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 Toussaint L'Ouverture's First Letter to The Directory
This letter from Haitian Revolutionary Toussaint L'Ouverture to the five-member “Directory” then ruling France was designed to prevent a French military invasion of Haiti, and especially, a reinstitution of chattel slavery on the island. Below, Toussaint rebuts the claims of French politician Vincent-Marie Viénot, the Count of Vaublanc, that black people are not civilized enough for self-rule and that they may end up massacring the remaining white population of the island. 

At the time this letter was written, October 28, 1797, Haitian slaves had already successfully thrown off their slave masters in a violent revolution that was marked by sporadic massacres, chiefly at the hands of the black rebel General Jean-Francois Papillon. But with the success of the revolution, a relative peace had been restored on the island between the majority black population and the minority white population, many of whom were former slave masters. In France, Vaublanc had been forced to flee France in September 1797 after participating in an unsuccessful coup d'etat against the Directory (which would soon be replaced by the dictatorship of Napoleon Bonaparte). 
...I swear to God, that in order to better the cause of the blacks, I disavow the excesses to which some of them were carried; subterfuge is far from me. I will speak the truth, even against myself. I confess that the reproaches made here against the rebel band of Jean Francois are justly merited. I haven't waited until today to deplore his blindness; but it was the delirium of some individuals, and not all the blacks, and must one confuse, unde the same appellation of brigands, those who persisted in a guilty conduct with those who fought them and made them return to their duty? 

If, because some blacks have committed some cruelties, it can be deduced that all blacks are cruel, then it would be right to accuse of barbarity the European French and all the nations of the world. Bur the French Senate will not participate in such an injustice, it knows to repulse the passions agitated by the enemies of liberty; it will not confuse one unbridled, undisciplined rebel band with men who since the rule of liberty in St. Domingue have given unquestionable proofs of loyalty to the Republic, have shed their blood for it, have assured it's triumph, and who, by acts of goodness and humanity, by their return to work and order, by their attachment to France, have redeemed a part of the errors to which their enemies had driven them and their ignorance had led them. 

If it were true that the blacks were so wrong to think that the properties on St. Domingue belonged to them, why wouldn't themselves masters by driving off men of other colors, whom they could easily master by their numerical superiority? If they had sworn a fierce hatred against the whites, how is it at this moment the white population of Le Cap equals that of the blacks and men of color? How is it that more than half of the sugar planters of the Le Cap plain are white? If union and fraternity didn't reign among men of all classes, would whites, reds, and blacks be seen living in perfect equality? …

Against these misguided men, simultaneously guilty and victims, citizen Vaublanc pours all the odium merited by actions so criminal as to be equally reproved by the laws of nature and the social order; but why, at the same time, doesn't he apply himself to tarnishing the monsters who have taught these crimes to the blacks and who have all been, by a barbarous guild on the coast of Africa, wrenching the son from his mother, the brother from his sister, the father from his son? Why does he only accuse those who, kept in ignorance by unjust laws that he undoubtedly wishes to see revived, were are first unable to recognize their rights and duties to the point of becoming the instruments of their own misfortune, while glossing over the outrages committed in cold blood by civilized men like himself who were therefore even more atrocious since they committed the evil knowingly, allowing the lure of gold to suppress the cry of their conscience? Will the crimes of powerful men always be glorified? And will the error of weak men always be a source of oppression for them and their posterity? No! … I appeal to the justice of the French nation....

This, however, is the injustice repeatedly done to black people; for the crime committed by some individuals, people feel free to condemn us all. Instantly forgotten are our past services, our fidelity and gratitude to France. And what would citizen Vaublanc say if, because the French revolution produced some Marats, Robespierres, Carriers, Sonthonaxs, etc., etc., etc., the traitors who handed Toulon to the English; because it produced the bloody scenes of the Vendee, the September massacres, the slaughter of a great part of the most virtuous members of the National Convention, the most sincere friends of the Republic and liberty in France and the colonies; if, because some emigre troops took up arms against their country, which they had previously sold to foreign powers, a voice arose from St. Domingue and cried to the French people [satirically summarizing the views of Vaublanc]: 

“You have committed inexcusable crimes because you shunned those more informed than you. The discussions of the legislative bodies, their laws which were rapidly transmitted to you, the enlightened magistrates charged with executing them, were before your eyes, at your side; you have ignored their voice, you have trampled on your most sacred duties, you have reviled the Fatherland. Men unworthy of liberty, you were only made for slavery; restore the kings and their iron scepter; only those who opposed revolution were right, only they had good intentions; and the ancien regime was a government much too kind and just for you.”

...And what would Vaublanc say … if, having only the same natural rights as us, he was in his turn reduced to slavery? Would he endure without complaint the insults, the miseries, the tortures, the whippings? 

Reflection 

1. Why does Toussaint rail against Vaublanc, if Vaublanc has already been exiled from France? What advantage does this give Toussaint with the rulers in Paris at the time?

2. How does Toussaint respond to the accusation that Haitian revolutionaries have committed massacres of whites?

3. How does Toussaint respond to the accusation that atrocities by blacks prove that black people are not capable of being free?

4. What is Toussaint's view of fellow rebel Jean-Francois?

5. What happens to whites in Haiti during Toussaint's rule of the island? What happens to whites in Haiti under Jean-Jacques Dessalines (after Toussaint is captured by Napoleon's forces)? Look it up on the Internet, if necessary.

6. What evidence does Toussaint give to prove his case that there are no more massacres of whites being committed in Haiti? (Use a quote from the text above.) 
