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The Racial Contract

Introduction

named political sys-

; is the un
White supremacy 15 dern world what it

the mo
tem that has made ‘ Lwhat
is today. You will not find this term in intro

ductory, or even advanced, texts in’ }.)oliticsjll
theory. A standard undergr aduat? political phi-
losophy course will start off with Plato and
Aristotle, perhaps say something about Augus-
tine, Aquinas, and Machiavelli, move on to
Hobbes, Locke, Mill, and Marx, and then wind
up with Rawls and Nozick. It will introduce
you to notions of aristocracy, democracy, abso-
lutism, liberalism, representative government,
socialism, property-owning democracy, and
libertarianism. But though it covers more than
two thousand years of Western political
thought and runs the ostensible gamut of
political systems, there will be no mention of
the basic political system that has shaped the
world for the past several hundred years. And
this omission is not accidental. Rather, it
reflects the fact that standard textbooks and
courses have for the most part been written
an,d.deﬂgﬂed by whites, who take their racial
P“VﬂeSe.SO much for granted that they do not
bl i,
of recent ’ lobal hi M bt System
- Bobalhistory—the systen of domi-

canon reform, and ethnic diversj
the academy; both demographical
ceptually, it is one of the ‘wh;
humanities. Blacks, for example
only about 1 per cent of philosoph
American universities—g hundreq o
ple out of more than ten thoumnd-.and [Ee(%
are even fewer Latino, Asian—m-ﬂen'caIl ]
Native American philosophers 1 Surel); ?;d
under-representation itself Stands in pegq 0?
an expilanation, and in my opinion j; can he.
traced in part to a conceptual array and a sigy,
dard repertoire of concerns whose abstractness
typically elides, rather thap genuinely
includes, the experience of racis] minorities
Since (white) women have the demographic
advantage of numbers, there are of course far
more female philosophers in the profession
than nonwhite philosophers (though sl no
proportionate to women’s percentage of the
population), and they have made far greater
progress in developing alternative conceptual
1zations. Those African-American philoso-
phers who do work in moral and poiic
theory tend either to produce general work
indistinguishable from that of their white pees
or to focus on local issues (affirmative actior: =
the black ‘underclass) or historical fig™ .
(W.E.B. DuBois, Alain Locke) in a way b
does not aggressively engage the b
debate, dl
What is needed is a global [heoffetrl:“
framework for situating discussions ° .
and white racism, and thereby Challer'llglsr;ih%
assumptions of white politicﬂ? Ph‘ Oeo' $ §
which would correspond to femlnlstj or P07 |
articulation of the centrality of & or‘al w |
archy, and sexism to zraditionaldmin o |
political theory. What is ne‘ede E)‘aﬂ“ﬂ[
words, is a recognition that racistt

Y Wrackjng
ly ang g,

3
s Consﬁ[ll[e
€IS in Ny,




| white supremacy) is itself a polit-
2 e a particular p(?wer structure of

o informal rule, socio-economic priv-
e i non:ns for the differential distribu-
o of material wealth and opportunities,
weis .nd burdens, rights and duties. The
tion of the Racial Contract is, I suggest, one
possible W& of making this connection with
qainstream theory, since it uses the vocabu-
jry and apparatus already developed for con-
mc[animsm to map this unacknowledged
stem.? Contract talk is, after all, the political
lingua franca of our times.

We all understan i ‘ :
an agreement bet\:eeitt}\l:oliia i
do something. The ‘social N peo'pl? E
extends this idea. 1f we th'nlil i A
as starting off in Ia ‘state 1f ¢ ht’m'lan e
that they then decide to b nlj;we : '1['Sugg?5[5
e A establish civil soc1‘ety
i founds. at we have, then, is a
lar consent of indi 'govemmem e

ividuals taken as equals.?

refeilil; the peculiar contract to which I am

sty though based on the social contract
traclhnon that has been central to Western
political theory, is not a contract among every”
body (we the people’) but among Just R
people who count, the people who really are
people (‘we the white people’)- Soitisa Racial
Contract.

The social contract, whether in its ori
or in its contemporary yersion, constitutes @
powerful set of lenses for Jooking at society a
the government. But in 1t !
ugly realities of group power &%
it is, if unsupplementee
leading account of the W&
actually is and came *© be-" ' ion merkal
tract’ as a theory—1 U*° i ]
indicate when L am lalkmfi:lsc the Rﬂcii i

the Racial Contract as a .
Jain that £
nt

Joba

ginal

tract itself—will expAd
that app?

tract is real, an

Y

Char] ’
es Mills The Racial C ontract

of the t
the Lerrzsmls of the socia| contract in .
of the Racial Cop i
The ‘Racial Contracy g
ract’, then, is i

a conceptual bridge be » 18 Intended as
largely segregated from e:';EH WO areas now
hand, the world of maj ch other: on the one
ethics and political h?;n5tream (i.e., white)
e of}}u;;soph)ﬂ P.reoccupied
(idealized) abstract, on t;ee an: S
world of Native Américan Af(r)itc:aenr :;nd: 2
. : - -American,
imperialisfn cCliseq ?n lssueé gt conqaess
land rights ;ac: aor(:l]ahs‘m‘ i Sefllemenl,
reparation; a e S

_ , apartheid, cultural authenticity,
national identity, indigenismo, Afrocentrism,
etc. These issues hardly appear in mainstream
political philosophy,® but they have been cen-
tral to the political struggles of the majority of
the world’s population. Their absence from
what is considered serious philosophy is a
reflection not of their lack of seriousness but of
the colour of the vast majority of Western aca-
demic philosophers (and perhaps their lack of

seriousmess).

