 79).

Inspired by orakpeakers (the griots and troubadours) and literary writers who
embraced the Creole language as the core of creoleness, the Martinican writers
became involved in identity politics that contested Eurocentric, especially French,
descriptions and understandingf who and what they were (Bernarbé et al. 1993:

95-96; Chamoiseau et al. 1997:131Their solution to misrepresentation and false

history arrived through the understanding and acceptarmédifté creoleness. The

authors claimed that their manifestid not arise from theory but from lived

experiences and practice. It is based on the everyday practice of orality which stresses

Creole identity, and in that articulation of identity is group resistance that diverges

from colonial and postolonial episemologies (Chamoiseau and Confiant 199%: 56

64). Furthermore, it is a poetics movemamntdgelfdefinition (Bernabé etl. 1993:

99). Thecréoltétaut hor s decl ared their identity poli

conceives our space (the archipelagus igs foothills of firm land, the continental

® Interestingly enough, their manifesto was not written wholly in creole but in French and was
critiqued for this reason (Gallagher 2007).
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immensities), inanydiscp | i ne what soea.#993™). (Bernab® et
Accordingly, the authors and all natives of the French Antilles should identify

themselves as Creolegespective of race

Feminist Critique of créolité

Although Patrick Chamoiseau and his coauthors did not corgiéaité a
theory but rather a movement for saéfinition, many Caribbean scholars and
writers do so because its roots er¢he Martinican literary theories afégritudeand
antillanité (Bernabé et al. 1989: 18). All three sought tdnistoricize French
Antill eansé coloni al past, characterize the
a transformative future (BaksBoodeen 1998: 82; Beckles 1998: 53; Klein 2000: 18;
Lewis 1998: Malena 1996:252). Somguments againstéolité exhibit a linguistics
foundation, debating whether popular Caribbean literature should be published in
French vs. French Creole (Chamoiseau et al. 1997: 152; Gyssels 2003: 305; Le Brun
1996: 1734; Lewis 1998; 189). Another critique finds the movement accounts more
for Martinican identity and does not account for intdand differences (Burton
1995). While others find fault witb r ® o Hiscrim@atary tendencies against
women and women wats (Arnold 1994, 1995; Gyssels 2003: 311 see footnote 38,
312; Haigh 1999; Klein 2000; Price and Price 1987; Verges 1995), | concentrate in

the following on the critiques of Creole gender representation as it relates to my
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i nvesti gat i on patigninte foreatidn ®f Fierech Antillean identity

and culture.

While aspects ofréolité (i.e., identity is not fixed, nor should it be classified
or characterized by those outside the Caribbean) are similar to other Caribbean
wr i ter s o6 a mkdnidentity pdlites; tkedrivieging of the male gender
and androcentric language as the true representation of Creole identity and culture in
the French Antilles is highly problematic to aatéolistes (Arnold 1995; Condé and
CottenetHage 1995; Leva 1998; Klein 2000). In other words, while the French
Creole identity is a unique amalgamation of African, European, and Amerindian
languages and cultures, it is only personified as male. Despite some notable
exceptions (Gaspar and Hine 1996: -PI8; Maturin 1975; Okihiro 1986; Schwatrz
Bart 1973), traditionally, throughout Caribbean folklore and history, slave resistance
was commonly articulated by men who rejected colonialasleell asocietal
norms. They opted instead for aggressive protest,asiomarronnage (Bangou 1989;
Craton 1983; Fick 1990; James 1938; Moitt 290dullin 1992: 3461, 241267,
Olwig 1985) or for more subtle ways of resistance by retaining African culturalisms
(i.e., music, storytelling, and religion) in an environment thrgdased the practices of
European language and culture (Herskovits 1958, 1964; Holloway 1990). Again,
these interpretations of the production of French Caribbean identity are typically
androcentric (Arnold 1995; Verges 1995). Criticxidolité hold that he centering

of language and any other everyday practices of vernacular tradition that are
24



(supposedly) practiced strictly by men merely reproduces the same problems of racist
colonial discourses in French historiographies of their Caribbean coloniesadyigi
argued against bgréolité authors (Arnold 1995: 40; Condé 1993; Condé and
CottenetHage 1995; Gallagher 1994:65 Haigh 1999: 149; Klein 2000: 25; Milne

2001; Price and Price 1987). While black women held the lowest subordinate position
in colonialsociety, they too devised a variety of ways to subvert and resist the politics
of power, which played a role in the setinstruction of their identity (Gaspar 1996:

229; Mohammed 1998: 9; Moitt 1996: 245). However da@olité adherents,

w o me n 0 s utiandondentity formation is nearly absent.

It seems that for the authorsagolité sexuality and especially gender
inhabit a peculiar position. In generatéolitétends toward the reductive: a
masculinist perspective that rarely accounts for iet#nsg properties of gender,
sexuality, and even nationality, when defin
Antillean identity.Créolitérenders women, at best, ambivalent participants and at
worse, invisible spectators of identity formation which ultimat@plies a gendered
hierarchy and an imbalance of power (Arnold 1995: 21; Condé 1993; Condé and
CottenetHage 1995; Price and Price 1997: 17; Haigh 1999: 149; Milne 2001; Suk
2001: 155). Moreover, whileréolité critics agree that every day practices;tsas
storytelling, create and reinforce identity
the storytellerds gender that reinforces th

Caribbean cultural sphere (Arnold 1994, 1995; Condé 1993; Condé and Cottenet
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Hage 1995; Milne 2001; Suk 2001). ContempoKaayibbean women writessich as
Maryse Condé, Edwidge Danticat, Simone Schvigad, Dany BébeGisler, and
Myriam WarnerVieyra have remarkednthe importance odral tradition to Creole
identity and culturéand its centrality in the production of collective memory) but
attributedit to their mothers, aunts, and other female family members who related
stories to them throughout their formative years and beyond (Arnold 1994;11

Casey 1995: 5226; Milne 2M1: 61;Pineau 195: 290).

In short, any theoretical discussion of subjectivity and group identity cannot
assume gender specificity. The omission of gender difference abandons the mosaic
nature of identity and when béreadsentative s assum
of everyone, or erases all other genders categorically from the narfédtevdiversity
of experiences along the lines of gender is integral to understanding culture (Klein
2000: 18; Mohammed 1994: 3Z)réolitéignores women as garodiwcers of Creole
identity (Arnold 1994: 16L7; Klein 2000: 18; Mohammed 1994:-33; Price and
Price 1997: 10). 1t is because tHog&de is |it
de la créolitéthat women, for the most part, are silenced or absent. M/hatrse is
thecréolittaut hor sé6 c¢cl aim that when someone tries
through speech it i s a woman that represses
time a mother, thinking she is favoring the learning of the French lgeguepresses
Creole in a childds throat, she is in fact

repressing his creativityo (Bernab® et al
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denigrating stereotype that accuses women of stifling the creatiiltedm character

in her children while imposing upon them the dominant French language.
Furthermore, female portrayalsaréolité novels are also a space for contestation.
While women are silenced and are not agents in the production of creoleness, when
present they are there for reproductive purposes or as sexual objects for men. She is

either whore or slave (Arnold 1994: 17; Gyssels 2003: 307).

Not surprisingly, many female writers and French Antillean scholars position
themselves in opposition twéolité writers, believing thatréolitéis contrived and
reductive, privileging only men as producers of Creole identity and culture (Arnold
1994, 1995; Condé 1989, 1993; Condé and Cotidage 1995; Gyssels 2003: 306;
Haig 1999; Milne 2001; Price and Prit897; Suk 2001: 155; Vergés 1995).

Instead, critics not only called for the reclamation of Francophone history, identity,
and culture from white, Western discourses but also to discard the singular male
perspective that has long dominated the interpogtatf Caribbean history. When
characterizing French Antillean identity, there must be an acknowledgement of
subjects (and cultures) that are heterogeneous, arriving from multiple locations with
nuanced complexities along the lines of gender, class, andligg (Bernabé et al.

1993: 112114, Pineau 1995: 295).

"These critiques are not based solel\Etogé de lacrélitebut al so on the basis of wo
portrayal as passive sexual objects in the authorsé
Texaco Chronicle of the Seven Sorrovesd @ n f | Ranite$ du devasjpur,andL 6 Al | ®e des
soupirs For an indepth aalysis of these novels, see Gyssel (2003) and Milne (2001).
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In an attempt to flesh out these améolité arguments and redefine
creoleness, author Maryse Condéeclited a volume compiled by writers, scholars
and other critics in 1995 entitld®enser la céolitéto stand as a counteranifesto
that addressed many of the criticisms mentioned al8meethe authors felt that the
concept otcréolité was not grounded in the gender and class struggles of Martinique
and Guadeloupe, there needed to be a retigniicréolité by engaging in politics of
inclusion rather than r ® o kxclusi@nary manner (Condé and Cotterdate 1995:

18, 310)°

Bridging Feminist Theories,créolité, and Historical Archaeology

An initial reading ofElogé de la créoliténd itsidentity politics through self
definition is seductive. Caribbean scholars and authors that side agéoigédo
share some general thoughts on French Antillean identity and culture. Some include
critiques of Negritude for adopting essentialist ideasaze and culture. Building on

Gl i s satillanité, sréolité heralded a new concept of identity; one that is hybrid,

! Noted female authors such as Mayotte Cap®cia have b
participation in French Antillean cultural production since the 1940s. There are many examples of

Martinican, Guadeloupean and Haitian tetkist include critical writings, interviews, the-teling of

traditional folktales, as well as fictional works by Maryse Condé, Giséle Pineau, Francgoise Pfaff,

Simone SchwatBart, Marie Vieux ChauveDany BébelGisler, Christine Hazaé#assieux,

FrancoiseEga,l na C®saire, among many others that provide al
perspective of Creole identity (Stahl 1996: 1182, 202 footnote 7).
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everchanging, Caribbeabhorn, and that should not be exoticized by Caribbean
outsiders. However, for reasons mentioned above, itpsssible to overlook the

blatant points of discord through a gendered perspective. For this reason, Condé and
most French Antillean female writers do not consider themselves créolists. However,
| do believe it is possible to build upon ttr&olitéd s  concepts and make it more
inclusive of class, gender, and sexuality. Thus, | attempt to find links between
feminist critiques and theréolité vision of rehistoricizing the French Antillean past

and the interpretation of Creole identity and culture. Asnagk endeavors to

provide an alternative understanding of the construction of Creole culture and identity
during the centuries of slavery throughout the French Antilles, | use U.S. black and
Caribbean feminism as a way tearvisioncréolité and approachrchaeological

interpretations of gender and identity.

My approach is also informed by feminist archaeology. Since the ground
breaking emergence of feminist archaeology in the mid 1980s (Conkey and Spector
1984), many scholars including myself have edipastempted to engender the past.
Feminist archaeologists have stated that gender is a categorizing process that is
socially, historically and culturally contingent and that gender should be a viable
avenue for archaeological analysis and interpret§@G@mo and Conkey 1991;

Gilchrist 1999; Nelson 1997; Spector 1991). Research on gender in the past

encompasses prehistoric and historical archaeology, and history, including that of

29



slavery in the Caribbean and the Americas (Fabi 1993; Mohammed 1998: 8;

Morrissey 1989; White 1985).

Theoretical frameworks that recognize gender, race, class, sexual and other
socially constructed differences have influenced historical archaeology for over 20
years (e.g., Delle et al. 2000; Nikolai 2003; Orser 1998; Samford S9&@rt 1991;
SpenceiWood 1987; Singleton 1999; Wall 1994; Wilkie 2000). Engendered
methodologies have included but are not limited to finding women via artifact
patterning and examining the nature of material culture to contribute to the dialogue
onwammenods agency and choices (Gibb and King
Seifert 199; Wall 1991, 1994). However, it becomes problematic when approaches
center on only one form of oppression in the archaeological study of enslaved
Africans and their descenala (Franklin 200t: 112). Thus, it has been argued that
an analysis of gender should not be in isolation from other social variables (Delle et
al. 2000: xii; Franklin 2004: 112; Gilchrist 1994: 8). Productions of knowledge
should be driven by an analysitthe intersectionality of gender with other
structurally hierarchical categories of difference (e.g., Mullins 1999; Otto 1984; Voss
2000; Wilkie 199@). A black feminist theoretical approach to archaeological
investigations of slavery has the potentiateveal the different forms of
womanhood that existed in the New World, including among those enslaved

(Franklin 2001b; Wilkie 2000).
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By incorporating a black feminist perspective | seek to avoid conflating black
womends and men 0 sy. Whilpneuchiofethe comditionsdéf s | aver
plantation life were shared by men and women, their experiences of oppression,
exploitation (especially sexually), discipline and punishment did differthis
research, | kept the above in mind when reading througtapy and secondary
sources. Moreover, feminist theorizing helped to identify potential examples of how
womends agency, resistance, and Creole iden
context of slavery. This was especially true while consideringdh#spacethe
space and place with the dual function of private household and shared public work

areas forctivitiesincluding thoseassociated with foodways.

