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There is a little-known painting, by Brazilian demic artist Victor Meireles that
depicts Emperor Pedro Il in a street scene, sudeditby a crowd who cheers him. It is given
in the catalogue of the National Museum of ArtsRilo de Janeiro as “Study for the Christie
Affair” (“Estudo para Questédo Christie),” circa ¥86t shows the square in front of the Pacgo
Imperial filled with people of both sexes and ddisses, ages and colors. The eye is guided to
observe the acclamation of the Emperor by just beeryone: those raising their swords and
their hats from afar, and those standing closdrtoduch as the well-dressed black man with
a goatee who hails the Emperor with his hat. Fersgecond scan, Meireles calls attention to a
secondary scene: mounted police tramps over ampénsie crowd who seems to be black,
before the startled eyes of two young men, oneeybite black. On the opposite side, in the
shadow, a group of black men identified by theirskeds as carriers and probably
“ganhadores” sit still and observe, without takpeyt in the action depictédAccording to
the brief passages in the specialized literature, Marquis of Abrantes, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs at the time of the breakup of diplatic relations with Great Britain would
have commissioned the work, and the study woule Heeen completed sometime between
1863 and 1864, that is right when the popular seertit fuelled by the diplomatic crisis with
Great Britain was heightened, Emperor Pedro Il wedohigh popularity, and the two

countries awaited the resumption of diplomatic tretes, mediated by the King of Portugal



after the king of Belgium Leopold Il decided in @avof Brazil on the matter under
arbitration.

At age 31 at the time, Victor Meireles was a ceonsted artist. His young talent was
identified very early. He left his hometown of Derso, capital of the southern province of
Santa Catarina for Rio de Janeiro at age 15 toys&idthe Imperial Academy of Arts
(Academia Imperial de Belas Artes), where he sfieei in historical scenes. He spent the
years between 1853 and 1861 in Europe, first ity ad then in Paris, with a scholarship
from the Imperial Academy to study under mastershef Accademia di San Luca and the
Ecole des Beaux Arts. It was in Paris, between 18%® 1860 that he worked on the large
scale historical scene that earned him recognitidrRrimeira Missa no Brasil,” a pictorial
representation of the second mass described by\Rerale Caminha in his letter to the king
of Portugal, the document considered the “birthtitemte” of Brazil. The painting was
selected for and shown at the Salon des BeauxiArRaris in 1861. Upon his return to
Brazil, Meireles was awarded the title of Knight thie Imperial Order of Christ and the
Imperial Order of the Rose. He became a professdristorical painting at the Imperial
Academy of Arts and worked on several projectdhmfbllowing decades, such as “Moema”
(1866), the dying Indian woman who gave birth te thixed-race man who symbolized the
nation; “A Batalha de Guararapes” (1879), on thpuésion of the Dutch in the seventeenth
century; and “O Combate Naval do Riachuelo” (1832and “A Passagem de Humaita”
(1886), two episodes from the Paraguayan War. Al others, particularly Pedro
Ameérico, famous for his depiction of another batilethe Paraguayan War, “Batalha do
Avai” (1877) and the scene of the proclamation mdejpendence, “O Grito do Ipiranga”
(1888), Meireles created a visual representatioth@fhistory that was being formulated for

the new nation.



After the ascension of Pedro Il to the throne, 840, the movement to identify
national symbols, to write the history of the youragion, to construct a “genuinely national
culture” was incorporated into official policy. Tremperor himself attended and presided
over the meetings of the Historical and Geograpistitute (IHGB), where researchers of the
Brazilian past formulated an accepted narrative tfer country's history. The Imperial
government subsidized institutions such as IHGB thedmperial Academy of Arts and also
gave the proper tone to their production. In timEssing nationalism in the Western world,
and in the quest to appear as a civilized natiotihéntropics, Brazilian nationality was to be
associated with its uniqueness. Romanticism gaveralestage to native Indians in this
constructed Brazilian nationality, but not to angihn: only the allies of the Portuguese, seen
as docile, adaptable and willing to die for the oy Their heroic feats and memorable
moments were situated in the past. At the same, tanBrazilian form of the Portuguese
language and national literature became part & thiellectual project that had internal
dissentions and significant omissions. The constocof a national identity involved
collaboration in literature, painting and sculptureusic, archaeology, historical research and
linguistics, but also guidance as to what to valneé what to gloss ovér.

The commission of a painting on the so-called i&he Affair” can therefore be
inscribed in this collective project. Nothing maneportant than to immortalize the moment
in the history of this young nation when the Empeemd his government received
demonstrations of popular support and promiseceferdl national honor attacked by British
unreasonable demands and the seizure of Brazitiggs svithin national territorial waters.
Unlike in “The First Mass in Brazil” it required Nreles to reflect on very current and
sensitive issues, to touch fresh wounds. Intergistirafter the study was ready, Meireles did
not proceed to prepare the large-scale, monumeatiaiting implied by the Marquis of

Abrantes’ commission. According to the few authef® discuss this painting, the Marquis



of Olinda, president of the council of ministerstire cabinet that took office in May 1865
would have asked Meireles to give up the project dolitical reasons: once diplomatic
relations were restored, it would have seemed w&opadion to the British if the painting had
been completed.