The great virtue o
theory was that it provide
forward answers both to factual que:
about the origins and workings of society and
government and to normative que_srions about
the justification of socio-economic st}rluclLCL;r;_s
and political institutions- More.over, lh ew o
tract’ was very versatile,ddeien:i;ﬂi o:[ :'mure

at theorists viewed the staie =
lie:fnan motivation, i liberties Pe°

' details of
Je gave up Of retained, the parycular i
i ent the resulting char'a
i e e modern Rawlsian Ve
i ibili ntinues
is flexibility €°
the cont : e
W rated, since Rawlschspensé\.mh
s of classic contrﬂclarlamsm,

f traditional social contact

d seemingly straight-
stions
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ay as a grand gith

d
he 1650,1800 hey' ¢ the origins and
s ical account 9 he con-
anthropologi€ oty and the state, the €
y rmative tool,

[ soci
just a no i
r intuitions

a Concep[lla

about justice:
But my usa

tract' 1 employ

with the spirit 0 s &

seall,
Hobbes, Locke, and Rous ,
merely normatively, to generate judgments

about social justice and injustice, but descriP—
tively, to explain the actual genesis of the soci-
ety and the state, the way society is structured,
the way the government functions, and peo-
ple’s moral psychology:® The most famous case
in which the contract is used to explain a
manifestly non-ideal society, what would be
termed in current philosophical jargon a ‘nat-
uralized’ account, is Rousseau’s Discourse on
Inequality (1755). Rousseau argues that tech-
nological development in the state of nature
brmg; inFo. gxistence 4 nascent society of
P i ey e i and
) en consolidated and made
Permanent by 3 deceitfy] ‘social co ’
nNtract’ 9

Wheregs the ideal co
. ntract i i
Society would be formed eXPlIams 1 s

ge is different. The ‘Racial Cf)l’l-
is in a sense more in kgepmg
f the classic contractarans—
7 ] use it not

R |

of X-ray vision into the rey) intery
the socio-political system, Thige & al logi, o
mative work for us not through, | d o 18

; its g 5
ues, which are detestab]e but b : Wyl

3

to understand the polity’s actua] b
ISto

how these values and concepys TY ang
tioned to rationalize OPpressiop Ve fupe.
reform them. 0

Carole Pateman’s Provocative |g
nist work, The Sexual Contract, is ,
ple of this approach (ang the insg'OOd» "
my own book, though my yse ]-Splratlon for =
different), which demonstrg £ hsomewhat '
descriptl‘ve/explanatory life there sﬁﬁ“,’ uch |
contract.10 Pateman USes it naty ry; .Bm(he
away of modelling the interng] dynasn.caﬂy’ #
non-ideal male-dominateq SOcieties E: L
élly exist today. So this is, 4 indicated =
.swn to the origina] ‘amhropOlOgicar , ATever
in which the contract is intendeq to ;f i:;ach
0r-

emi.

a ‘conjectura] e act’, Pateman offers
the Normative Jo 'Igth at reveals and exposts
inconsistenCies cji mlat mf’kES sense of the
of the classi e Ocuuolns, and evasions
Spondingl] C contract theorists and, cgrre-
tion theif . the world of patriarchal domin
t'work has helped to rationalize.
tra e here is to adopt a non-ideal clon‘
€ 3 a rthetorical trope and theoreticd
mthod for understanding the inner log¢ d
raa.al domination and how it structures the
‘p Olities of the West and elsewhere. The ¢
Social contrgey has been a central conCEPFO
SStern. political theory for understand”®
- evaluating the social world. And €0 :



S0 ognition: cognitive scientists
g d;lut pat they help us to categorize, learn,
?ﬂiﬂber, infer, explain, problem-solve, gen-
5:1“2 kit gize.1! Correspondingly, the lack
i sate concepts can hinder learning,
;m;fere with m-emory, block inferences,
i explanation, and perpetuate prob-
o | am suggesting, then, that as a central
otion of a Racial Contract might

concept the 0%
o MOTE revealing of the real character of the

Jorld we are living in, and the corresponding
pistorical deficiencies of its normative theories
and practices, than the raceless notions cur-
rently dominant in political theory.12 Both at
the primary level of an alternative conceptual-
ization of the facts, and at the secondary
(reflexive) level of a critical analysis of the
orthodox theories themselves, the ‘Racial Con-
rract’ enables us to engage with mainstream
Western political theory to bring in race. Inso-
far as contractarianism is thought of as a use-
ful way to do political philosophy, to theorize
about how the polity was created and what
values should guide our prescriptions for mak-
ing it more just, it is obviously crucial to
understand what the original and continuing
‘contract’ actually was and is, SO that we can
correct for it in constructing the ideal ‘con-
tract’. The ‘Racial Contract’ should therefore
be enthusiastically welcomed by e
tract theorists as well.
So this book can be thought
g / tial claim—
on three simple claims: the existel exists
: d iobal,
white supremacy, both local and & conceptt
and has existed for many years;d be thought ©
claim—white supremacy 3 ()Ulmethod‘i’logical
as itself a political SYSICI[IZH: fvhj[e sup
i ster, ;
ucal sy _od as bemfnuﬁd'

betheod=
o hites: a

claim—as a poli

can illuminating

on a ‘contract’ amons /5 L
Here, then, (e

are edﬂf oC
o nto
Contract, ledCd x -

cl}acml Contract is real: ang economicall

etermining w. i

& mng who gets what, the Racial éon-
Ct 1s an exploitation contract.