This problem of patriarchal epistomologies, replicated in the humanities and
sciences (Hardinf986; Jagger 1983; Reiter 1975), has prompted feminist Caribbean
native scholars to rexamine subjectivity and to attempt toplévilege the male
experience (see also Trouillot 1992:27). Much like U.S. black feminist approaches,
feminist theory in the &ibbean draws on intersectional analysis for exploring
difference and selfnaking with particular emphasis on the intersections of race,
class, gender and sexuality (Alexander and Mohanty 1997: xvii; Baésteen
1998:74; Bolles 2001; @nbahee River Calctive 1983Mohammed 1998: 9; Taylor

1998: 235) . Patricia Hil!/l Collins (1992) ex

° Not to mention the aspect of motherhood ahildbearing which were both uniquely gendered
experiences exclusive to women.
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in defining their own sense of identity and shaping their own representations are
central, as the alternative is to leave it inhleds of others. Seiflentification is a

form of resistance, demonstrating the need to carve out and retain an equal place in
society, and be recognized and validated as having the right to belong (Mohammed
1998.7; e.g. Moore 1994). Caribbean and btlt American feminists argue that
women of colords experiences are entwined w
therefore are dissimilar to Eurd\merican and black male struggles (Mohanty et. al
1991). As such, they required different strategies fangk (Alexander and Mohanty
1997; @mbahee River Collective 198X aribbean feminist theory strives to
acknowledge and address these differentatscontinue to inform matfemale

power relations throughout society while attempting to transform ancérathshem
(Mohammed 2000: 118). The struggles against racial, class, and gender inequalities
through political activism underscore the commonalities between U.S. black
feminists and Caribbean feministsof@bahee River Collective 1988tohammed

1998;Taylor 1998).

Another point shared by both groups is their historical origin. Caribbean
feminists, like their notwhite American counterparts (Collins 2000; Steady 1981;
Taylor 1998: 241; Terbor§enn 1987; White 1985), disagreed with 1860s1970s
EuroAmerican f emi ni st movement 6s napgve summat i on
womanhood and womends subordination. While

Asian groups have racially and ethnically influenced the Caribbean, the majority of
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t he r egi on 6 sscepdeddofronh African ancestors, resuking in a

perspective and identity grounded in various notions of blackness. While Caribbean
feminism as a theoretical framework for identity politics came into being in the 1970s
to challenge maleentered postolonid discourses, this approactas with U.S.

black feminism considered how gender interacts with race, national origin,

sexuality, and class.

A third similarity is located in epistemology. Both Caribbean and U.S. black
feminist groups use standpoint theasya theoretical tool necessary to empower
women by wvalidating woBase1082sTolbextpO0dd:iBences ( Sc
16) . Feminist epistemology and met hodol ogy
experiences that rely on considerations of their subjéctwvid every day lived
experiences (Collins 2000:267). Standpoint theory, while still somewhat controversial
(see Harding 1986), privileges a personob6s d
that position to accurately provide a broader view of theirbocia eal i t y: fAt he dc
vision of the dominant world view and their own minority perspective (e.g., female,
bl ack, and -Spoadeen 1)9098: 77; Be kIso iHill Collins 2000234
Slocum 2001: 133.39). It aids Caribbean and U.S. feminist approacheet
privilege Eurocentric and black masculinist voices as the authorities on theories
regarding cultural production and identity formation (Baksiodeen 1998: 7%67;
Gilliam 2001: 174175; Hill Collins 2000: 25256). Furthermore, any participant of

a cudture is given equal value on the interpretation of their own social reality.
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The commonality between U.S. black feminism, Caribbean feminism, and
recent French Antillean literature and theory is how each approaches theorizing the
process of constructingentity. Influenced by previous pestlonial discourses of
the French Antillesgréolité authors urge the Creole people of Martinique and
Guadeloupe to recover their true identity and history apart from French cultural
hegemony. Thi s ivliedgad am celelbraed itsimbsgaic @roposition
and plantatiorbased origins from slavery. Moreover, through the everyday practices
of orality and other vernacular traditions, the Creole identity articulated resistance
against the oppressions of colonialisbgfollowed byFrench cultural hegemony in
the postcolonial years. However, this interpretation of identity was limiting in that it
did not account for the intersection of gender, race, class, sexuality, and even
nationality.C r ® odauthor® éhallered Western colonial and pestlonial
discourses of Creole identity, and by extension, their related discourses on the
formation of Creole cultureCréolité was succeeded by a Caribbean feminist critique
demanding the deentering of male cultural authorito bridge the gap between ron
Western identity politics afréolitéand Caribbean feminist approaches. Building on
the understanding of satfefinition that strives to avoid Western hegemony, an
incorporation of black feminist theories from the U.S. tmCaribbean can work to
circumvent sexist, classist, apdtriarchalassumptions through intersectional

analysis. It is that possibility of convergence that theoretically informs my work. As a

black female archaeologist of Haitian ancestry studyingernsld wo mends r ol
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the cultural production dfrench Antillean identitystandpoint theory provides a

necessary position for a reflexive, analytical strategy in understafidichgnd

multi-positioned subjectivitiedn short, it provides me with an ionsive perspective

thathelps me be more critical of my historic sources and archaeological data as |

strive to find empower ment through the plur

especially with foodways

With the theoretical framework of my studysdiosed, | turn now to the
historical evidence to provide the background of Habitation La Mahaudiére. This
plantation is my case study, and in the next chapituate its place in therench

social and political landscape from the 16th to the early d¢&nturies.

35



Chapter 11 :

THE HISTORY OF SLAVERY IN THE FRENCH WEST INDIES AND
HABITATION LA MAHAUDIERE

This chapter is concerned with the history of plantation slavery in the French
West Indies with an emphasis on the archipelagos of Guadeloupe ehkigl
historical background will include summaries of the plantation economy and the
slave trade from thancien régimdthe 16th to the 18th centuries that were most
associated with the colonial expansion of France in the Amemtdghe French
Revoluion 1789 to the last decades of slavery and colonization in the French
Caribbeart® The purpose of this chapter is to provide the context for my
interpretations of the evidence recovered from HabitatioMahaudiere especially
thatrelated to the role c#nslaved women in cultural production (foodways) and
identity formation.The contributions of enslaved women to the history of the French
Antilles are often absent in historical records and, until recently, in academic
scholarship. This dissertation resghais an attempt to build upon the existing

|l iterature that speaks to enslaved womenods

This chapter centers on the dominant construction of race and gender and its
articulation via the division of plantation labduring the era of slaverywill

highlight some of the unique circumstances of slavery on Guadeloupe, and will focus

9 The French term for this period is known asaheien regimefi o | d  r thag refen®to the social
and political system before the French Revolution of 1789.
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on enslaved women who, until recently, have not always been adequately

acknowledged in the literature. More specifically, | will offer some insight into their
contributions to the colonial French Antillean community as a whole as well as to a

burgeoning creolized identitBy addr essing ensl aved womenods
contributions, a more heterogeneous and complex narrative emerges of slave life in

the French @ribbean. The final section of this chapter provides the chronological

background of Habitation La Mahaudiére. | attempt to situate the site within the

greater context of FrendNest Indiarhistory before moving forward with my

guesti ons ab sinthe produstiemobGeole aultuee and identity via

foodways.

French Colonization of Guadeloupe
On November 4, 1493, during his second voyage to the New World,
Columbus encountered the island known by its inhabitarfsiaséra( 6 | s| and of
BeautifulMat er s6), soon to be renamed AGuadel oup
inhabitants, the Caribs or Kalinas, were reported to be fierce warriors and would not
be easily dominate@hllaire 1997: 180185; Carrera Damas 2003: 328; Labat 1970:
102, 110).From the bginning of the 16th century, Guadeloupe was occupied
sporadically. The Spaniards of the Greater Antilles sought to make slaves of Caribs

andmade two attempts to settle Guadeloupe but were repelled both times by Carib

37



resistance and finally abandoned traaim to the island in 1604. There would not
be any significant attempt to claim or settle Guadeloupe for another 29Baagou

1989; Bolton and Marshall 1920: 93, 2B2artineau 1935Satineau 1928)

I n 1633, Li ®nart de dmbud lsponsered bythee ut enant
Compagnie des Il es dOAmM®rique (an associat.i
the help of Guillaume do6éOrange and Jean du
of the Windward Islands with the interest of establishing peent occupation of the
islands. Looking to settle and develop their new territories for economic gain, the
French initially pursued the readily available Native American labor, yet the early
French settlers learned quickly that the Caribs would not é&eed into a life of
servitude. The Caribs opted to either run away or chose death (Satineau -B5)8:62
As the colonists could not use the enslaved Native American workforce for long, a
white workforceJa maind 6 0 e u v r @rlel éngagscohFeent agriculturalists

and skilled workers were sent to increase the value of the colony.

Less than ten years after LO6OlIive settl e
developing quickly with the aid dés engagésThe first 150engagésarrived with
L 6 Ol i dwePlessis,dlong with four missionaries and several families, to colonize
Guadeloupe (Martineau 1935:179). Over the next several decades, the native
population was killed, driven off the island, and/or retreated to remote areas of the

archipelagos deemenhdesirable for plantation crop production.
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Essentially, thengagésvere the indentured labor force that was responsible
for the development of the new French colonies in the Caribldeagagésvere
generally poor white French men who submitted thenasely the military (the navy,
in particular) or in front of local judges for a leave of three years with the
representative of a commercial company or those who would have power over them
(Eccles 1972: 148; Satineau 1928: 65). In exchange for completieider the
engageéwere promised four to five times the normal rate of wagdsthe
possibility to acquire land after their indentured contract was conm(etées 1972:
149). In some casesngagésvould serve with either the military or military
as®ciated commercial companies. Under these conditions, their role was to serve in
the conquest of the territory, rather than in achieving immediate economic goals.
Moreover, there were alsmgagéshat came to the French Caribbean as skilled

laborers suclas masons and carpenters (Satineau 19Z8/H5

In other case€ngagésvere contracted to a planter and served under their
command. In the first decades of the French Caribbean colonies, many planters
struggled financially to sustain their small tobaccotton, indigo, sugar, and cocoa
farms and did not have financial means to recruit workers. Yet, with the aid of a
joint-stock company, Le Compagnie des Isles, this type of indentureship became
popular from 1642 to 1662 (Eccles 1972: 149; SatineaB:18). Increasingly, less

men were brought over by the 1690s (Moitt 2001: 7).
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Theengagésvere required to work XBour daysyear round, performing
extremely laborious jobs like clearing and preparing large plots of land for crop
cultivation, canecrushing, and working in sugavorks boiler rooms. After their
threeyear service, very fewngagésould acquire land because the French Crown
ceased to grant seigneurial tenure after 1663 (Eccles 1972: 149). With the possibility
of climbing up the socialcsile by joining thgrands blancgthe planter class)
stripped from them, formengagédecame theetits blancsworking in lower
status jobs such as plantation overseers, artisans, refinery workers and shopkeepers in

and around ports and towns (Eccl832: 151).

Guadel oupeds cash crops began with a var
tobacco, cotton, or indigo. However, the colonial economy was soon to change. In
1644, Jean Aubert began the production of sugar and a few farms started
experimenting with theugjar cane crop. Sugar cane proved to be a successful crop
and was to become the French Cari bbeands an

greatest economic resource (Lassere 1961 vol. 229@0Martineau 1935:181).

On February 28, 1654, Governor Houel acomydated 900 Dutch refugees
from Brazil in Guadeloupe who were cast out by the Portuguese. More importantly, a
third of the refugees were enslaved African labofBesgou 1989: 983; Lacour
1976: 124) These enslaved workers possessed a number of iadlasigi agricultural

skills including how to plant sugar car@thers were skillful at industrial pottery
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production, making vessel forms for storing and sampling the sugar product (Lacour
1976: 125). By 1660, the Dutch had brought enough labor to the islaaverage 25
enslaved Africans per plantation (Schnakenbourg 1980T8&)Dutch were allowed

to stay on the condition that they shared their precious techniques of sugar production
with Guadeloupe colonists in exchange for sanctuary (Munford 19911 %0i9;

Satineau 1928: 11819).

Sugar Revolution

With the production of tobacco rapidly becoming dominated by the English in
North America, sgar and the development of slavery needed to cultivate and process
it became the primary concerns of the Freimcthe Antilles (Batie 2000: 212; Eltis
2000: 196; Higman 2000: 214; Munford 1991: 438). All French islands made a
radical, economic chandem small farms that featured the original cash crops to
medium to large plantatiornis specifically grow and pruce sugar by the 16765.
Thisrapidandlargs cal e transition ushered in Guadelc
colonial growth (Lassere 1961 vol. 1: 276; Munford 1991: 505; Satineau 1928: 113).
These large land holdings would require more and more laboreesifto work
intensive and arduous day and night shiitsgagésviewed as too expensive and

unable to tolerate Caribbean temperatures and working conditions, were no longer

" These platations were calletiabitationsin French.
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considered as a viable workforce (Munford 1991: 525). Sugar cane culture required
large workforce that was resistant to the continual effects of the tropical temperatures
and sunlight. Thus, the French opted to follow the examples of the Portuguese and the
Dutch of South America and use captive Africans. Europeans found enslaved
Africans to be cheaper, more plentiful and better suited for such labor (Moreau de
SaintMery 1958: 46). The joirstock company Le Compagnie des Isles gave its
approval to start trafficking enslaved Africans to the French Caribbean to begin sugar
cultivation.Ona smaller scale, they continued to produce various crop cultures
including tobacco, cotton, indigo, and now, ginger (Batie 2000: 213; Satineau 1928:
84-86). By the 1670s, Guadeloupe began receiving some of its earliest enslaved
workforce, known ata main-d 6 o e u v r .Altheuglccbl@nial @emographic

records show that the French islands cumulatively had 13,000 whites and 10,000
enslaved Africans (Batie 2000: 219), Guadeloupe ranked a distant second to
Martinique in the importation of enslaved Africasthsring the mieto-late 17th

century with colonial accounts of newly imported enslaved Africans numbering in the

low 20s or less per plantation (Munford 1991 vol. 1: 468, 472).

Like other French islands, Guadeloupe eventually embraced sugar
monoculture. Bewhere in the French Antilles, indigo and cotton continued to be
significant cash crops, but coffee soon became the second most important export by
the 1750s (Martineau 1935:158; Satineau 1928: 113). As the French islands began to

flourish, they becamagreatexporter of colonial goods to Europe with sugar
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representing half of the total exports (Batie 1976:41; Butel 2000128Y, and they
challenged the success of English trade (Butel 2000:195; Martineau 1935:172). The
European market demand for colangoods continued to rise, requiring plantations
(especially those that grew sugane) to expand production, which required more

slave labor.