What | want to propose is an alternative readihghe reasons why the theme was
given up by the Empire’s most recognized paintdrenvit would have been inscribed in the
historical narrative his work recreated. For thesvrinterpretation, | will revisit the history of
British abolitionism in Brazil, with a particulan€us on the conflict over the status of the
Africans who were entitled to freedom following theohibition of the slave trade. This was
perhaps the most serious issue brought before thal&n government by William Christie
during his term as British minister in Brazil, dé@spghe memory constructed about the crisis.
My argument is that Christie’s defense of the kted Africans and especially his insistence
on the freedom of the Africans imported after 18381 who were held as slaves spilled out
of the diplomatic channels onto the public scendéjciwv included free people of color,
freedpersons and slaves, and that this publicibaime a threat to the social order and the
maintenance of slavery. In this sense, the “Clariaffair,” much like the Eusébio de Queirés
law in 1850, was another fundamental moment forcthresolidation of the Brazilian imperial
state. Faced with external pressure the governim&atto demonstrate not only diplomatic
ability to solve the crisis, but also considerainigtitutional and political cohesion to avoid
disruption of the social order, and to renegotiatens with slave owners with the view of

keeping slavery in the short run.

The aboalition of the slave trade and the status of the Africans
The treaties and bilateral agreements signed btualrand Great Britain to limit and to

abolish the slave trade to Brazil were highly ungapamong planters and the population at



large. Already in 1810, the Treaty of Alliance afdendship in which the prince regent of
Portugal accepted to collaborate with the king o§l&nd in the gradual abolition of the slave
trade was seen as an imposition on a court thatbked weakened by the French invasion
and the transfer to South America. In 1810, Poitageeed to limit the trade to the territories
it controlled in South America and Africa, includithe Slave Coast, Molembo and Cabinda.
In 1815, Portugal had to agree to keep its slaagetonly below the Equator and between its
possessions. In the treaty signed with Great Britd the convention that regulated it
(1817), the two nations agreed to suppress thgailiglave trade, conceded the mutual right of
search, and established mixed commission courtbath sides of the Atlantic to judge
captured ships and eventually emancipate the Afsicleound on board those that were
condemned. Hipdlito da Costa, the editor of the thignnewspaperCorreio Brasiliense
(published in London but aimed at the Brazilian Im)bexpressed the “national” sentiment
when he condemned the establishment of mixed cosiwni€ourts that would be authorized
to judge Portuguese ships. For him, it was “impgliderogatory of the King's sovereignty
and national dignity” Years before, he had harshly criticized the CaninPalmella for
negotiating the compensation awarded to Portugmesehants whose ships had been seized
by the Royal Navy before 1815 in unfavorable terfisthe same time that abolition was
integrated into national identity and was incorpedainto state policy in Great Britain in the
first decades of the nineteenth century, those wiifered the pressure also formulated
discomfort and organized resistance in nationtdisns.

In the case of Brazil, resisting British pressimethe abolition of the slave trade was
integrated into the construction of the independéate, but could not be easily claimed in the
formulation of a nationalist discourse. Luiz Felige Alencastro has proposed that Brazil
owes its unity to the articulation among centratd gorovincial elites, slaveowners and

statesmen to defend the slave trade and slavery British pressure and attackéccording



to his interpretation, the Brazilian independeatestits internal centralized structures and its
highly efficient and professional diplomacy, werenstituted in response to the need to
defend slavery, not only as an economic system,abuthe basis of the social order, at a
moment when all other independent states in therfae with the exception of the United
States were led to abolish the slave trade anéislav

There were always dissenting voices and discomfdrtthe time of independence,
there were alternative views of what the countryusth become. José Bonifacio de Andrada e
Silva, for example, defended the abolition of tlers trade, the gradual abolition of slavery
and the incorporation of freed and free blacks essants, small land-ownér&ut he went
against the current. Right at that time the coffeem extended the plantation frontier and
intensified the demand for new slaves in the Paralhlley. Elsewhere in Brazil too, the
economic growth meant a strong stimulus to the raitaslave trade. The occasional
dissenting voice was usually stifled by the disseuthat justified slavery as the lifeblood of
the country, even if morally unfair and deemed im$le for the constitution of citizenship.