Thesis #1: The Racial Contract is political, moral,
and epistemological.

The ‘social contract’ is actually several con-
tracts in one. Contemporary contractanans
usually distinguish, to begin with, between the
political contract and the moral contract, before
going on to make (subsidiary) distinctions
withint both. T contend, however, that the

orthodox social contract also tacitly presup-
poses an ‘epistemological’ contract, and that
¢ it is crucial to make this

for the Racial Contrac

explicit. :
The political contract is an account of th
and our political obli-
jstinction SOme-
between

i liti ctis
i i ety (thereby tak-
of the
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ations (to
- n the moral contract an

lity: In modern Vi
otably Rawlss of cogrsl;,
i e
the political contract largely v:zlsif:;e‘g "
anthropo'logy : baﬂgsgt olr(j);gof the e
naive s’oaal origin B ol
tractarians. The focus 15 )
sively on the moral contract: This is b
conceived of as an actual historical event that
took place on leaving the state of nfitureA
Rather, the state of nature survives only in the
attenuated form of what Rawls calls the ‘orig-
inal position’, and the ‘contract’ is a purely
hypothetical exercise (a thought experiment)
in establishing what a just ‘basic structure’
would be, with a schedule of rights, duties,
and liberties that shapes citizens’ moral psy-
chology, conceptions of the right, notions of
self-respect, etc. 14
Now the Racial Contract—and the ‘Racial
Contract’ as a theory, that is, the distanced,
critical examination of the Racial Contract—
follows the classical model in being both
socio-political and moral, It explains how soci-
ety was created or crucially transformed, how
the individuals in that society were reconsti-
tuted,'how the state was established, and how
a particular mora code and a certain moral

psychology were broygh into exi
have emphasizeq t ; e o

two interp:
relationship betwee
state-of-nature mora
the contract, most It

IS Precisely g other-
ng of basic Politica] req].
also epis[emological 0; g e
) "elcal, prescribip
Agn ’ntowhlchltssignat i

i Orles must adhere

g e ara : 5
omething kg i, 23HOD woy]q run

Iv‘forldliness, its ignorj
Ities.) But the Racia] ¢

ersions of

The Racial Contract is that set of f,
informal agreements or Meta-agre
(higher-level contracts about Contracts
set the limits of the contracts’ validity)
the members of one subset of humang
forth designated by (shifting) ‘raciap (
typical/genealogical/cultural) criterj, Wikt
W3 . . . as ‘white’, and coextensjye (ma
due allowance for gender differentiai,
the class of full persons, to categorize
remaining subset of humans as ‘Nonwhite’ 4
of a different and inferior moral status, sy
persons, so that they have a subordinage,
standing in the white or white-ruleq po"
the whites either already inhabit or estab
or in transactions as aliens with these polities
and the moral and juridical rules normally e
ulating the behaviour of whites in their deglin
with one another either do not apply at 3
dealings with nonwhites or apply only ina
qualified form (depending in part on chang
ing historical circumstances and what parti s
lar variety of nonwhite is involved), but in any

case the general purpose of the Contract is
always the differential privileging of the whites
as a group with respect to the nonwhites asa
group, the exploitation of their bodies, land,
and resources, and the denial of equal socio-
economic opportunities to them. All whites
are beneficiaries of the Contract, though some
Whites are not signatories to it.13

1t will be obvious, therefore, that the Ractl
Contract is not a contract to which the nor |
White subset of humans can be a genuinely ¢
consenting party (though, depending again®
the circumstances, it may sometimes be polic £
10 pretend that this is the case). Rather, it 5¢
contract among those categorized as whit¢ L
the nonwhites, who are thus the objects ™ 41
than the subjects of the agreement. |
_ Thelogic of the classic social contract
ical, mora, ang epistemological, then '™ E

’ polil' {



ction, with shifts,

FQ in refra
reemal (N s CO“C; S;:Lj, terms and principles.
s, M;hts eord 'caﬁ% the contract to establish society
) a%ch polit ove ent, thereby transforming
5, heflctg nd ‘fclf aceless ‘men’ from denizens of the
(Dheno: 4 stff;[ pature into social creatures who are
M W, slﬂl‘iz ly obligated to a neutral state, becomes
mm)akmg’ 5106 ounding of 2 racial polity, whether white
izewnh . ller SALES (where pre-existing populations
i the Jlready are OF €211 b(j, mgde sparse) or ?vhat are
: »ang | ometimes called sc‘>30urner colonies’, the
2 zub iiablishment (?f a whl.te presence and colonial
)Olitl'm e over existing societies (wlych a?e some-
S what more populous, or whose inhabitants are
-ﬂblish nore resistant to being made sparse). In addi-
Jhties‘ ion, the colonizing mother country is also
y e changed by its relation to these new polities,
ealing 5o that its own citizens are altered.
ay in In the social contract, the crucial human
g metamorphosis is from ‘natural’ man to
lang- ivil/political’ man, from the resident of the
ticu- site of nature to the citizen of the created soci-
-any ety. This change can be more o1 less extreme,
2Lis depending on the theorist involved. For
ltes Rousseau it is a dramatic transformation, by
4 which animal-like creatures of appetite and
od, binstinct become citizens bound by justice &%
io- sell-prescribed laws. For Hobbes it is a sOme
tes what more laid-back affair by which people
e ho look out primarily for themselvef:v learn
¢ for their oW1

interes
¢ original ‘state ©

the condition ©
rphosis affects

to constrain their self-
good.16 But in all cases th
nature’ supposedly indicates
all men, and the social metamo

em all in the same WaY:
' In the Racial Contract, ;
cial metamorphosis *°
: jtionin ] into
ceptual Pamuom B - opulations (ljnb
ransformation © ., The role plaifle ! f)’
i i te ; : i
White’ and NPV pecomes radical’y