This next section will detail various jobs (skilled, seskilled, and unskilled)
that enslaved Africans occiggl and the gendered division of labor on French
plantations. While this discussion primarily is about labor on sugar plantations, there
were many occupational generalities about the labor force that were synonymous for

coffee plantations and other crofdtaves on large plantations.

Gendered Division of Plantation Labor

Slave population statistics have shown that since the onset of French
colonization, while there were limited numbers of enslaved Africans, black women
were part of the crop economies oé Garibbean islands, and in some cases,
outnumbered black men two to one (Moitt 2001: 5, 8). Upon arrival, enslaved
women, like men, were immediately branded and set to work. The overwhelming
majority of enslaved Africans was made to work on the sugatgtians but raised

other crops as well. Throughout the colonial years and after emancipation, French
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society was hierarchical by race and gender, and by law, white women served a
subordinate role to white men. It followed that enslaved Africans weredinbted

to both white men and women. Furthermore, enslaved African women were relegated
to the bottom of the social scale, rendering them almost invisible although they

served as the backbone of the plantation economy in terms of physical labor.

Fieldwork

As the French colonists grew more accustomed to plantation systems, they
became more reliant on a slavased labor force as demonstrated by their
predecessors in this area, the Portuguese and Dutch. Many jobs required the enslaved
Africans to work alongide theengagésreating class tensions between the planters
and the white working class (Gautier 1985: -1198l). But by the last quarter of the
17thcentury, feweengagésvere immigrating to the islands, while planters preferred
to acquire more enslaveédricans. Enslaved Africans would soon come to dominate
the French Antilles plantation labor force. In terms of field labor, age and gender
figured strongly in the selection of workers. In general, women were required to work
the same tasks as men witHyoa few exceptions. On plantations, with the exception
of those on St. Domingue (Geggus 1996: 259), proportionately more women worked

in the fields than men as was common in other parts of the Caribbean (Moitt 1996:
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239; Labat 1742 vol. 2: 191j Large numbers of the primary gangr@and atelie},
consisting of enslaved adult men and women, were forced to prepare the grounds for
sowing, dig irrigation ditches, fight off rodents, and plant and maintain the field crops
until the time came for harvest, cregtin a fimor t all strainodo on
(Fallope 1992: 115; Moitt 20@0 10181019; Munford 1991 vol. 2: 532). The

second gang weeded, fertilized the grounds, cleared debris from surrounding areas,
and packed and secured cut cane for transport tmithé his group was also often
responsible for raising food crops. For projects that required more patience than
strength and stamina, such as processing manure or tasks associated with harvest,
women and children were exclusively used (Fallope 1992. Ptégnant women and
mothers breastfeeding newborns were not exempt from work gangs and most likely
worked the secondtelier with children and newly imported Africans. More
importantly, while men and women did share field gang responsibilities, thenburde

of hard labor most often fell on women (Geggus 1996: 261; Moitt 1996: 239; Moitt

2001: 33).

2 Throughout the centuries of slavery enslaved African women in Jamaica were also the majority of
fieldworkers whether or not they outnumbered the general enslaved male popiioRaq00: 390
391).
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Skilled and Semiskilled Labor

Skilled artisans and construction workers such as coopers, masons, carpenters,
sawyers, wheelwrights, stonemasons, blacksnatid potters were always men
(Geggus 1996: 260). Positions associated with transportation were also gender
speci fic. For example, chauffeurs for the
drivers (for firewood for the boilers, for cut cane stalks for théspahd for other
supplies and equipment associated with the sogding process) were restricted to
men only (VanomyFrisch 1985: 104103). Inside the sugarworks, men were
responsible for the boilers and purifying the syrup. When necessary, women were
al so assigned to the sugarworkso factories
during the sugamaking process, or to stoke fires under the boilers. Apparently, the
proper skills required to manage the delicate chemical balance and complex processes
required to make a final sugar product could not be entrusted to women (Munford

1991: 536539, 572).

Black women, whether African born, Creole (i.e., a person of African descent
born on the island), or of mixed blood, could never occupy a supervisatippos
(Geggus 1996: 260). While enslaved men were usually not ovdérsa@masition held
by anengagé they did manage others as slave drivers. However, black women were
never allowed the authority to terrorize other enslaved workers with whippings on

orderof the white overseers. Nor were they allowed to distribute the weekly rations.
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That was done by the overseer or an old enslaved male entrusted by the planter
(Debien 2000: 174). Avest, an enslaved woman, usually one too old for fieldwork,
would cook andvatch over a pot of food reserved for feeding field hands during their

afternoon break (Debien 2000: 175).

It is telling that one of the most dangerous jobs on a sugar pladtdteding
cane through the rollinglade® was reserved for women (Falloped?9 115; Moitt
20000: 1019). The rollingmills, used to crush cane stalks and extract sugar cane
juice, were in continuous motion day and night. If a woman accidentally had her
sleeve or hand caught in between the rollers, the best anyone could do utabab c
appendage off to save her | ife. Such brutal
system and, not surprisingly, enslaved African women often had difficulty carrying a
pregnancy to full term. If so, they tended to have only one or two childreni¢Gau
1985: 273; Vanowrr i sch 1985: 68). The | ack of regar
and their lives cannot be overstated. Their value in the field was strictly as an able
body for manual labor, but one without skills enough to be trusted with simple and
monotonous trips around the plantation by oxcarts, never mind with the elaborate

techniques of sugar purification in the sugarworks.
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Di vi sion of Domestic Labor within the Sl ave

Enslaved Africans were brought not only to work the crop cudtur¢he field
but also to hold domestic and artisan positions that would assist in the French
colonistsd desire to retain the aristocrat.
The French colonists had a general tendency to acquire a large domadfstic s
manage a variety of services. In the domestic realm, while both men and women were
present, more women occupied positions within households. Moreover, some
domestic and specialized occupations were gender specific. For example, women
solely held tle household positions of laundress, midwife, nursemaid, and
housekeeper (Moitt 2001: 35). Artisans, such as shoemakers, tailors, mattress makers,
wigmakers, dressmakers, and other specialized positions such as valets and general

house servants were domiedtby men (Vanonyrisch 1985: 893).

Gender and Culinary Expertise

While situated in the domestic realm, the house cook was also a specialized
occupation for the French. Unlike their American counterparts where women were
almost always preferred for ise cooks, men or women could occupy this position
in the French Antilles (Gautier 1985: 204). In fact, historian David Geggus foun

workforce lists for late 18teentury SairDomingue plantations with absentee
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planters that described 29 male cooks antefitale cooks (Geggus 1978: 45). On
Guadeloupe, a representative sample of the enslaved population compiled from an
inventory of 8,820 individuals between 1770 and 1789 demonstrates that the
overwhelming majority of cooks were men. Of the 41 cooks onde8&a@rwere listed

as male. Moreover, 15 of the cooks were Afritanrare ethnic representation for
such a professi@where the majority of the house staff was usually istaowh or
Creole (VanonyFrisch 1985: 92). This must have been an unusual adjustoneghe
enslaved African men chosen for this position considering that in many African

societies, women dominated the culinary sphere.

The planter class of the French Antilles placed a considerably high value on
house cooks and this is evidenced in thergal records of slave sales (Geggus 1978:
31-45). As some of the most expensive slave labor, cooks could be valued as much as
8,000 pounds in comparison to artisans or some other specialized professions that
brought in an average of 2,000 pounds (Vanrbrigch 1985: 902). The high
valuation of enslaved house cooks, who were mostly men, was directly related to

French social practices.

By the 17th centuryEuropearcourtly cuisine and the tradition of professional
cooking encompassed several social tetinical differentiations that were
articulated through gender (Trubeck 2000: 125). For various historical, psychological

and sociological reasons, the importance of gastronomy and haute cuisine in French
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ideology would correspond to high status andifgge and always be associated with

men (Mennell 19852 0 1) . ADomestic cookery was [in Fr
preserve of females, whether paid [as] women cooks or [seen as] housewives cooking

for their own famil i es ords(wHike womerd were at¢h8 5: 200 ) .
center of kitchens for the middle and lower classes, the wealthy dined on extravagant

meals prepared by solely male chefs. In an effort to imitate the French aristocracy and

royal court back in the metropole, the creation arglisg of food always

encompassed the performance of status and wealth. Although elite households in the

French Antilles were not public or royal spaces, the need to emulate courtly culinary

traditions extended to the gendered division of labor and arenefe for men in the

kitchen.

Chefs were often the highest paid members of a French household staff
(Mennell 1985:202). Male chefs were the embodiment of prestigious culinary
knowledge, acting as authorities on French taste and pleasures of the palate.
Whenever possible, it appears that slawmers preferred to have male house cooks
which reflected their French belief in men as the authoritative figures on cuisine.
Thus, French planters placed an emphasis on using trained enslaved male cooks and
endeavore to replicate, as best as possible, all the French meals that reinforced the
pl antersdé identity of the French upper <cl as
Caribbean landscape and lack of reliable French supplies allowed for the introduction

of new foodstuffs such as chocolate, regional spices, and local flora and fauna onto
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white colonial dinner tables, thus adding a creolized experience to French identity in

the islands.

A Changing Landscape(s)

Despite the low slave population numbers at thggrimeng of French
Caribbean colonization (with less than 5,000 in any Antillean colony), the social
climate and relationship between planters, the white working class and the enslaved
community were always capricious. Although French sugar culture isldrels was
on the rise, feweengagésmmigrated to the islands aggands blancdbecame more
dependent on the enslaved African labor force. While planters relied on a growing
black workforce, the change in racial demographics juxtaposed with marronage and
slave revolts caused fear among the white colonists. Furthermore, while the division
of plantation labor was solidified, the volatile social climate was growing and
cementing throughout the 17th century between the planter class and the enslaved

communites.

I now discuss two factors that were inextricably bound together: the growth of
plantations (and subsequent growth of racial violence against enslaved Africans) and
changing racial demographics. These interlocked dynamics negatively affected the

social racial and physical landscapes of the French Antilles.
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Violence as a Product of Plantation Growth

As Guadel oupe became entrenched in the i
not to create more suitable social and living conditions for the enslaved latyr fo
(Gaston 1948: 19; Munford 1991: 511; Satineau 192811113). Plantations
continued to expand and new plots of land were converted to sugar cultivation at an
accelerating rate. This diminished the lands that may have been set aside for food
productiont hus i ncreasing the colonyds dependenc
Historian Dale Tomich (2000a:431) argues that there was a correlation between
plantation size and racial violence inflicted on the enslaved labor force. In other
words, when plantations wesmaller, corporal punishment was relatively unknown.
Labor output was not as stressful on smaller estates. The planter and his smaller labor
force were in closer proximity to one another which may have allowed for less rigid
social interactions. Yet, bause of the increasing number of enslaved laborers
entering the islands, the colonial administration was urged by planters to take
measures to ensure the safety of the white population. The situation was viewed as
threatening, especially in the areas vehitie population was almost exclusively
black. To create greater distance physically and socially between the master planter
and his labor force, new personnel such as overseers and administrators were
introduced. Also, discipline became more severe biyeceeating a social
environment with an increased potential for more racial violence. By the 1660s,

Guadeloupgé s sl ave popul at i dadwitnassed begesakslasteh an 5, 00
52



revolts and maroon activityCrtin 1969: 78 Munford 1991: 506). Thesevolts and
acts of marronnage were often associated with environmental disasters (such as
hurricane devastation of crops) and the consistent negligence of planters to

appropriately supply food to the enslaved (Lacour 1976: 130; Debien 2000: 183).

With internal social relations already exacerbatéd, French Antilles were
moving ever closer to an economic shift towards sugar production and the need for
more laborers. fle possibility of a racial balance on the islands slipped further away
in 1701 when Francacquired thdreaty of Asientothe Spanish judicial right to
monopolize the slave trade between Africa and the Spanish Americas. This treaty
permitted France to control the monopoly of African slave trade (Martineau 1935:65).
France made haste and begmimport large numbers of enslaved Africans to their
island colonies. While Sakidomingue received the greatest bounty, Guadeloupe
also began to import slave laborers in significant numbers (Munford 1991 vol. 1:
468). Thus, slave importations to therak colonies rose exponentially during this

period (Curtin 1969: 78; Martineau 1935: 1924; Munford 1991 vol. 2: 454).

Race and GendeDemographics

While much of the French Antilles forged ahead with sugar cane as their
greatest cash crop, not all of iskands were identical in social circumstance. For
example, the racial demographics in the Windward Islands were markedly different

than that ofSaintDomingue. While mosgrands blanc®f SaintDomingue preferred
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to remain in France while securing-site plantation management, the French planter

class of Guadeloupe and Martinique achieved colonial aristocracy that was based on
continuous residence in the islands (Butel 2002; D4fbois 1998: 51 Mar t i ni que 6 s
1660 census showed a slave population of@pmately 2,683 compared to 2,580

whites (Moitt 2001: 12)The census of 1671 of Guadeloupe indicated that the

population stood at 3,083 whites, 4,267 blacks, and 47 mixed raced (Martineau 1935:
186).At this time, landholdings were still relatively smalid the sugar revolution

had not yet become entrenched throughout the archipeBggeen 1662 and 1689,

there was an average of 7€@gagédiving on GuadeloupeAs more estates

converted from tobacco to sugar cane, the importationsi&eed laborrbm Africa

continued to rise as did the Creole black enslaved population born and raised in the

New World. Conversely, the numbersarfgagé®migrating from France steadily
declined in the next century. By dDecember
8,798 (3,645 whés; 4,983 blacks; 170 mulattddartineau 1935:191). However,

despite the high representation of blacks in the Guadeloupe census, fewer enslaved
Africans were sent to Guadeloupe in comparison to her sister island colonies because
SaintDomingue and Martinique were preferred destinations of the French slave

trade, receiving mostly enslaved African men at the request of privileged plantation

owners.