After the treaty between Brazil and Great Britbon the abolition of the slave trade
came into force in March 1830 and the Brazilian l@wWNovember 11, 1831 was approved,
matters complicated considerably. The signaturethd treaty had been vehemently
condemned in the Chamber of Deputies in 1827 asngtitutional, premature and damaging
to the economy. Moreover, the negotiators werécaéd for giving to the British the power
to judge Portuguese merchants and ships. Howdwerréaty had already been ratified and
could not be cancelled. The Brazilian governmert toaenforce it even if it went against the
will of the people expressed by their represengatiihe abolition conundrum touched on the
political constitution of the Empire itself: for \ping to British-dictated terms Emperor
Pedro | lost support and was forced to leave irl1&3vas also menacing to the prosperity of

the economy and damaging to national sovereigrtg. dontinuation of the trade after 1830—



1831 amplified and complicated these questions éweher. The first article of the 1831 law
stated that any slave who entered Brazilian teyrighould be considered free. The illegal
trade, from 1830 to 1856 brought an estimated T&DAfricans who were kept as slaves
despite their right to freedofh.

To defend the nation and its citizens from foreigierference and attacks often took
the shape of defending slave traders from legélemal seizures, negotiating compensation
for their losses, and postponing the negotiationnefv treaties, but more importantly,
internally, it meant holding the power to draw tlee separating who was entitled to
freedom, and who was to be kept in illegal slavéyer the course of decades, from the
1830s to the 1880s, the government and the slavesvwaonstantly debated and renegotiated
the terms that kept Africans and their offspring sk@ves, when they should have been
considered liberated Africans, or simply freed. Teégal framework of the new nation was
tainted by this central problem in the definitidrtlee status of great part of the population.

The years between 1845 and 1851 were very imgob@cause Brazilian statesmen
were forced to respond to internal and externadqurees and renegotiate the terms on which
the defense of slavery rested. The pressures arsiramts were of different sorts. First and
foremost, the escalation of the British naval caigpanow backed by the Aberdeen Act of
1845, that authorized seizures and the adjudicatidhe ships suspected of slave trading by
British Admiralty Courts, abandoning the systemmroxed commission courts. This course of
action was combined with the operation of a reoraitt scheme that diverted Africans who
should have disembarked (as slaves or recaptine3jazil but were taken to the West Indies
instead to feed the need for plantation labor & gbhst-emancipation regime. In addition, in
the years surrounding 1850, the recruitment from Brazilian branch of the African
emigration scheme acquired a radical tone. Britlsrgé d'affaires in Rio James Hudson and

Lord Palmerston insisted on extending British peote, and on considering as liberated



Africans all those who had been brought to the tguafter the prohibition of the trade in
1830-1831. This meant stirring up the liberatedcains whose 14-year terms of service had
expired, call them before the British consul arkithem to state their names, addresses, labor
arrangements and whether they received monetarypeasation, and register their
complaints on a list that probably prepared theingfer to the West Indies. It meant also
proposing a new mixed commission court that woudd dmharged with judging whether
Africans who were kept as slaves were entitledeéedom on the basis of the prohibition of
the trade, a plan that had been devised by Davidblli for Cuba a decade before and had
the potential to seriously disrupt the slave systdim make matters worse, after having
caused great commotion by seizing Brazilian slavétsin the bay of Paranagua and being
fired upon by the military fort in July 1850, oneay later British cruisers had their mandates
extended to include coastal ships carrying slavethe internal slave trade. Prompted to
recognize the illegality of the seizure of tReatinim, the British refused to admit it and to
return the slaves (Africans and creoles alike) sm®ring they were entitled to freedom on the
basis of the 1831 laW.

Brazilian policy, discussed at the State Counud during three secret sessions at the
Chamber of Deputies in July 1850, was to renewslation and empower Brazilian naval and
civilian authorities, and Navy Auditors to seizedgndge ships and newly-imported Africans.
The challenge faced by the government is betteresspd in the case of the apprehensions
made inland, after the cargoes had been landeth&ad to plantations. In a few cases, police
invaded private properties to search for the newicAhs, and had to sort them from among
the existing slaves. Slave owners reacted withgmation and concern, accusing the
government of going too far. The case of the pokgpedition to Sdo Jodo da Barra in
November 1850 in search of new Africans is embl@&nas it arrived, it stirred up the slaves:

rumors spread that the force was composed of Brificials, or that British officials and



police forces had arrived to free the slaves. The population was scared, and a number of
slaves ran away from their owners. Some of themsidering themselves free, took up a boat
and sailed away, saying they would return to Afrifae boat was then seized by British
cruisers, containing 10 African men and one wonaaw, very few provision¥. A newspaper
published in Rio,O Brasil voiced the concerns of slaveowners when it actube
government of inciting if not a major insurrectianseries of small ones. Critics feared the
seizure had not been a coincidence: the slavesivmaye prior knowledge of their chances to
fall under the protection of the Britis Brasil defended the return of the slaves to their
owners but doubted it would happen, and callecedslers to ponder the consequences of this
episode: “if... under the protection of the Britisavy these runaway slaves attain freedom,
can anyone calculate the moral effect of this exafhp