‘ f pature the ate, its role s not

the ‘state O ite - ppiler s

ferent. In the

contrast, the €T
reliminary €01
corresponding

C ;
harles Mills 13 Racial Congrge

primarily to de
A y marcate the (temporari] )
political state of ‘all’ men 1, e
T e » but rather the per.
Y pre-political state, or, perhy
il : » OT, perhaps better,
political state (insofar ag ‘pre-' s
eventual internal movem, e
* ent toward), of non-
white men. The establishment of society thus
implies the denial that a society already
existed; i i
: 1 t'he creation of society requires the
intervention of white men, who are thereby
positioned as already socio-political beings.
White men who are (definitionally) already
part of society encounter nonwhites who are
not, who are ‘savage’ residents of a state of
nature characterized in terms of wildness, jun-
gle, wasteland. These savages the white men
bring partially into society as subordinate cit-
izens or exclude on reservations or deny the
existence of or exterminate. In the colonial
case, admittedly pre-existing but (for one re2-
son or another) deficient societies (decadent,

are taken over and run for

stagnant, corrupt)
the ‘benefit’ of the nonwhite natives, who are
deemed childlike, incapable of self-rule and
handling their own affairs, and thus appropn—
ately wards of the state. Here the‘ na[‘lvest ;;i
usually characterized 25 ‘barbarians sze—
than ‘savages» theif state of nature being

S
h not, of coursé, a
rther away (though 1% ,
what fa n the past—if it ¥€F existed
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.~ contractarian-
i I otf Clilsgtfjcr:laintam and
ism, is, inter alia, ?Peaéa: Zecun‘ng the priv-
reproduce this racial orf ; é il ottrene
leges and a(-iv‘mmghe: Zubordination of non-
am.i mﬂén::;ur;iémgly, the ‘consent’ expef:ted
e h(j)te ciI:izens is in part conceptualized
o ‘Zse‘nt whether explicit or tacit, to theT
::c?alc (:)rder, ’to white supremacy, what Cﬁulj
be called Whiteness. To the extent that thos
phenotypically/genealogically/cultura%l}f Cat;
gorized as white fail to live up to the civic an
political responsibilities of Whiteness, they are
in dereliction of their duties as citizens. From
the inception, then, race is in no way an ‘after-
thought', a ‘deviation’ from ostensibly raceless
Western ideals, but rather a central shaping

constituent of those ideals. . . .

Chapter 2

Details

Thesis #6: The Racial Contract underwrites the
modern social contract and is continually being
rewritten,

Radical feminists argue that the oppression of
women is the oldest OPpression. Racial oppres-
sion is much more recen;. Whereas relations
be.tween the sexes necessatily go back to the
origin of the species, an intimate and cengrq]
rela.monship between Eyrg i
entity and Don-Europe, ¢

races, is g Phenomenon of t
Th'ere 15 ongoing scho
EXistence gnd extent

ite and nonyhjte’
he modern epoch,
arly controversy over the

rwnh Some Writers, sych a
xzdlgg 4 period ‘bef,
Which b '
kg I:ICIG are ohy usly seen ag o
Mg that Greej. and Romguils, i
1 bigotry

against blacks was there frop, the bey;
But obviously, whatever the (i, 5 Mingly
this point, it would have to p, agreeg ! op
ideology of modern racism is far o that b,
ically developed than ancien; or mediet
udices and is linked (whate i
idealist or materialist, of caysy]
system of European domination,

Nevertheless, this dive !
that different accounts of [Lg:;:ed:lo © impl
are possible. The account | favour cocsm.m
the Racial Contract as Creating 4 H:ew
racial exploitation, but race itself as 5 erd
identity. In a contemporary vocabul; ;Tfiu
Racial Contract ‘constructs’ race. (For t;th 'Z
accounts, for example more essentialist y, 1
racial self-identification woulg Precede ;:"
drawing up of the Racial Congy ’
people do not pre-exist but are brough imo
existence as ‘whites’ by the Racia] Contragt—
hence the peculiar transformation of g,
human population that accompanies this cop-
tract. The white race is invented, and one
becomes ‘white by law’.18