Because of this neglecguadeloupe, desperate for bodies, often turned to

contraband soues (Butel 2002: 165; Moitt 2001: 21). Interestingly enough, in
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cliometric discussions déte 17thcenturyslave demographics it is suggested that

enslaved men outnumbered women during slavery in most parts of the Qaribbea

with percentages of 60 to THigman 1976: 116; Klein: 292; Lovejoy 1983: 6:53;

Rodney 1974: 105). This assessment seeresteémd into the 18th century according

toDavid Geggus6 anal ysi s-Damingus &nd etreer Feehch ps b oun
Antillean ports prior to the 1760s (Gggs 2001: 122, 1989: 22%6). However, in the

cases of Guadeloupe and French Guiana, primary sources seem to suggest that black

women were never outhumbered by men by any signifienceptage especially by

the midto-late 18th century (Geggus 2001: 13989: 2526; Moitt 2001: 5, 8}3

For example, between 1671 and 1790 on Martiniqgue and Guadeloupe, men never

outnumbered women by more than 4.5% (Fallope 1992: 92; Lassere 1961 vol.1: 293).

More specifically, on Guadeloupe by 1780, there were only 10%onevery 100

women (Fallope 1992: 92; Moitt 2001: 29). Some historians hypothesize that

Guadel oupeds dependence on contraband sl ave
larger number of enslaved women than naegllated ships, might account for this

difference(Butel 2002: 165; Moitt 2001: 21). Although historians used many of the

primary sources to compile demographic information, their data only accounts for a

percentage of the total population. Nevertheless, it does provide an intriguing avenue

for further demographic studies.

13 This wascertainly the case for sugar plantations. However, on coffee plantations on Guadeloupe,
percentages favoured men (Vandfrysch 1984:34, 78).
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While Guadeloupe appears to be a unique case in the Caribbean in terms of
nearly equal sex ratios of the enslaved population, their lives under slavery were
comparable toheir counterparts oother islands. Slave maintenance.(i.
nourishment, healthcare, housing, etc.) was of little concern among the plahésrs
viewed money used to sustain their primary source of labor as cutting into their
profits. This led to a continuously undernourished and overworked slave population
as early as 167Munford 1991 vol. 2: 534) since planters preferred to purchase new
enslaved laborers to replace those who died rather than maintain the health of the

slave population.

The exploitation of enslaved bodies resulted in differential gendered
experiences, and womends mortality rates
Guadeloupean survey of enslaved individiegsveen 1770 and 1788istorian
Nicole VanonyFrisch (1985: 63) discovered that girls tended to survive infancy and
childhood moreso than boys. However, between the ages of 11 and 50, the stresses of
plantation life affected women more so than men, and women appeared to have a
shorter lifespan (Geggus 1996: 268). This is easily understood considering the taxing
and dangerous jobs wam were required to perform as discussed earlier (pregnancy
and childbirth also led to higher mortality rates). However, if enslaved women did
live beyond age 50, they tended to live longer than men (Debien 1974: 319). This

exact pattern was also presenthe English islands (Dunn 2000: 332).
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The Social Climate of thelate 18th and Early 19th Centuries

Despite the prosperity France enjoyed because of the sugar economy, the
French Antilles were torn apart by internal and external forces throughouttthe 18
century and into the early decades of the 19th century. In the 18th century, Britain
and France contended for North American empires, which resulted in the Seven
Years War (175@.763) during the reign of King Louis the X\in 1758, the English
seized sveral French colonial possessions in the Lesser Antilles, including
GuadeloupeThe English invaded Guadeloupe several times, and between 1759 and
1763 they developed PoiréePitre into a major harbor for trade with English and
North American markets (Maneau 1935:219). In 1763, theehty of Paris was

signed and France recovered Martinique, Guadeloupe, and St. Lucia.

Al ongside the conflicts with England, t
and gendedemographics were a cause for intdrislandtensions. Between 1770
and 1789 an estimat&®% of the enslaved workforce w&seole and women
represented 49% of the gro(anony-Frisch 1985: 2836).'* By the end of the 18th
century, fewer Africarborn laborers were shipped to the French Antilled unti
Francebds eventual abol i 8dweenrl780 and 1848hhe s | av e

proportion of enslaved laborers from Africa dropped 4%, and the islandorn

14 This definition of Creole refers to two groups. One group identified with the French racial category
of sangmélé those of mixed racial heritage, who were born on the islands and had European ancestry.
This group represented just over 14% of the total population. The second group consisteteof
noir, those born on the islands of either one or two Africaemtar between 1770 and 1789 (Vanony
Frisch 1985: 28).
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enslaved laborers constituted the majority throughout the is(&atlepe 1996163).

In contrast, the white inhabitants, tndandpetits blancsthe racial minority,

made up only 13% of the population, and the remaining 3% were free people of color
known asgens de couleyMartineau 1935: 2005 Thegens de couleusegan to

voice theirdemand for political and economic equality. For although they made up a
small percentage of the total population, they were 22% of the free population, and
many owned property and were accustomed to a certain amount of privilege and
freedom. Influencedybthe ideals of the Enlightenment and well aware of the

brewing concerns of the bourgeoisie in Francegtre de couleuiound themselves

struggling against racial barriers to attain the privileges of citizenship.

By 1789, Fr anc e 6 sanciéendréimgas dradingdoad er , t he
close. Franceod6s rising tensions with itself
revolutions: first, at the metropole from 178999, which significantly affected the
white island colonists, and soon to follow, on Saint Dguafrom 17911804, a war
that would affect all racial and social groups. DuringRhench Revolutioithe
monarchy was overthrown and the Roman Catholic Church imposed radical societal
restructuring upon all French subjects. Several factors includingskbatment of
royal absolutism, resentment of the seigneurial system by peasants and the rising

bourgeoisie would prove to be a catalyst for violent contestation overseas. Political

!> Gens de couleuwas originally a French social status, and the term was coined by Moreau de Saint
Mery in the late 18th century. It distinguished a person from whign¢) or black 6oir) and laterijt
would preclude a racial signifier as well.
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and economic stress was growing throughout the French islands although it
manifested first and most violently in Saint Domingue (see discussion of Haitian
Revolution further below). In general, the aristocratic planters in the French West

I ndies were angered by Aministerial despotd.i
islandadministration without the benefit of colonial representation in the metropole
(Fick 1990: 7677). The planters demanded the right to internal legislation. At the
same timegens de couleugxpressed many similar sentiments as the rising white
bourgeoisieand began to use force to assert their rights for citizenship and equality.
These racial and class conflicts placed them at odds withetits blancsand the

grands blancsHowever, theyens de couleurere not the only nemwhite group
engaged in a strigie for greater equality. The enslaved population, enduring a
similar kind of seigneurial system, was tired of severe ill treatment and exploitation.

Thus, they too began to show signs of rebellion (Fick 1990: 238).

At the end of the 18th century, radisacial and political upheavals that
occurred in Saint Domingue and in Framegrecompounded by the invasion of
GuadeloupendMartinique by the English during the Napoleonic wars. These
disruptions caused labor unrest and financial crisis for the stajéee, cotton and
indigo industries (Klein 1986: 108Ylost likely in response to the English acquisition
of the islandsFrance abolished slavery and the slave trade in 1794 on Guadeloupe
and Martinique only. However, England was still invested in stelsed ventures

throughout the Caribbean and, therefore, blackgartinique were still enslaved. In
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contrast, orGuadeloupehe combination of a rebel black population arktench
force under the leadership of Victor Hugues successfully struggleasagaitish
invasion by the end of 1792. This thelacedGuadeloupean black communitiesan
unstable position ajuasifreedom for a short timglein 1986: 109; Moitt 2001:

127).

To add to an already volatile social situation between the free resiol¢nes
French islands, there was the social position of the enslaved community as colonial
subjects. The highly charged social and racial arena that arose in the latter half of the
17th century between the planter class and the enslaved laborers didintsthd
during the 18th and 19th centuries as the black Creole population grew. Fearing the
possibility of anotheBaint DomingueNapoleon sent his army to-nr@pose slavery
and the slave tradae Guadeloupe in 180By 1815, after the Napoleonic wars,
Martinique and Guadeloupe were restored to FraWaaghall 2005: 78Klein1986:

109)

In the first two decadesofh e 19t h century, Guadel ouped
community was quite largand estimated at just over 80,000 eyrepresented the
majority of the taal population by percentageut their livelihood was not a central
concern for the slavbolding clasgCurtin 1969: 78)At the insistence of the colonial
administrators, planters took measures to ensure the safety of the white population.

However, it wa at the cost of enslaved laborers who were still-exptoited and

60



subjected to an inhumane regime of coercion and punishment. Even general
provisions for the enslaved | aborersé daily
consideration for the planters. Wever, the descendants of imported Africans
continued to survive by adapting, resisting and ultimately negotiating their positions
in the slavebased economy and society of the French Caribbean. Resistance was
articulated in a variety of ways: maroonage/aits, retention of African religions and
other cultural practices, participation in the internal economy of the island markets,
laboring as skilled artisans, etc. The delicate balance of resistance and
accommodation over the centuries resulted in thmdtion of an Africarbased, yet

new Caribbean identity that was distinct from that of the Eurepgeanended
population(Chamoiseau and Confiant 1991:29, 46; Chamoiseau et al. 1997: 144

Not only did tle enslaved population begin to reflect a moeolizzd community as
opposed to the previous century in which the enslaved community was dominated by
the influx of enslaved Africandut the sex ratio of enslaved laborers wezarly

equalledn Guadeloupevith a steady increase of female babies being.barrther

during the first three decades of the 19th centsex ratios fell in favor of womeon
GuadeloupéFallope 1992: 93; Moitt 2001: 33f.Women came to represehe

greatest numbers of the plantation workforcérend observed in Martinique and

French Guiana during that same period (Ibidi¥torian Josette Fallope suggests that

16 Between 1780 and 1804 proportionate number of males steadily decreased from 109 men to 107
men for every 100 women. This trend continued with 95 men for every 100 women in 1823 and
decreased to 91 men 100 women by 1836 (Fallope 1992: 93, 376).
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this trendwasrelatively consistenthroughout the first half ahe 19th century
suggesting a more creolized and feminized culture in Guadeloupz glaaically
and volently contested the moral, religious, and economic justifications for slavery

throughmarronageand slave insurgencies

As stated previouslgyt he begi nning of the 19th cent
enslaved community began to reflect a more creolized tgegiopposed to the
previous century when the importation of enslaved Africans was higher. Between
1816 and 184&e enslaved population of Guadeloupe was only in the tens of
thousands, composed mostly of Creole blg€igtin 1969: 78; Filostrat 2008: 29
Schoelcher 197&4)." Yet, the enslaved population continuously outnumbered

whites at least four to one (Martineau 1935: 194).

Guadel oupeds growing creolized community
conditions of slavery and the lack of social and eoundreedom that was available
for the free people of col or. Il nspired by t
equality back in France, Saint Domingue became the colonial powder keg for-a three
way conflict between planters, free people of colortaedenslaved community. The
pl antersd desires forgémseg¢e da@ulobefulf d® m Fr a
citizenship, versus the sl avesd need for fr

now referred to as the Haitian Revolution. Elsewhere tiivout the French Antilles,

7 According to Frank D. Lewis (2004:152), Hiableau de Relevés de Population: 188$0shows
t hat Gu a d edemuwyslavé gopulaoh tever reached 100,000.
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the slave insurrection in Saint Domingue stirred overwhelming fears in French

planters and greater hope in the enslaved communities. These actions, coupled with
Britainds consistent mil it aadogiespstreiclsed ur e t o a
Franceds grip on the islands. I n January of
revolution. Over 250 enslaved from plantations in southern Besse took up arms

and marched against royalist planters allied with the English. By April 20, th

revolution took a violent turn due to the massacre of colonists atRideres

(Butel 2002: 240). Martinique and Guadeloupe (briefly) fell under British occupation

until Victor Hugues arrived to dispossess England of the islands. In an effort to avoid

the potential of more slave insurrections, a declaration was passed for the abolition of

slavery in all French colonies except Martinique (which was still under English
occupation) in 1794. Al men, despite color

couleun) , would be considered citizens of Fran

The political, social, and economic system ofdheien régimavaned
dramatically during the first decades of the 19th century. Between 1810 and 1816,
England continued to press its adtage on the overstressed military forces in the
Lesser Antilles for occupation of Guadeloupe ui@ Treaty of Vienna restored the
island to France, which has maintained sovereignty over it since 1816 (Martineau
1935:98). The substantial loss of Sainbmingu® Fr ance 6s most product.
Caribbean colony had economically weakened France which never returned to

dominate colonial exports to Europe.
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Although slavery was reinstated to Guadeloupe in 1802, the impact of the
Haitian Revolution inspired internatial antislavery movements. The French
abolished their slave trade in 1818. Federal processes began efforts to assimilate men
of color into the white body politic in 1830. The period of 1815 to 1848 was marked
by a slow evolution of public opinion in Fra@in favor of the final abolition of
slavery. However, the idea was not embraced by the white plantegeaside
couleurwho owned slaves for fear that the economic reformation would ruin their
fortunes (Butel 2002:280; Martined935:217). While the nmber of freed blacks
(affranchig grew everyday it did not bring blacks and whites closer through common

interests.

Guadeloupe did not fare well in economic terms in the final years of slavery.
The year 1830 mar ked Gu ad eidepbegartéofall, sugar
affecting production and treucrerieshemselves. In the 1830s there were 620
sucreries, but by 1847 they had decreased to 530 (Butel 2002: 259). While sugar
cultivation was on the decline, social tensions were not overtly affectéatt)he
number of freed men of color was growing without causing violent clashes between
the races. Still, abolitionists rallied for the end of slavErgnch politician Victor
Schoelchepublished 6 Abol i t i o nin 1B40 campdigsinglfdhesr a g e
abolition of slaveryhat led to two petitions of 1844 signed for the emancipation of

slaves (Martineau 1935:1a5). Less than five years later, France abolished
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slavery on March 4, 1848 (Martineau 1935:108), finally bringing about the end of the

ancien régime

PostEmancipation Labor

After 1848, newly freed blacks were able to leave the plantations and become
farmers on smaldécale properties where land was not already cultivated for sugar.
Fearing that the lack of a reliable workforce would crippkeplantation economy,
planters desperately sought alternative sources from abroad. In the years following
emancipation, as many as 50,000 immigrants arrived in Guadeloupe to work on the
plantations*® While most arrived after a negotiation for indentlservitude, many
were brought illegally. In an effort to continue using a racially similar workforce as
that used during slavery, an additional 12;080000 enslaved Africans illegally
entered Guadeloupe, Martinique and French Guiana after 1850 (FE3I9pe370).
Participation in the slave trade was a criminal act and punishment was enforced,
encouraging plantation owners to seek other sources of labor. A FBatish treaty

of July 9, 1861, authorized the French to draw workers from the Britistotezsi of

18 Interestingly enough, Indian immigration the islands had begun eight years prior to the signing of
the treaty. On December 24, 1854, Guadeloupe received its firgEuropean/noAfrican indentured
workers: 344 Indians. Many came fromEsench colonies such as Union Territory Pondicherry in
Southern India as well as Kolkata, West Bengal India (Fallope 1992334).There are various
South Asian estimation discrepancies between authors. For example, Deena (2009: 4) estimated
22,000 Indians arrived before the end of the 19th century whileepeh(2004) calculated nhumbers as
high as 45,000 based on works by Guy Lassere (1953) and Singaravélou (1975).
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India which allowed them to increase the recruitment of Indian workéfke choice

of specific Indian territories was supposedly influenced by racial ideolagis
beginning in 1855, and a few hundred Chinese and Vietnamese laborers were also
brought to Guadeloupe (Fallope 1992: 3%1Between 1854 and 1889, 42,500
Indians and several hundred Chinese and Vietnamese laborers immigrated to the

archipelagos.

Originally, East Indian settlements in Guadeloupe were associated with sugar
plantationslf they were not directly living in the areas once known as the slave
village, most likely they dwelt in areas adjacent to them, and lived in residents similar
to those of their black counterparts. The East Indians worked and often lived among
blacks andcadapted to the centuriedd division of labor on the plantation. This was
most certainly the case at La Mahaudiére. While the plantation previously operated
with hundreds of Creole blacks, as many as 60 Tamil indentured workers became part
of the plantatn workforce (Vragar 2002: 14). However, while the South Asian
indentured workers shared many occupational experiences with Creole blacks in
Guadeloupe, they were not immediately a cohesive labor force, choosing to remain
socially and ethnically apart. Forstance, the Indian immigrants maintained a

positive relationship with the white administrators. This placed them at odds with the

¥ The last group of Eastdian immigrants landed in Guadeloupe in 1889.
2 Although East Indian immigrants came from diverse cultural, geogrpmid religious
backgrounds, the common link was their darker skin. Naive in their hypothesis, French officials
believed that because of the East Indiansd pigmentat
black population (Schnepel 2004: 45).
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blacks who vied for control over provision grounds, and who negotiated formal

contracts that specified wage fees and forten work days that gave them time to

engage in other activities that helped to raise their standard of living (Fallope: 395

398; Schnepel 2004: 46; Tomich 1995: 247,-252). While their numbers kept

them as a minority in Guadeloupe, they became fatlgrated participants of

Guadel oupeds politics, economics, and soci a
effect on the evolving complexity of the ar

(Fallope 1992: 370; Schnepel 2004: 46).

The next sectionwillfocs on ensl aved womends experie
West IndiesAlthough both enslaved African women and men endured many of the
same conditions associated with plantation

responses to slavery via their gender roleionial slave society.

Ensl aved Womendés Experiences

Despite black womends position as the | o
a truer representation of culture and history of the French West Indies must include
greater attention to their experiescAs stated earlier in this chaptenlike other
plantation societies in the Caribbean, black wome&uadeloupevere never

outnumbered by men by any significaergentage between the late 17th century and
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the midto-late 18th centuryln the decade$at transitioned into the 19th century on
Guadeloupe, sex ratios became equal and eventually fell in favor of women who then
represented the majority of the plantation workfdretore emancipation (Fallope

1992: 163165). Thedemographic rise in the numiaf femaleson Guadeloupean
plantationgs believed to have been a result of the growing numbers of descendants
of the Creole slave community rather thanithportation of newlyenslaved

Africans (Gautierl985 273; e.g. Vanon¥risch 1985: 28, 94 That is, more

enslaved females were being born on the islatmwever, unlike most plantations,

La Mahaudi redés slave demographics did not

Gi bsonds resear ch o Bettaddeomihdnd, dvomereddsats f or

outnumber men in any age category (Gibson 2007: 51).

Despite the growing feminization of the plantation workfotbe colonial
view of enslaved women was ambivalent. By virtue of their sex, women (with few
exceptions) weraot allowedto participate in mdsskilled and sermskilled labor
The gendered division of plantation labor relegated enslaved African women to the
bottom of the work hierarchy. As part of the field gangs, not even pregnant or nursing
women were exempt from hard labor. High infant mdstand low fertility rates
indicate the high level of physical and emotional stress experienced by enslaved

women.Theextreme work conditions, which disproportionately affected women,

L Between 1776 and 1789 an estimated 20% of enslaved workers (1,836) were African born and of
this group 56% were male and almost 44% were female (Vahnsgh 1985:28).
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coupled with their roles in reproductioesultedn uniquely genderedxperiences.
This included also their sexual exploitation which | will discuss later in this chapter.
Even inthe casef discipline and punishment, while men and women were subjected

to them equally, the effects were experienced differently across dareter

Discipline

Like men, women also experienced harsh whippings and various forms of
torture. Enslaved men and women alike were subject to violent treatment regardless
of whether the women were pregnant or recovering from maternity care (Gisler 1981.:
140; Peytraud 1897: 32329; Schoelcher 1976: 9010). TheCode Noib s speci fi cs
on punishment made no gender exemptions for women nor did any French law before
the abolishment of slavery in 1848. Although punishment was doled to enslaved
women and merespecially to those who participated in revolts and insurrecttbes
acts of resistance and violence against the colonial powers often assumed gender
specific roles. For example, colonial records acknowledged poisoning as an act of
resistance bytheensle d community since the onset of
the islands (Peytraud 1897: 28). Poison, in most cases, was supposedly used against
animals and other enslaved rather than the slave owners. In the French Antilles, the
threat of poison by woan struck more fear in the minds of whites than the

possibility of slave revolts orchestrated by m@fhile knowledge of an imminent
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attack against colonists could be confronted openly with enough time for a counter
attack, the act of poisoning was a pofiveform of resistance because it was a covert
act. h most recorded cases, black women were held accountable for poisoning (e.g.,
Debien 2000: 40808; Fick 1990: 3-89; Gisler 1981: 108; James 1938: 23; Moitt
2001: 139146). Thus, the threat of poisorgreft planters and their families feeling

vulnerable even in their own homes since enslaved women werpregent.

While colonial law did not provide any special breaks for women condoned to
punishment, there is some evidence that gender was oftetoaifehow punishment

was received. Historian Bernard Moitt states that:

Afésl ave women, being more directly i
slave system than men due to their subordinate position within the slave
occupational hierarchy, were aptide punished more frequently and, quite

often, with more venomo (2001: 101) .

Such a situation of extreme punishment against women has been documented
at La Mahaudiére. The 1840 case known as the Affaire DoulMattaudiere was
championed as a litigatiomgredent by abolitionists to promote the effacement of
slavery (Schoelcher 1976:33}). In this highly publicized case involving the
proprietor of the plantation, Je®@aptiste DouillardMahaudiére, formal charges
were brought against Douillastdahaudiérdor the extreme punishmeat an

enslaved woman, Lucile (Gibson 2007: 113). According to records, Lucile was
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accused of several acts of poisoning and kept bound in chains in a cramped, dark,
prisonlike dwelling on the plantation property for 22 monthshwiit adequate food
and watef? Official action was required because Douilldda haudi ~r e 6 s
punishment surpassed the legal extremity of discipline allowed ydtie Noir
However, DouillardMahaudiere was acquitted, thereby reinforcing the
overwhelming ctonial hierarchy of power that slave owners possessed over their

enslaved laborers.

While the presence of enslaved African women on the plantation landscape
has never been in question, their importance and contribution to the plantation
economy has beenrigely obscured. Having discussed the burden of plantation
fieldwork and the severity of discipline black women experienced, | now explore
ensl|l aved wo meensue individuahandecgmmelrsty survival, as well as

their role in the formation of Aftan Guadeloupean Creole society and culture.

Ensl aved Womends Agency: Strategies in the

Enslaved Africans relied upon their slave quarters as a space for exerting
some control over their lives. Most often, enslaved women opted to maaigge d
activities that preserved and enriched the lives of themselves and their families. Away

from the eyes of the slave owners and the plantation management, enslaved men and

22 This dwelling is known as eachotin French (Schoelcher 1976: 34).
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women articulated agency and cultural creativity through music, dance, stogytelli
and religious practic&Vhen not encumbered from the long hours of fieldwork,
enslaved women throughout the Caribbean and the American South also had the
responsibility of traditional domestic pursuits such as raising children, caring for the

sick and ooking food for their families.

Enslavedvomen frequently labored to improve their material conditions
through foodbased activities. The management of personal slave gardens,
provisional communal grounds, raising pigs and occasionally poultry, and the
foraging and hunting for wild species were activities that took up an extensive
amount of womendés free time (David 1990;
Walvin 1996: 43; Yentch 1994: 213A.s | 6 v e s foad sherthges ausédibe r
natural disastershe ban of food imports during times of war, and the general
selfishnes®f planters all contributed to the poor stateslaive nourishment
throughout the centuries in the FreWlest IndiesReports filed as late as the 19th
century stated that enely onesixth of the enslaved population was fed adequately
through plantation rations (Fallope 1992: 107). Enslaved blacks, therefore, were
largely responsible for their own sustenance. They sought to add more nutritional
value and diversity to their diets tompensate for the sparse, monotonous provisions
supplied by the planters (see Chapters 5 and 6 for matepith discussions on this

topic).

72

Mi



Slave Markets

Outside the slave quarters and plantation crop fields, enslaved women
provided significant contribidns to the plantation economy as well as to the social
and cultural history of GuadeloupEhrough their expertise of subsistence strategies,
black women engaged successfully in the domestic food economy for the entire
French colonial communities via ldcdave markets. As market women, their
economic activities were sanctioned by the slave owner despite their forbiddance in

theCode Noir

The local markets yielded two effects. First, with erratic and undependable
ship imports from Europe, especiallydung t i mes of war, the ensl e
savviness and successful harvests from their gardens and provision grounds resulted
in an internal island market system that became central to the livelihood of white
colonists as well. The enslaved women who ramihgkets had a virtual monopoly
on the internal market, making most whites of all classes either partially or
completely dependent on general foodstuffs groftenby black women. Second,
profits from the markets provided black women with the ability tocucnvent their
subordinate situations within the slave system by gaining access to goods, money,
and mobility otherwise unavailable. Historian Dale Tomich (2000b: 754) noted that

ensl aved womenods Ainitiative |l edlto the dev

patterns and the mobilization of productive forces that otherwise would have
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remained dormant. o0 I n general, the surplus
markets provided enslaved women with a small level of independence not possible

for othes within the slave community.

Sexual Exploitation

As stated earlier, in a slave society race, class, and gender differentiation were
more polarized, relegating enslaved women to the most subordinated positions of all
(Debien 1962: 30; Geggus 1996: 26%raway 2005: 203; Moitt 2001: 8; Patterson
1982: 215). While generally devalued, the unbalanced sex ratio of French colonial
society made her sexual presence more visible. Although there were few black
women in the colonies throughout the 17th centurytemliomen settling in the
French Antilles were everarer. Colonial administrators, aware of the greater
availability of black versus white women in terms of sexual access, became

extremely concerned with racial mixing.

As it was in other colonial socies inthe New Worldr r ance ds mai nt enan
of white supremacy depended upon hierarchical descriptions of skin color variations

and racialized definions of social position%’ In the colonial social structure of race,

3 Erench adminisator Elie Moreau de SaiM ® r yate §8th centuryhighly detailed color/race chart
(written over 12 pages) of the French Antilles was ultimately created to posit all the racial mixing
possibilities and their supposed behavioral attributes to supjpeaat héerarchy for social control
(Moreau deSaintMéry 1958 vol. 1: 86L01).

74



which was crosscut by gender and stature of the dominant representations of

enslaved women caste them as sexual objects. While enslaved men and women were
unequal to whites, black women had the added and horrific burden of also being

sexual subordinates to white men. Black women were tteng of unwanted sexual

advances from any white male working on the plantation, from overseers to the

master planter himself. Enslaved women had no rights and legal recourse and were

often the victims of rape and other forms of sexual coercion. Mordaaek women

were blamed for their victimization. According to Doris Garraway (2005: 203),
colonial discourses fattributed an il licit
sexual of ferings to those in power,0, thus,
as passive and naaggressive. Despite their oppression and lack of legal power,

black women were nonetheless regarded as deviant and abusersabpe@sar over

white men (Moitt2001: 99; Garraway 2005: 203). Thus, black women were

denounced as blackxual savages, which served as further justification for colonial

powers to maintain absolute control over their bodies (Garraway 2005: 204).