In this framework, then, the golden ageof
contract theory (1650 to 1800) overlapped
with the growth of a European capitalisn
whose development was stimulated by the
voyages of exploration that increasingly g
the contract a racial subtext. The evolution!
the modern version of the contract, charate
ized by an anti-patriarchalist Enlightenmer!
liberalism, with its proclamation of the equl
rights, autonomy, and freedom of all men. 1
took place simultaneously with the m”s?‘“i
€Xpropriation, and subjection to hered4”
slavery of men at least apparently humét =~
contradiction needs to be reconciled; 1* lreCh
onciled through the Racial Contrac: ¥ ;d
€ssentially denies their peﬁonhoofi' ﬂn-
restricts the terms of the egalitarian soc
tract to whites. ‘To invade and disP Osseumrf
People of an unoffending civiliz® i

ver One's o
Pioriry) 2




olate morality and transgress the prin-

ol o mational [aW: writes Francis Jen-
| des° 1 savages Were exceptional. Being
: njngstliz by definition, they were outside
el ik both morality and law.’19 The
becomes the truth of the

| contract.
There s OME direct evidence of this link

i the writings of the classic contract theorists
hemselves: That is, it is not merely a matter
1 intellectual reconstruction on

of hypothetica
ng from silence that ‘men’ must

my patts argui
jve meant ‘white men’. Already Hugo
Grotius, whose early seventeenth-century
work on natural law provided the crucial the-
oretical background for later contractarians,
gwves, as Robert Williams has pointed out, the
ominous judgment that for ‘parbarians’, ‘wild
beasts rather than men, one may rightly
say . . . that the most just war is against savage
beasts, the next against men who are like

beasts.20 But let us just focus on the four most

important contract theorists: Hobbes, Locke,

Rousseau, and Kant.?!
Consider, to begin with, H
ously bestial state of nature,
where life is ‘nasty, brutish, an
superficial reading, it might seemt thi
non-racial, equally apphcable 1o everybod
but note what he says when considering e
objection that ‘there Was never suchialt it

; lies:
nor condition of warre as this.” He ¥ 11 the
enerally 5O OrEne

believe it was never & ¢
: any place
orld: but there are ™ y e savage

ive so now,’ his exampi€
mericd-
ces of qwhite P€%

obbes’s notori-
a state of war

d short’. On
at it 15

Charles Mills  Th Racial Contrg
t

phrasing and terminology of Hobbes:
terization may well have b ess charac-
from the writings of co e dieay
tlement in the Ameﬁcameirmp?ranes about set-
Raleigh described a wal he e)‘(pl()rer’ Walter
which is the meer state V&f’a;as a state of War,
of community, where all iav ol Mgn -
all things.’ And two other a e;ln e
haracteri g of the time
:s ‘ actelnz[ec:1 the inhabitants of the Americas
people [who] lived like wi :
religiorli, nor ]g:\‘j:fnh;:e S
houses, without culti en't, e
S ivating the land, nor
clothing their bodies’ and ‘people living yet as
the first men, without letters, without lawes,
without Kings, without common wealthes,
without arts . . . not civil by nature.’)?

In the next paragraph, Hobbes goes on (0
argue that ‘though there had never been any
time, wherein particular men Were in a condi-
tion of warre one against another,” there is ‘in
all times' a state of ‘continuall jealousies’
between Kings and persons of sovereign
authority. He presurnably emphasizes this con-

er for the reader to imaginé what
he absence of 2 ‘common
Power to feare'. he text is confusing.
How could it simultaneously be the case that

there had never been’ any such literal state-of-
paragraph he

se living like
Y, Hobbes
ctarian

tention in ord

would happent int
» 24 But t

hen in the previous
<t said that s0m€ people were
esult of this ambiguit
literal contrd
dasa hypothetical

¢hink this minor
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5. so to speak) to what misht hap;
heence of a ruling sovereign. Bu

Ieally we kIlOW [haf. Whltes are too Iatloﬂal to

e most
allow this to happen to them. So th b
nature in the contractart

racial abys!
pen in the absel

notorious state of : s
literature—the bestial war of all against all

really a nonwhite figure, a racial object less'on
for the more rational whites, whose superior

grasp of natural law (here in its prudential
rather than altruistic version) will enable them
to take the necessary steps to avoid it and not

to behave as ‘savages’.
Hobbes has standardly been seen as an

awkwardly transitional writer, caught between
feudal absolutism and the rise of parliamen-
tarianism, who uses the contract now classi-
cally associated with the emergence of
liberalism to defend absolutism. But it might
be argued that he is transitional in another
way, in that in mid-seventeenth-century
Britain the imperial project was not yet so fully
developed that the intellectual apparatus of
racial subordination had been completely elab-
orated. Hobbes remains enough of a racial
egalitarian that, while singling out Native
Americans for his real-life example, he sug-
gests that without a sovereign even Europeans
could descend to their state, and that the abso-
lutist government appropriate for nonwhites
could also be appropriate for whites 25 The
uprloar that greeted his work can be seen as
‘atmbutable at least in part to this moral/polit-
. ate an intellectual worlq i
which this bestial state of
reserved for nonwhjge savag
“1‘1}’ 8overned, while cjyi]
;?ioy T;teRt;irileﬁts of libera
’ al Contract },
social contrqgy.
One can see
the time of Lock
matively I'egula

this transitiop, ore clearly by
€ Whose state of hature is pop.
ted by traditiong] (altrujstic

non-prudential) natural law, It js , Mo,
state of nature in which private PIoperty
money exist, indeed a state of Nature |
virtually civil. Whites can thys be i
this state of nature (for a brief period. gr
without its calling into question th it
qualities. Locke famously argues thy, ¢
the world ‘to the use of the Industr
Rational,’ which qualities were indicag
labour. So while industrious and ratigp;
lishmen were toiling away at home, i
ica, by contrast, one found ‘wild wooj
uncultivated wast[e] . . . left to Nature’;
idle Indians.26 Though whites share the
of nature for a time with nonwhites, thep,
residence is necessarily briefer, since /1
by appropriating and adding value to this
ural world, exhibit their SUperior ratjop;
So the mode of appropriation of Native Ap
icans is no real mode of appropriation
ylelding property rights that can be rea
overridden (if they exist at all), and there
rendering their territories normatively op
for seizure once those who have long since
the state of nature (Europeans) encoun
them. Locke thesis was in fact to be the
tral pillar of the expropriation contract—t
principal philosophical delineation of the ne
mative arguments supporting white civili
tion’s conquest of America, writes Williams?

i el Aboriginal economies did no
improve the land and thus could be regardet

as non-existent.

ery resulting from a just war, for emejg,l
defensive war against aggression. But t0°
would hardly be an accurate characterizatio”
of European raiding parties seeking A=
slaves, and in any case, in the same chap!