Enslaved status and race differentiation and, therefore, social control over black
womenos bodi e estsucaessfullyicadifed byadtdode Nair This

royal set of laws, created in 1685, specified the institutional practices of slavery. Two
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articles that pertain to the gender and status of black women were articles 12 and 13.

They state:

A Article XII . Children born from marriages between slaves shall be slaves, and
if the husband and wife have different masters, they shall belong to the
masters of the female slave, not to the master of her husband.

A Article XIll . We desire that if a male slave has marrié@e woman, their
children, either male or female, shall be free as is their mother, regardless of
their father's condition of slaverjund if the father is free and the mother a
slave, the children shall also be slaves.[ aut hor 6 s emphasi s|]

What s most illuminating is that Article 13 decrees that the condition of slavery
would be passed through the mother solely, thus, allowing white men to sexually
exploit enslaved women, condemning any offspring from the rape to a life of slavery.
Ownershipofback womends bodies guaranteed the ow
from those bodies. However, ti®de Noirendeavored to control the potential of

racial and class divisions by monitoring the interactions of free men of color with
enslaved women. Article $tates that any free man of color who produces offspring
with an enslaved woman (that he owns) shall receive a large fine and the child and
the enslaved woman were to be removed from his ownetsbipever, where

French single men were concerned, religeomd more specifically, the Catholic

C h u r prembdtson of the sanctity of family, could supercede the concerns raised in

other parts of th€ode Noir For example, the second section of the article required a
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legalized marriage ceremony between Frenoglsimen and their enslaved African

concubines.

Officials in the metropole and colonial administrators made various efforts to
reduce the frequency of white/black social and sexual interactions. Indentureship
contracts were shortened and white indenture®\wromised greater economic
prosperity after their service had been fulfilled to entice more white women to
immigrate to the islands (Satineau 1928:98). Moreover, several royal ordinances
passed in the late 17th century endeavored to keep a raciatdbktween numbers
of engagésand the enslaved (Moitt 2001: 11). However, the drive for crop
production required the necessity of more slave labor which marked the end of the

engageperiod.

The sexual allure of black women was a continuous concern tiwatuthe
colonial period, enough so that an ANggro law of 1773 was passed and sent to the
Caribbean administrators. The decree stated the necessity for social distance between
whites and black and free women of color. Even marriage to a black oabiraci
woman Ataintedo the white man and, therefor
significant position in the colony (Abanime 1979: 21). However, as various colonial
demographic records reveal, the mixed race population continuously grew and
formeda significant portion of French colonial soci@tglways outnumbering

whiteddespite royal ordinances and soci al pr e:
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sexual interactions with black women (e.g., Garraway 20052P0Q8Lacour 1976:

385).

Conclusion

Although French colonization of the Caribbean began with few enslaved
Africans, the potential of profits from sugar cane cultivation rationalized lagpde
participation in the slave trade. Still, even in small numbers during the 17th century,
black women comibuted to colonial society through their enforced labor, and in
terms of their own communities, via their household work and cultural practices. As
more and more enslaved Africans were brought to the French Antilles throughout the
ancienrégimeand aftervard, the French attempted to disempower and demoralize

women, and proscribed them to the most subordinate positions.

Gender variously played a role in the division of field and domestic labor.
While women had to work the fields alongside men, requiriggroius strength and
energy, the French consideréamntoo inferior for skilled domestic and industrial
|l abor. Furthermore, womené6és bodies held suc
for in the reproduction of the slave labor force) in the French @dloantext that
they were solely responsible for the most dangerous job on plantations: feeding cane
through the mill. Moreover, black women welsovictims of sexual and

reproductive exploitation. Though enslaved women treasured their offspring, the
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physical strain of childbearing coupled with poor diet and healthcare, and extreme

labor demands, resulted in high infant mortality rates and shortened their lifespan.

Yet, despite these gendgpecific burdens, history has demonstrated the
various ways irwhich women did practice acts of resistance. Wagramgsidemen,
participated in insurrections and revolts during revolutionary Waostt 1996: 241
242). They were also viewed as a threat for their potential to covertly poison whites,
and as a resuliyere disproportionately blamed and punished for poisoning. Still, it
was their contributions to everyday cultural and social practices that often went
unnoticed, but nonetheless helped to ensure the livelihood of their families and
communities. Accordingotblack feminist andréolitétheories, these, too, were
covert acts of resistance as women worked against the tide of oppression to carve out
some autonomous spaces within which their communities could forge a sense of

collective identity through sharedaztices (see Chapter 2).

While this chapter has surveyed thistory of plantation slavery in the French
West Indies, | have also sought to emphasize the French colonization of Guadeloupe
in particular. Furthermore, my discussion of plantation slaveryhasipedlack
womenods participation in thesiocethgg economi es
beginning of French c¢ odcanomicagdnomy through ncl udi ng
subsistence practices and their control of the internal market system. Due to the

pant er sé negligence of their responsibility
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slave community, enslaved women had to engage in various subsistence activities to
provide food for their families. This was in addition to their arduous labors in the

fields that supplied sugar to Europe and profit for the French planters. Through
calculation, perseverance, and some level of negotiation with planters, black women
fought to survive and prosper under the constraints of slavery and were indispensable
totheFrech Antill ean domestic economy. Bl ack wc
the colonial setting by their substantial contributions to the livelihood of the French
Antillean communities and prevented the island societies from economic collapse.
Control of the intemal markets provided women with economic and social networks
and semindependence that ultimately led to a new and creolized identity during
slavery and afterwards. It is this significant role of enslaved women in foodways,

both within the domestic and plic spheres, that provides the rationale for my focus

on foodways.

Next, | provide a historical background of Habitation La Mahaudiere as a case
study in the French Antill eands participat:i
zooarchaeological dataghforms one of my major lines of evidence for foodways
was recovered from this site. The following focuses on the evidence of the site drawn

from historical records. The archaeological investigations are discussed in Chapter 4.
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Habitation La Mahaudiére- A Case Study

Habitation La Mahaudiére is a wgdteserved plantation currently owned by
the local government known as the Conseil Regional Général de La Guadeloupe. It is
located in the commune An&ertrand in the northeast area of Grande Terre island,
north of the town of Le Moule (Figure 3.1). The plantation site roughly encompasses

one hectare (Kelly 2003c) and sits on a-gimg ridge.
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Figure 3.1 Area map of Guadeloupe and location of Habitation La Mahaudiére on
Grande Terre, north of the Le Meu{Images used with online permission from
University of Texas PerrZastafieda Librarilap Collection
http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/cia06/guadeloupe_sm 2006

To better inform our survey of the plantation, we searched for historic maps

that would helpletail the spatial organization of the slave village. Unlike some
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Anglophone islands such as Jamaica and Barbados, there appears to be no estate

plans linked to the era of slavery that are known to exist at present in the Archives
Départementales of Guadeabe or elsewhere (Kelly 2001). However, there is the

mapPl an de LO6i sl e Gr & h782by Hrangois MaricGAmauwtiecl o u p e
de Sainte Maure that shows the plantation, as well as a series of maps commissioned

by the French king between 176468 cdled theCarte des Ingénieurs du R@IR),

that detail the division of all plantation properties of the archipelagos, including La
Mahaudiere (Figure 3.2). While we may not possess any estate plans of La

Mahaudiere, we at least know that the plantatios mwaxistence by the 1760s as

evidenced on the CIR.
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Figure 3.2 The Commune of AnsBertrand, Grande Terre on t@arte des
Ingénieurs du RAICIR) map (circal760s). Habitation La Mahaudiénmdcatedto
the right of the awhlitee®ddrow as O66M. Mah

Anse-Bertrand Historical Context and La Mahaudiere History

Besides the CIR indicatingabitatonLa Mahaudi reb6s tempor al
context, scholars have been able to assemble some additional historical background

information. In 2000, the @hseil Général implemented a project to explore the

83



history of the site (Vragar 2002: 3) for the eventual historic interpretation to the

public. At the beginning of colonization on Grarberre, sugar cane cultivation was

active at that time but only asv@nor crop in the commune of An&ertrand.

Rather, tobacco, indigo, and cotton farms dominated the reioreover, there

were only five plantations with sugar works on Grande Terre in 1732 (Juraver and

Eclar 1992: 16) . B u t n irsthe g@momic raanket vas saiom f er i or
to change. Although sugar cane cultivation only occupied %7 cultivated land

on Grande Terre, by 1790 there were over 21 sugar works associated with plantations

in the AnseBertrand commune, demonstrating how quickigar cane cultivation

rose in popularity (Juraver and Eclar 1992:117%.

While the CIR map does indicate the Mahaudiere property, scholars were able
to delve further back into the history of the plantation. There is evidence to show that
the land was atady functioning as a farm several decades earlier. Official plans of
an earlier land survey of Grande Terre reveals that this piece of land, currently known
as the La Mahaudiere plantation, was owned by the Boisnormand family during the
early part of thd8th century (Vragar 2002: 4). The property maintained several
buildings or structures, suggesting that it was a working ferisunclear what crop
was grown on the property during this time, and thus its economic contribution to

Grande Terre remainsnaystery.
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At some point before the creation of the CIR map, the property exchanged
hands. The new owner reported by secondary sources waBdjgiste Douillard
Mahaudi re. By 1768, the CIR maps (Figure 3
slave villagewhich affirmsthatthe site functioadas a plantation by that time
(FLOHIC 1992). Despite the social and political disruptsbrought by British
invasion in the last decade of the 18th centueayMahaudiére appears to have
functioned effectivelwithl abor er s t hat were | egally free
temporary abolishment of slavery and the slave trAaensus record for the year
1796 details an approximate number of 176 workers at La Mahaudiere (Gibson 2007:
150), suggesting that this plantationsasightly larger than average for the 18th
century (see Debien 2000:95; Lasserre 1961:38%). While names were not
recorded, gender, age and job descriptiid, artisan, or domestic) were listed
(Gibson 2007:150). The majority of the enslaved ldbare, 103 individuals, was
employed asultivateurfor fieldwork, while eight worked as domestics and two were
skilled as wet coopers. The census also documented those not involved in labor due

to their age (i.e., children) as well as those incapacithiedo iliness (Ibid.).
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Figure 3.3 Closeup ofthe 1760sCarte des Ingénieurs du R@IR) map showing
structuren Habitation La Mahaudiére.

By 1810, notary records show that the property was owned by the widow
Mahaudiére and her two sons, Pieanel JearBaptiste Douillard Mahaudiére. In
1812, the two brothers created the company Douillard Mahaudiére Brothers with
Pierre holding the position as head administrator (Vragar 2002: 7). The property was
sold a few times although it always remainechia Mahaudiére family. For example,
the property was briefly sold to another member of the family, but by 1828 it was

sold back to JeaBaptiste and remained under his direction as late as 1840.

Currently, the available historical information about La Mahare focuses

on the size and prosperity of the plantation. At the time of the census 18863 La
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Mahaudiere was one of 24 sugar plantations in the bourg ofBerdeand

(Schnakenbourg 1980: 34) and probably one of the largest. At best-eeh@ly

inventory merely alludes to the size of the slave population on the plantation. The

1824 inventory of the Douillard Mahaudiere Brothers Company shows that the

number of enslaved field laborers for the plantation was estimated at 146 with at least

30 houes for residential purposes (Vragar 2002:13, 17). When compared to the

Census of 179606s estimate of 103 field work
the plantation managed to prosper and grow in size, despite the instability of its

ownership duringhe first decades of the 19th century.

While the Conseil G®n®r al 6s historical r
notary minutes, general maps, inventories, and mortgage documentations, little to
nothing is known about everyday life at the plantationpissent it is not known how
personal and professional relationships were maintained between field workers,
servants, managers, and the planter (Vragar 200Ri&)tation inventories are
typically restricted to listing property, andnhily diaries, papersand plans either did
not exist or were most likely lost in the fire of 1871 (Vragar 2002: 6). Thus, all
questions related to the social relationships, not to mention cultural practices, of those

who lived at La Mahaudiére remain unaddressed in the dotarngeecord.

After the abolition of slavery in 1848, competing prices for sugar throughout

the Caribbean and Europe chipped away at the French Antillean plantation industry.
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La Mahaudiere was one of the remaining 21 plantations to continue harvesting and
processing sugar cane on Grande Terre (Juraver and Eclar 1992). 1bhe

pl antationds owners first employed newly fr
However, emancipation and the choice to leave plantations led to a lack of a reliable
workforce for he plantation economy and planters sought alternative labor from
India. By 1860, at the request of the widowed Madame Etienne Douillard
Mahaudiere, 20 Tamil indentured workers became part of the workforce, with the
anticipation to bring another 40 from tAsia (Vragar 2002: 14)The Indian workers
worked with the free black workers and even established residences within the area
once known as the slave village, providing a more complex social and cultural
landscape at La Mahaudiére. Thererieand plantdon eventually fell out of family

possession by 1881 and were sold to a Mr. Diot (Juraver and Eclar 1992: 42).

Despite the paucity of information on daily life and general workings, the
history of Habitation La Mahaudiéere offers rich and significant gi@wo its place in
Guadel oupeds past and in the greater scheme
La Mahaudi re characterizes the history of
the plantation from a mediwgize farm to one of the largest plantasan Anse
Bertrand commune by the eafl@thcentury appears to exemplify historian Dale
Tomichdés correlation theory between plantat
exemplified by the 1840 Affaire Douillasillahaudiére (see discussion earlier in this

chapte for the specifics). That incident provided a compelling and controversial
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example of a form of gendered and racialized social control that further

problematized slavery throughout the French territories and France, while

simultaneously elevatingtheabot i oni st sdé fight to dismantl e
1992: 312; Schoelcher 1976:-39). After 1848, the loss of plantation workers

compelled La Mahaudiére and many other plantations to introduce an alternative

labor supply from Southeast Asia. Althougk know that Tamil indentured laborers

were small in numbers at the plantation, working amongst the black Creole free

laborers, we do not know how socially cohesive both groups were while living within

the slave village. However, it is for certain thathie greater social scheme of

Guadel oupeds cul tural l'i fe, Asian i mmigrant

that still enriches the ew&volving social landscape.