0s€es hereditary slavery
i Javement of wives and children .28
i the € +ad carier had investments in the
i ocke Royal African Company, and
slave,tral; writing the slave constitution of
8¢ T e could argue that the Racial
@mlm:l' manifests itself here in an astonish-
Conffio tency, which could, however, be
g “1‘ esolved DY the supposition that Locke
Slme{a s 25 inferior humans and thus as sub-
5:; o 2 different set of normative rules 2

o writings might seem to be

Rousseal
mething of an exception. After all, it is with

his WOrK that the notion of the ‘noble savage
d (though the phrase is not actu-
in the Discourse on Inequal-
of the origins of society,
g been in the

js associate
al])r his OWH). And
itys reconstrucion
everybody 15 envisaged as havin
qate of nature (and thus to have been ‘savage)

1 one time or another. But a careful reading of
the text reveals, once ag in, crucial racial dis-
ral savages cited are

inctions. The only natt

nonwhite savages, examples of Furopean sav-
of feral chil-

ages being restricted to TepoOrts .
dren raised by wolves and bears, child-reat?®
old) corparable t0 those of
aribs.3° (European® are SO
akes upbringiﬂg
savages) For

distant past,

practices (we are t
Hottentots and C
intrinsically civilized that it
by animals to turn them 1DtO
Europe, savagery 1S in the di
since metallurgy and agriculture arfa
tions leading to civilization, 27

that ‘one of the best reasons W1
0t the earliespojpe AVIEZ? 2502 o iha?
more continuousLy and

other parts of the world, 15
' once the richest in iro™ an
wheat.’ By contrast: |

- culture were U

‘ saVageS_ﬁl Sp even 0 e
to be a more OPBT; £
1

: en b
' ism, which wou op

Char] .
act

egalitarianism rathe,

T 3

PTesuppositions of the Racial Copy n by the
ract.

Moreover, to

3 1 make th 1 .
i e obvious point, even

‘noble’ ; S nonwhite saya
noble’, physically and b
ier than the Furo ol ki
el ; peans of the degraded and

pt society produced by th ;
contract, the e o
- Of, y are still savages. Leaving the
el nature, 2.5 Rousseau argues in The
qa Iontract, his later account of an ideal
polity, is necessary for us to become fully
human moral agents, beings capable of jus-
tice.32 So the praise for nonwhite savages is a
limited patemalistic praise, in no way (0 be
taken to imply their equality, let alone superi-

ority, to the civilized Europeans of the ideal

polity. The underlying racial dichotomization
and hierarchy of civilized and savage remains

quite clear

Textual silenc
of the darknesses of t

than racig| hierarchy,

critique . |
iti Louis Sala-
Enlightenment political theorist OT;;SSOCM[
Molins points out the evasions i1
’ edl prinapled condemna
Contracts $ pposed’y i
; - Rousseals who resolutely
e g = Jid not notce
classical glavery,
e Je and the ordeal of Negroes
e W h osophical prob-
7 g ik S find and show
y [ : Chauenge anyone USSe‘zlll con
kvah‘ 'Sm i i ie “f’r:[ ans and their
ethes®I® g o i
dnappiné i
demn® the t\m PP il S ";;Z’?nan
enSIavedr?eﬂ o ancient Gref( an ot
g ind g U jctme
; e [hm%em Africans W
g ; Sla‘nd ost famo
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i d on the slavery of the ancient w?rlli.
‘mSteé ek or Roman slave can serve as a t€ 3
Tfhsonz;aﬂson‘ e Negroysl;ve,ﬁt[;
;egro, naturally a slave, does 11Ot fict eBcu i
ria of the comparable.?? In Susan
| declared all

Morsss summary: ‘[Rousseau =
men equal and saw private property

source of inequality, but he never put two and
two together to discuss French slavery [or ecok;
nomic profit as central to arguljlienlts of ,bOt
equality and property.** S0 wiichirtetiies
he really talking about?

Finally, Kant’s version of the social contract
is in a sense the best illustration of the grip of
the Racial Contract on Europeans, since by
this time the actual contract and the historical
dimension of contractarianism had apparently
vanished altogether. So here if anywhere, one
would think—in this world of abstract per-
sons, demarcated as such only by their ration-
ality—race would have become irrelevant. But
as Emmanuel Eze has demonstrated in great
detail, this orthodox picture is radically mis-

leading, and the nature of Kantian ‘persons’
and the Kantian ‘contract’ must really be
rethought. 35 For it turns out that Kant, widely
regarded as the most important mora] theorist
of the modern period, in, 4 sense the father of
e e
; Jurgen Habermas—incregs.
ingly central to moderp political philosoph
as well, is also the father of the mode phy
M con-

cept of race.36 His 1775 ¢ssay ‘The Differen;

A n den Verschiedenen
) is a classic Pro-hered;-
mentalist Statement of ‘the

Races of Manking’ Vo
Rassen der Menschen

personhood, though this distinction s
what the suspicious might almost think 5 y
spiracy to conceal embarrassing truths
well known.