Remarks

As | stated earlier, little is known about the everyday life at Habitation La
Mahaudiére based on the existing historical re€bfdhus, archaeology presented the
best potential for addressing questions regarding enslaved lifeways, including
foodways and market participation. While exploring how enslaved African women
through foodwag played a central role in the emergence of African Guadeloupean

identity, the influx of South Asian indentured servants after 1848 did complicate my

24 The family archival documents were lost in a fire in 1871 (Vrager 2002: 6).
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investigation of foodways and identity. To distinguish social and ethnic variabilities

in the archaeologad record proved to be a difficult task.

In the next chapter | discuss the excavations aflahaudiérédrom 2001
2005, including the field methods and sampling procedures used, and the site layout
and general descriptions of excavated units and fealuiesis on the features and
artifacts that were most relevant to my own research on foodways, including the

ceramic evidence and use of yardspace.
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Chapter IV: Archaeological Research at La Mahaudiere

As the last chapter presented what is known froguthentary sources
regarding Habitation La Mahaudiere on Grande Terre, and situated the plantation
within French Antillean history, | now present the archaeological project and field
procedures in order to contextualize the archaeological data of thasaleskenneth
G. Kelly of the Department of Anthropology at the University of South Carolina
initiated and directed the archaeological surveys and excavations of La Mahaudiere
during summer sessions from 26RA05. Excavations at La Mahaudiére included
teding within and around several slave dwellings to understand the lifespan of certain
portions of the slave village via an assessment of the artifact distributions,
construction methods, changes in architectural style, and uses of space. To assist in
our urderstanding of the role of foodways in the lives of enslaved Africans, | focus
on the excavation strategies that were employed to delineate how the yard spaces
around the slave homes were used for fomdted activities, and | offer

interpretations of theonsumption patterns across time and space.

Site Description

Habitation La Mahaudiére is located in the Grande Terre commune of Anse

Bertrand, on a unique monticule overlooking sugar cane fields, which provides
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substantial views of the surrounding lacaise in most directions (Figure 4.1). The

setting was most likely chosen as the site for the plantation for ease of security

against possible slave insurrections as well as for access to continuous eastern winds
(Juraver and Eclar 1992: 41). Extant grosandace buildings and features included:

the windmill, the foundation of the sugar worksi¢rerig, other industrial buildings,

house platforms of slave dwelling remains,
dwel | i ng, o maisondg maitgeDitealywes of the site, at the base of

the ridge, there is a modernized well, known to have been in use since the late 19th

century; it most likely served as the local water source for the plantation. While the

coastline lies roughly 2.2 km (1.37 mi)ds the east, the location of the closest

stream or river that may have been exploite
construction is not currently known. With no currently known running water in

proximity to the plantation, it is surmised that negpbyds served as the main source

of water for humans and animals.
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Figure 4.1 Area map of Habitation La Mahaudiére in the commune of Anse
Bertrand from la carte IGN 4601G Série Bleue, ABsetrand/Morneasl 6 Eau/ L e
Moule.

The slave village, thisprojecd s main focus, is |l ocat
cane fields, the sugar works, and near to the residence sltleeowning family
According to the archaeological survey and maps, the orientation of the slave houses

conform to the topography of the lauépe, with houses placed parallel to the natural
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slope (Figure 4.23° It was quickly discovered that while the defunct windmill and
surviving industrial buildings associated with the sugar works were relatively free of
vegetation, the slave village aresidential management houses were not. Before
archaeological surveys and excavation began, the slave village area had to be cleared
of thick, dense, and spiny vegetation overgrowth in order to identify any remaining

structures.

1

—35m 25
2532 33 II
|

Figure 4.2 La Mahaudiérarchaeological site plan with defunct roads (dotted red
line); current roads (red line); several standing structures inclumdi#igpn de maitre
(pl ant er 6 ssucgerietsagar worls)Meuén)a,venfwindmill); and the
slave village with individuehouse dwelling locations (locus) defined by number.
Courtesy of Kenneth Kelly.

% Interestingly, the plantation layout is identical to that of the Drax Hall plantation of Sb. snnB a y ,
Jamaica (Armstrong 1990: 88). This plan view is similar to many other sugar plantations throughout
the Caribbean.
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African Diasporic Houseyards

In the interest of analyzing enslaved wo
identity and culture via foodways, my focus centers on the slave village
houseyards. The houseyard was a social space and physical place in which the
enslaved inhabitants could exercise a degree of autonomy in their daily activities
within the slave village. It was a place for domestic work and social interaction, as
well as,the space to engage in individual and communal religious rites (Armstrong
1990: 93, 98; Armstrong and Fleishman 2003; Heath and Bennett 200Q; 39
Mintz 1974: 431; Thompson 1990: 1847). Much of the domestic labor was
vi ewed as wo me yawmdrywcborek, cooking gne foad a | |
preparation. Moreover, because enslaved women controlled so many of the
domestic activities, the houseyard and, to some extent, the residence, were
womends spaces (Battle 2004: 4SincePul si pher
support the hypothesibat foodways is a conceptual arena in which African
cultural agency and resistance were practiced by women and fed an emergent
French Antillean identity, mprimary goalasto interpret archaeological
evidence associated thicooking and other culinary activitiezcavated from the

yardspacdrom the slave period.

® tread lightly in the use of the term 6househol db
requires one to be cautious aga s tencénapbaskingcrossul t ur al 6 definitions (Frank
For my purposes, I embrace Maria Franklinés definitd.i
unit of analysis 6accessi bl ed trbsidentabstructtrédseandar chaeol oc

activity areaso.
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With regard to the remnants of foodstuffs and artifacts associated with
foodways, we attempted to locate activity areas immediately adjacent to, and
surrounding tk structures, in order to understand the relationship between
structures and houseyards in order to spatially locate communal activity areas
where food might have been produced, processed, prepared, consumed, and
di scarded as part vialfstraeges (Palsiphed 198E1r i cans 6 s u
1994: 217; Reeves 1997)My research goals were dependent upon the recovery
and analysis of faunal material to deter mi

daily alimentary praxis performed in the houseyards ofldne village.

The analysis of houseyard assemblages plays a central role in the
archaeological reconstructions of enslaved Caribbean social and economic life.
The enslaved community had limited freedom under the institution of slavery and
this was exemplied by overt and continuous planter control throughout the
plantation landscape. The enslaved community defined activities within the slave
village houses and yard space often with strong African sensibilities (Anthony
1976: 11; Armstrong 1991: 54; Eppens1990; Klingelhofer 1987). As seen in
West Africa (Clapperton 1829: 92, 141, 214; Caillie 1968-202, 205, 302
304), the overwhelming amount of time spent by enslaved Africans in the

Americas took place outside of their houses in dealing with co@kiddgood

2" As of the 2005 field season, no evidence of distinct garden plots, livestock pens, or definite activity
areas associated with food production and processing at the slave dwellings was identified.
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preparation (Du Tertre 1978: 514; Philippo 1843: 221), tending to house gardens
(Beckles 198& 78; Debien 2000: 178, 183, 2Q08; Kimber 1907: 6; McKee

1988; Mintz 1974:18d.92; SaintMéry vol. 2 1958: 5&1; Tomich 1993: 230

and livestock pen@ebien 2000: 188; Kelly 1838; Morgan 1988: 468; Philippo
1843: 217; Vlach 1991: 220). Aside from functional daily activities and
socializing, scholars have documented religious activities and the honoring of
ancestors within certain areas of the yardvals (Debien 2000: 292; Armstrong

and Fleischman 2003). Moreover, houseyards offer the opportunity for gender

specific studies of slave activities.

Althoughmy gendered perspective highlights w
activities in and around the slavela&ge, socializing between men and women was
also an integral part of houseyard use. | focus on alimentary practices and culinary
exercises by women, yet | do want to note that various activities around the house
needed to be done by all. In simpler terthe,houseyard landscape was a cultural
artifact used and controlled by the members of the slave quarters. Furthermore, in
those activities performed every day in the houseyard within the confines of
slavery, an emergent French Antillean identity anduceformedand was

negotiated by enslaved laborers.

The importance of the houseyard area in the study of social space and slave

daily practices cannot be overstated. It is generally accepted that slave dwellings, like
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their West African counterparts (VIad993: 165), were used primarily for sleeping

and shelter while all other domestic activities occurred outside, mainly in the yard
(Craton and Saunders 1992: 306; Mintz 1974: 243; Pulsipher 1993a: 51; Pulsipher
1993b: 110). Although maps and archaeoldge@dence show that the space

between slave houses was only a few yards apart (Abenon 1987: 110; Bequet 1986),
it is in the yard that slaves could exercise every day strategies to display some
independence, a sense of ownership over their householdAdibhcan Caribbean

cultural and spiritual influence, and nurture a degree of communal security (Epperson
1990:3234; Ferguson 1992; Heath and Bennett 200; Franklin 1997; Leone and Fry
1999; Orser 1994; Wilkie00Q Pulsipher 1994: 21218; Westmacott 1992Vilkie

1996).

It is important to stress that this study of yard space is not intended to obscure
the significance of the houses, or the artifacts recovered from them, for
understanding enslaved lifeways (Heath and Bennett 2000: 38). The archaeology
of yards is integral to the study of the cultural use of space on African American
sites. Sitill, their study provides only limited information and should be integrated
into a broader archaeological interpretation of the built environment and use of
space. Hous and yard assemblages together will provide a more accurate account

of the private activities and relationships of the enslaved community.
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Field Methods and Data Recovery

In 2001, Ken Kelly began an initial islasvdde survey to locate and assess
slave vilages of the plantations (Kelly 2001). During a pedestrian survey of La
Mahaudiéere, Kelly found a wefireserved living space evidenced from the ground
surface by rubble from ruined houses and an artifact scatter. Kelly returned with a
research team fro 2002 to 2005 to map the site and excavate several domicile
features. The projectds objectives include
plantation site and the limits of the slave village within the site; to identify and extend
subsurfacenvestigations inside and outside various structures including the
pl anterdéds house and several slave structure
order of construction and occupation; to create a map of the site that includes all
standing structureshd subsurface architectural elements associated with the slave
village, as well as all excavated units; and to create a database of artifacts with a
chronological sequence for artifact dating (Kelly 2001, 2002, 2003a, 2003b, 2003c,
2004, 2007)*® The sitemap was created using a total station and then integrated with
an existing map of the industrial structures created by the Groupe de Recherche en

Archéologie industrielle et Patrimoine

“The objecte s of Kellyoés project are only partially expla
the summer of 2005, which | was unable to participate in, which extended the archaeological
methodology and objectives.
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The evidence of an African impact on the landscape is most visitiie in
remains of the slave village. As stated earlier, the slave village at La Mahaudiéere kept
with the tradition of many plantation layouts throughout the Caribbean. Conveniently
located close to the nearby sugar cane fieldssanckrie the slave villagsits on a
hill slope away from the easterly winds with poor, shallow soils not advantageous for
growing crops. The slave village was discovered in 2001 during the initial survey,
and is | ocated northwest and dowrnds!| ope fro
the sugar workgésee Figure 4)2 Its boundaries were established using a systematic

transect survey with surface collections of 2 x 2 meter areasraefd) intervals.

The most visible remains of the slave village are the discrete low mounds of
building rubbl e &?AThdsepiatfofitts areivshat remaineof tieo r ms
slave structures that had been torn down, most likely during th@@tictentury.
Twenty-nine house platforms were recorded during the initial survey of 2002. The
slave stuctures at La Mahaudiére have limestone foundations with wattle and daub
walls. Therectangulas t r uct ur al remains or fAhouse pl atHf
their relatively square pattern, formed by scattered limestone cut from bedrock and
plaster,and/obr i ck fragments that remained of the
foundations are evident above ground with rough corners and low walls because they
had not been completely knocked down after the plantation became defunct or had

fallen to scatter due tmatural causes. While slave vernacular architecture varied in

“The house platformarwarse®.also called fihouse
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styles and spatial layout during the early part of French colonial s|detlye mid

18th century, French regulations imposed more social and spatial control over the
enslaved community foneg the slave houses to become uniform in size (Debien
2000: 220226)3° According to the mapped house platforms, the slave dwellings at
La Mahaudiere followed this rigid, regimented model for spatial organization of
homesn the beginning of the 19th cenyuiafter the reenslavemer(ee Kelly 2008,

2009 Kelly communication 2011

Aside from visible house platforms, the slave village area does have surface
scattering of 18thand 19tkcentury artifacts. Preliminary testing for refuse disposal
suggested thdhe slave village had extensive, sheet surface middens associated with
long-term occupations located in close proximity to living spaces. Whilen&jerity
of themiddens do not represent primary deposits as defined by Schiffer (1987),
intensive excavains of yard space between several slave houses do allow us to

address questions regarding daily subsistence strategies and foodways.

Excavation Methods

The archaeological team excavated the site with the objective of

understanding how social space wasdjsvith particular emphasis on the enslaved

%0 Subsurface post hole features suggest that the earliest slave housing pattern at Habitation La
Mahaudieére was more varied with structures made out of wattle and daub and or in the traki#mon of
en gaulettgKelly 2007; 2009: 88).
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daily practice of foodways. Within the slave village, more than 80 square meters were
excavated. Each mapped house platform and its surrounding yard space was
designated as a Al oc e livihgsspabesofonent er pr et ed a
household (Figure 4.3). Based on the summer fieldwork of 2001, 2 x 2 meter

excavation units were placed in and about Loci 1, 18, 26, and 32 during the 2002

summer season. Excavations at these areas were chosen to gain sona potent

archaeological insights as to the range of artifacts associated with daily household

activities that could be recovered, as well as to help assess which loci may require

more intensive excavations in future field seasons.
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Figure 4.3: La Mahaudiee slave village in detail. Structures are indicated by green

lines.