As Eze points out, Kant taugh gp,
ogy and physical geography for 40 ye
his philosophical work really has 1 be
conjunction with these lectures to yng
how racialized his views on mora] ¢,
were. His notorious comment in Qps,
on the Feeling of the Beautiful and sy},
well-known to, and often cited by, black ir
lectuals: ‘So fundamental is the diff ;
between [the black and white] racel
man . . . it appears to be as great in Tegarg
mental capacities as in color s that ‘3 ¢
proof that what [a Negro] said was stupid
that ‘this fellow was quite black from head
foot.”® The point of Eze’s essay is that ~
remark is by no means isolated or 2 cal
throwaway line that, though of course regy
table, has no broader implications. Rath 7
comes out of a developed theory of race
corresponding intellectual ability and limig
tion. It only seems casual, unembedded g
larger theory, because white academic philos
ophy as an institution has had no interest i
researching, pursuing the implications of, ane
making known to the world this dimension ¢
Kant’s work,

In fact, Kant demarcates and theorizes
colour-coded racia] hierarchy of Europeans,
Asians, Africans, and Native Americans, differ
entiated by their degree of innate talent. Ez
explains: “Talent” is that which, by “nature,”
guarantees for the “white,” in Kants racial
Tational and morg] order, the highest position
above a]] creatures, followed by the “yellow -
the “black » anq then the “red.” Skin color [oF
}fflnt is evidence of superior, inferior, of -
gift” of “talent,” or the capacity to realize red-g
S°n and rational-moral perfectibility throug! i
education, . . It cannor, therefore, be ar8**"



arskdn COl.Or for .Kant V;’las merfilY a physical
e Astic. It 1s,hrat er{3 evidence of ap
nchangin6 and unc a,n e 1e‘mora1 quality’
opeans; to no ones surprise 1 presume,
reallthe necessary talents to be morally self-
Jucating; there is some hope for Asians,
poughthey Jack the ability to develop abstract
concepts: the innately idle Africans can at least
be educated as servants and slaves through the
pstruction ofa split-bamboo cane (Kant gives
some useful advice on how to beat Negroes effi-
cently); while the wretched Native Americans
arejust hopeless, and cannot be educated at all.
o, in complete opposition to the image of his
work that has come down to us and is stan-
dardly taught in introductory ethics courses,
| fyll personhood for Kant is actually dependent
. upon race. In Fze’s summary, ‘The black per-
son, for example, can accordingly be denied
full humanity since full and “true” humanity
accrues only to the white European.*
The recent furore about Paul de Ma

and, decades earlier, Martin Heidegger, for
Nazis, thus needs to
essentially

eds to dis-

n40

- their complicity with the

" be put into perspective. These ar€
i bit players, minor leaguers. One 1
tinguish theory from actual p

* and I'm not saying that emiane” for
endorsed genocide. But the ﬂnbarmss,mg.f acton—

~ the white West (which doubtless explains 18 ¢
" Cealment) is that their most mPO” an Zoarlso the
orist of the past three hundred yearseriod of the

foundational theorist in the mode dU rermen”
division between Herrenve upo pich NaZ!
chen, persons and sub—persons,r | theory

theory would later draw.
d modern racial the®
The Racial Contrac™ ; b
the social contract; isavis!

ator that restrict> and "
rescriptions. 10
chronic and di2
many different verst

chroni€
; or

Psychology of the white signggor,
characteristic patte e
ness.) The social . Of, insight and bl
e R Lk
; version) a specific discrete event that
ounds society, even if (through
e ugh, e.g., Lockean
: €s Of tacit consent) subsequent genera-
tions continue to ratify it on an ongoing basis.
By contrast the Racial Contract is continually
being rewritten to create different forms of the
racial polity.
A global periodization, a timeline overview

of the evolution of the Racial Contract, would
highlight first of all the crucial division

between the time before and the time after the
n of global white supremacy.

ghods book about the thir-
rteenth-century medieval
led Before European Hege-
mony.)41 The time alter would then be' fu‘;tihez
<ubdivided int the period of formal, juridica

white supremacy (the epoch of the Europelan
0_
ost, African slavery and European ©©
i }verl ] self-identification,
pialism, ©

white racia i
i d hegemony ot 2
roely undisputed ™=
a}rlld d'qes;aagn i ¢ present period of de facto
gorie -
\[fvhite supremacy when white
ar

institutionalizatio
(Thus Janet Abu-Lu
teenth-century/fou
world-system is tit

utionally
ned but ratherd matter of
ral, and economic privl”

of the conquest-
eriod of de jure

s dominance is,
¢ no longer constit

0 o
[y enshrt
cultu

le € as ' i
: n first PETS (] Contract was

361




362

hers
part IV Twentieth-Century Philosop

: was
social transparency: Wh'lée 'tsﬁf‘f:zi?;k £
openly proclaimed. One i in the text itself.)
a subtext, because it was thg‘; S ohanA
e Hechi of ot
RacaS in the socia

istence. The scope of the terms in. t
z::::ct has been formally exFended to appclj)_f
to everyone, so that ‘persons’ is 10 101}8er ;us
extensive with ‘whites'. What charactenz‘es
period (which is, of course, the presegt) is ten-
sion between continuing de facto white privi-
lege and this formal extension of riglﬂlts. The
Racial Contract continues to manifest itself, of
course, in unofficial local agreements of vari-
ous kinds (restrictive covenants, employment
discrimination contracts, political decisions
about resource allocation, etc.). But even apart
from these, a crucial manifestation is simply
the failure to ask certain questions, taking for
granted as a status quo and baseline the exist-
ing colour-coded configurations of wealth,
poverty, property, and opportunities, the pre-
tence that formal, juridica] equality is sufficient
to remedy inequities created on foundation
of several hundred years of racial privilege, and
that challenging that foundation is 4 trans.

Paradoxica] norming an(
writing out of the polity o
conceptually apq p,
European and Fyrg

racing of Space, g
f certain Spaces as
Istorically irreleyany 1

oW locareq els 4 Cbsystem as a whole
S, outside » 7evond the Merro
Xperien, ! ily life and eyq b
€€ of the hop, cou Xistentjq]
- Such

from t

spatial disjunction has as its immediqp,
quence the mablhty to grasp the Way th
tem functions as a whole, 42 By the
contract’s decision to remain in (he
the European nation-state, the copp.
between the development of this Spaces jnd
try, culture, civilization and the Materis] 5
cultural contributions of Afro-Asj, andil
Americas is denied, so it seems gs if this s,
and its denizens are peculiarly Iationg
industrious, differentially endowed vyigp o
ities that have enabled them to domingate
world. One then speaks of the ‘European 3 i,
acle’ in a way that conceives this once Mmarg
region as sui generis, conceptually seyering
from the web of spatial connections that ma,
its development possible. This space actu;
comes to have the character it does because
the pumping exploitative causality establish
between it and those other conceptually -
ible spaces. But by remaining within |
boundaries of the European space of
abstract contract, it js valorized as uniqy
inimitable, autonomous. Other parts of
world then disappear from the white contrz
tarian history, subsumed under the gen
category of risible non-European space,
"Third World’, where for reasons of local fo
and geographical blight the inspiring mode
the self-sufficient white social contract cann
be followed. ,
Nationally, within these racial polities, th
Racial Contract manifests itself in white resist
a0ce to anything more than the formal extel
sion of the terms of the abstract social contra

the polity merely by extending the scope of th
Morg] OPerator, without any fundamentd
Change in the arrangements that have mull
he previys system of explicit de J“:
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deal’ theory that ignores rage rnlervel)’ resclﬂlpts
; as the invisible writing
the Racial Cqmracst o AmbtE
bd‘vezrll(lﬂ;h;eszheolite twentieth century,
f;;e:va book on justice widely credi.ted w'ith
reviving postwar political philosophy in which
not a single reference to American slavery a,nd
its legacy can be found, and Robert Nozick
creates a theory of justice in holdings predi-
cated on legitimate acquisition and transfer
without more than two or three sentences
acknowledging the utter divergence of US his-
tory from this ideal.>0 :
The silence of mainstream moral and polit-
ical philosophy on issues of race is a sign of
the continuing power of the Contract over its
signatories, an illusory colour blindness that
actually entrenches white privilege, A genuine
tragscendence of its terms would require, as a
preliminary, the acknowledgement of its past
and present existence and the social, political,

g “eff
respective populations chap, l)‘iﬁ"a 5
population boundaries h, erﬁzei’“t thy f,,u Ref"':f;d C
also.) Thus—at least in my prefe - .Coﬂ[ﬂc an ?01
of the Racial Contract (again, m}:r “d acegy mtt”'p - oL
are Possible)—race is debiologjz::i - Go0d” J Refer!
explicit its political foundatioy, o B glac = d Pa
Racial Contract constructs its signato o m“‘her e ics?
as they construct it. The overa]] trengems " ad ! Crit i
a limited expansion of the Privile ol tfrom
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17 departments
departments haye any
nerican faculty’ Proceeq. ]
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1etimes used in a more

haVing
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it the Kantian version, ;
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 ed., Contractarianism/
AA: Blackwell, 2003).
Jould just stipulate &
-actarianism generaHy
al contract theory of

k] African.
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in both

r Singer (Cambridge, MA: Black.
e, 1991), 186-96; Jean Hampton

J pefere™ "inAC ;
L Consent,’ in ompanion tg
@nuﬂcormy political Philosophy, ed. Robert E.
mtc{"!’an d philip Pettit (Cambridge, Ma;
Gook»l:el] Reference, 1993), 379-93; Dayig
alafc it d Paul Kelly, ‘The Social Contrac
n: s Critics: An Overview,” in The Socig]
Zonf"‘“ from Hobbes to Rawls, ed. David Boucher
il Kelly (New York: Routledge, 1094) 1
. Contractarianism/Contractualism,

s, o0 ;

34;Darwl
| Indigenous peoples as a global group are
somelimes referred to as the ‘Fourth World’, See
Roger Moody, ed., The Indigenous Voice: Visions
and Realities, 2nd edn, rev. (Utrecht: International
gooks, 1993); orig. edn 1988.

5 Fora praiseworthy exception, see Iris Marion
Young, Justice and the Politics of Difference
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
1990). Young focuses explicitly on the impli-
ations for standard conceptions of justice of
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