In 2003, excavation units were placed inside the adjacent dwellings of loci 18

and 19, and we laid intersecting trenches between the structures to study the use of

yard space. During 20G#4 n d

2005, the

projectos

new

to understand the architectural use of space. The area of study was expanded to

include shovel test pits (STP) and more 2 x 2 meter units excavated in three large 5 x

5 meter blocks (deemed Blocks B, C) between loci 18, 19, and 27 (Figure 4.4). A

combination of 82 x 2meter units and 20 STPs were opened. To understand
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architectural chronology and construction methods of the slave dwellings,

excavations at each locus included units inside atslde the structures.

0 4 8 Meters
+ e =]

Figure 4.4 Locus 18, 19, and 27 dwelling remains outlined in green with
excavated areas of field seasons 2003, 2004 and 2005. Courtesy of Kenneth
Kelly.

In the greater scheme of the La Mahaudiere project, we were interested in
comparing slave foodways with that of the planter and management groups through
studying their respective ceramic and faunal assemblages. Shovel test pitseaed 0

intervals and foul x 1 meter test units were excavated aroundhthéson de maitre
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building in 2004. While a wide range of artifacts were recovered, we failed to find
undisturbed early contexts. The most significant disturbance lies to the east of the
great house and down slope of the hill. This is probably where midden deposits
associated wi the great house kitchen might have been found. Unfortunately, the
hillside has been impacted by modelay stone quarrying. Thus, the deposits have
been destroyed. A comparative analysis of foodways has been suspended until other

areas associated witlomslave midden deposits are discovered.

Preliminary suksurface testing revealed that the yard stratigraphy
demonstrated no more than one natural soil stratum. Thus, the yard units and STPs
were excavated by shovel and trowel inckO arbitrary levels fiothe best vertical
control of artifact provenience. Most test units yielded four arbitrary levels before
encountering bedrock. The exception included occasional test units excavated on a
slope, where soil deposits from the surface extended between @@¢oténeters in
depth before we encountered the limestone bedrock. Scale plan views, digital
photographs, and profile drawings were made for every excavation unit. Any features
and other anomalies were excavated and provenienced separately. Features were

recorded, mapped, photographed, and then bisected.
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Data Recovery

All excavated soil was sieved using -Ingh coarselry screens. After the
artifacts were retrieved, they were preliminarily identified and recorded, and then
taken to the laboratory foteaning, processing, and analy&isn an effort to recover
microscale food remains, flotation samples were taken &dewrandom feature®
The fill from a small number admall features, such as deposits from post holes, were
collected in their entirgtfor flotationor fine screenethrough 1/16inch mesh for
optimal artifact recovery. This was performed in the possible event of discovering
carbonladen soil or bone scatters (e.g., Grayson 1984; Reitz and Scarry 1985;
Wagner 1982). For larger featurasminimum of half the feature fill was kept for
flotation while the other half was sent to coarse screening. Water screening of float
samples as well as dry screening using a series of nesteensaf 1/4, 1/8, and
1/16inch in size was used to insufe minimum loss of small faunal remains such
as fish scales and eardrufisHowever, after the water screening process to recover
light and heavy fractions, no faunal or botanical remains were idenfitrexdfaunal

remains | studied were recovered usliiginch coarsealry screenonly.

31 All faunal bone was preliminarily identified and recorded during laboratory artifact processing.

Next, the faunal remains were separated from the other artifacts of its provenience, boxed and shipped
for zooarchaeological analysis.

32 A very limited number of flotatin samples were collected; less than 10.

33 When flotation samples are water screened, nearly 100% of all faunal material (as well as botanical

remains) may be recovered (Reitz and Scarry 1985: 12). Random samples of flotation (size: 1 liter) of
test unitswere not executed because the sample did not demonstrate enough variability nor did it
provide a quantifiable sukample.
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Excavation Results

Excavations in the yard between Loci 18, 19, anddiherrevealed specific
activity areas associated with food processing or preparation, nor any evidence for
other subsistence strategies to stater@lanimal pens and house gardens may have
been. The yard space within the slave village is characterized by a single soil stratum
(most often, Munsell 10YR 3/2, a very dark grayish brown) of silty loam, chocked
with material culture on the surface andtighout the stratum. The stratum
gradually becomes more inundated with limestone fragments as it bottoms onto the

bedrock.

When considering the examination of yard space at La Mahaudiére, certain
concerns must be addressed. Postholes alignments founcanddautside the
current stone foundations of Loci 18 and 19 show udibage versus yard spaces
were not fixed throughouttimeFi gur e 4. 5) . Becaustemof t he s
occupation at La Mahaudiére, which included shifts in housing sty ment, and
construction, the yards were likely never fixed in space as well. For this reason, | will
discuss the site chronology first for a general understanding of yard use over time.
This will be followed by a brief summary of the units placed inytdrels of loci 18,

19, and 27, the associated features encountered, and the material culture rétovered.

% The summary of material culture will not include faunal remains, which will be discussed in Chapter
Five.
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Figure 4.5 Loci 18, 19, and 27. The green rectangles represent the stone house
foundations. The black shapes represent the excavated areas iowartlthe loci.

The colored dots represent the post hole features excavated between 2003 and 2005.
Courtesy of Ken Kelly.

Features

The overwhelming majority of features found in the yard spaces of Loci 18
and 19 were post holes dug into the limestonedmdassociated witkaz in
gauletteswhich predated the stone foundations of the-t8titury dwellings.

Artifact analysis of ceramics found in the post holes reveal that these wooden
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structures were occupied possibly before 1760 and until the 1790srtupphe
idea that enslaved laborers were living and working on this plantation during the

second half of the 18th century.

More than 80 post holes were documented and excavated with a hand trowel
and spoon. They varied in size, measuring from 9 tcePiroeters in diameter with
a range of 20 to 31 centimeters in depth. Five trdikehfeatures were also recorded
and excavated with hand trowels. These features ranged between 2 and 13
centimeters in depth with the width fluctuating between 11 and 20vears, often
cutting into the bedrock. It is not currently known what these trench features are, but
the artifact assemblage suggests that thegsseciated with the 18tentury

occupation.

One interesting feature, unlike any other documented, watsifeel8.

Located in the vicinity of Locus 18, this feature was recorded as a small, shallow pit,
oblong in shape and characterized bylasten, silty loam soil. Artifacts retrieved
included the entire skeletal remains of a young goat that had been,umgkted

coarse earthenware, burnished coarse earthenware, creamware, pearlware, faience
brune and blanche, wrought nails, a kaolin clay pipe fragment and undiagnostic green
bottle glass. Since we recovered the young goat in its entirety, it was no¢taatc

and consumed for food. This feature may have been associated with a religious/ritual

event that occurred during the 18th century.
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Site Chronology

The ability to construct a site chronology was impeded by several factors.
First, we were unable to latemanysoil deposits or features with deposits that could
aid in understanding site formation processes over fitms.is with the acception of
postholes and several hearthat wereroughly seriatedior chronological order
Despite our efforts, we ctdinot find features associated with primary refuse
disposal. The artifact deposits, for the most part, were in sheet midden form. Despite
the fact that the site demonstrated only one natural soil stratum, some stratigraphic
distinctions could be made. Thest hole features which cut into the limestone
bedrock did allow for temporal comparisons. Many of these post holes appear to be
associated witkaz en gaulettestructures that prdate the stone masonry dwellings.
Ceramics date the architectural feagito the mieto-late 18th century. We compared
the artifact assemblages from various houseyards as another diachronic indicator of
change. Britishinspired French slipwares, faiences, French refined wares imitating
creamware and shefidge pearlware aselV as metal objects such as wrought and cut
nails, were most abundant in the | ast two
(YDII). These artifacts are associated with late 18tid early 19thcentury
occupations under the institution of slavery (&ib2007: 194). The 20 cm of soill
above the slave occupation levels, roughly to ground surface, represem Yar d 1| 0
(YDI), and had mieto-late 19h century artifacts such as wire nails and more recent

objects such as French coins with dates as late ag(lt&®7. YDI deposits represent
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site occupatiofrom 1810s1820s to the 20th century as determined by Heather

Gibson (2009) Thus,the levelsof YDI and YDII combinedcontained a mélange of

artifacts that revealed the slave village was continuously ceddpam the second

half of the 18th century until the early 20th century. While a general understanding

of La Mahaudi reb6bs site chronology spans oV

will briefly discuss the implications and complexities of analyzirgnEh pottery.

Artifact Analysis of French Material Culture

While most historical archaeologists are well versed withiN@#lH u me 6 s
Bible for identifying colonial BritishRAmerican artifacts, the dating of French pottery
has always been problematfistorical archaeologists investigating French
colonial sites of North America along withaterial culture specialists in Canada,
since the 1970$ave invested in classificatory methods for French material culture,
especiallyfor ceramiccategoriegsee Waelkov 1997: 16Waselkov and Walthall

2002. Yet, few such studies have been developed for Caribbean sites.

Excavations at La Mahaudiere recovered many diagnostic French coarse
earthenwares and a few refined materials su¢hiasce bruaandfaience blache
However, it was the French refined wares that were difficult to Yateally all of

the French refined ceramics were similar, and in some cases identical, to British

% A Guide to Artifacts irColonial America(1970).
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counterparts. We recovered French Briisispired slipwares, as well as British

refined wares such as creamware, pearlware, whiteware and ironstone vessel forms.
However, while the French and British ceramics shared many similar manufacturing
techniques and decoration, we could not assume that they were necessarily
contemporaneouddeather Gibson, who was part of the field project for several

seasons, assisted in the development of ceramic typologies by researchimgd8th

19th century wares at potteqyroducing centers in France. She contends that we

should curreinghty faiswelmeo at éislyear | ago for
most closely resemble the British types at La Mahaudiere. However, she warns that,
Athis might not always be a safe assumption
implications of the difficulties of daig the French wares should be clear:

establishing a site chronology, which is dependent upon ceramics, was a difficult task

at this particular site and may prove to be so for other contemporaneous sites in

Guadeloupe.

The Artifact Assemblage

This sectioris not intended to provide a detailed account of every type of
material culture recovered from the yard units and features. Rather, it is just to
summarize our findings during several excavation seasons in order to provide the

reader with an overall desption of our finds. In general, much of the material
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culture was recovered from sheike middens dispersed throughout the single soil
stratum. In all yard areas associated with the three loci we collected a variety of
artifacts: architectural nails amdher articles made of ferrous and ferrous metals,
brick and tile. Clothing artifacts included bone buttons. We recovered the occasional
agriculturerelated artifact, such as a hoe fragment, and other items like coins and
European smoking pipes maderfr kaolin clay. A substantial percentage of the
artifacts were of the foetklated categor\either for food preparation, storage, or
consumptiori® There was a wide variety of European glassware and ceramics, and
locally produced ceramics as well. Althougpuch of the glassware fragments did not
have any characteristics indicative of specific time periods for manufacture, we were
fortunate that much of the pottery sherds were diagnostic. As listed in the site
chronology subheadings, it was the concentratadfrcertain pottery types that

allowed for general temporal estimates to be made for site occupation of the village

area.

Some of the artifacts recovered in high frequency throughout the yard space
between Loci 18, 19, and 27 included wrought, cut, ainel mails, and patinated and
unpatinated green bottle glass and stemware. The pottery included French coarse
eathenware vessels, such as Vallaumglazed and leaglazed ceramics (the most

abundant leagllazed variety recovered at La Mahaudiere), Sageowith green lead

% An average of 40%f the total assemblage for each household is associated with theefated
category (See Figure 6.2 Gibson 2007: 240).
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glaze (Figure 4.6), French tglazed faience varieties, and slipwares such as

Huveaune (Figure 4.7).

Figure 4.6: (Left) Vallauris sherd with handle. (Right) Saintonge pot (marmite) lid.
Courtesy of Kenneth Kelly.
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Figure 4.7: (Left) Faience brune, Rouen Polychrome. (Right) Huveaune slipware.
Courtesy of Keneth Kelly.

Nearly all of the coarse earthenwares were hollowwaresiding some
locally made industrial ceramigse.,drip jars andsugarmolds These wer@riginally
usel in the sugarworks aredsut were also alternativelysed agars for storagefor
food consumption, or as pots for cooking on open fifédong with ceramic pots,
somecast iron pots were also used by the laborers in the village which strongly
suggestshat iron pots (Figure 4.8) were still significant in food preparation in the
19th centurydespite their low frequendysibson 2007: 267). The more refined
ceramic types included French stoneware, French versions of creamware, pearlware,

and whiteware,rzd a low frequency of European porcelain.

37 with the exception of oneessel sherd recovered, which had been part of chambeBipsbf
2007).
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Figure 4.8: Cast iron cooking pot (marmite) handle. Courtesy of Kenneth Kelly.

Shifting ceramic consumption patterns over time is another important finding
that will be briefly discussed for each locus, based oG i b(28007)vérg
thoughtful analysis of diachronic artifact pattern use. Using ceramic analysis her
work examined how global and local economics affected the daily practices of the
laborers at La Mahaudiere. While | highlight some interesting diachpatterns
associated withfoed e | at ed cer amic categories in the
dissertation is an #depth study of all the ceramic functional groups as well as sub
groups across the house structures and their corresponding yard spacesaaith crit

interpretations of artifact use viacontextt t hough Gi bsonés di sserta
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