The fear of slave unrest was always present and aft@n used for rhetorical
purposes, but there is little doubt it influencetidion-making at crucial moments. The large
slave plot uncovered in 1848 in the coffee-growiegion of the Paraiba Valley was linked to
the presence of “africanos livres” among slavestarttie influence of abolitionists in a report
of the Provincial Assembly of Rio de Janeiro. lused great commotion among the elite and
the government for its extension and organizatlmsed on West-Central African cults of
affliction.’” The delicate move accomplished by the conservatinet in 1850 was to show
strength, both without and within, deny the acdigisiof new African slaves by emancipating
the newly-arrived, while at the same time guaranteslave property by maintaining the
existing African slaves in illegal slavery. This svihe fragile balance that William Christie

challenged when he arrived in Brazil.

Lingering questions
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Between the appointment of William Dougal Chridioe the position of minister in Rio de
Janeiro and his departure for Brazil, the Brazilmimister in London, Francisco Ignécio de
Carvalho Moreira, the future Baron of Penedo, tteedhquire about the reasons for Christie’s
appointment and his intentions. Christie, howedsparted from the expected protocol by
shunning Moreira’s invitation for dinner and statiopenly that he had accepted the post in
Brazil only to advance his career. According to ®@’s inquiries, Christie was greatly
influenced by two Scotsmen, Alexander MacGregor Alecander Reid, and had given signs
of trying to follow alternative courses in his e with the community of British merchants
in Rio. Moreira had also ascertained that Christiended to touch on commercial issues as
well as on matters relating to inheritance of Bhtisubjects in Brazil. Moreira’s November
1859, confidential letter to his superior at theBlian Ministry of Foreign Affairs was not
optimistic about the chances of developing goodsqaal relations with the new British
minister, and consequently of advancing good mtatibetween the two countrifsWhile
already in Brazil, Christie stated to Cansansa&itémbu that he was to devote himself to
four main questions: strengthening ties with Brazilthe matters related to the River Plate;
celebrating a commercial treaty between Great Brigad Brazil; advancing the regulation
for the navigation of the Amazon river; and solvipgnding issues on the nationality of the
children of foreign citizens born in Brazil and thre inheritance of foreign citizens residents
of the country** Neither to Moreira nor to Sinimbu had Christie egsed his interest or
concern with the lingering questions related to dbelition of the slave trade, such as the
Brazilian demand to have the Aberdeen Act repeaedhe difficulties at the mixed
commission that met to resolve claims from botlesidn July 1860, hardly six months after
Moreira’s pessimistic letter, confidential corresgence from Rio informed him of Christie’s
demands on the issue of the liberated Africans ftieenlron Foundry of Ipanema who were

being transferred to the Military Colony of ItapdraAnd in June of the following year,
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Moreira learned, still through confidential corresdence, that in response to the issue raised
by minister Christie, the Brazilian minister of flus would speed up the process of
delivering final letters of emancipation to theelihted Africans who had already completed
their 14-year terms of service to private hirérs.

It was precisely in 1861 that the lingering “lintgd African question” gained the
public through the press. Liberal deputy Aureli@andido Tavares Bastos, angered for being
fired from a position at the Ministry of the Nayyublished a series of notes in the leading
liberal newspaper, th€orreio Mercantil under the pseudonym of “Solitario” (“Solitary”)
criticizing the government for its inefficiency, ritealization, and failure to promote necessary
reform. Three of the letters, published in Novemheuch on the failure of the Brazilian
government to advance free labor and colonizatiothe country by suppressing the slave
trade and guaranteeing the freedom of the liberAtedans. They surveyed the issue of the
liberated Africans to the Brazilian public with uepedented thoroughness, discussing the
legal basis for their peculiar condition and dising their handling by the Brazilian
government: the liberal deputy for Alagoas strongbndemned the government for not
sending the recaptives back to Africa in the 1830l for not emancipating them after the
14-year compulsory labor service. He demonstrated irssider's knowledge of the
administrative course followed by the liberated igdns’ petitions, and its most insidious
traps, citing the removal of 30 Africans who haaatly completed their compulsory terms in
Rio de Janeiro to be employed in the public worké\imazonas’ When he collected all of
the “Letters from the Solitary” into a book in 18§6Bavares Bastos indicated on a note that
the emancipation of the liberated Africans wasdhiject of discussion in the Chamber after
the publication of his original letters in 1861,daalso reprinted liberal deputy’s Francisco
Otaviano’s two notes on the same subject, publishetle sameCorreio Mercantilin July

1862. Otaviano’s account of the liberated Africarestion demonstrated he had access to the
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correspondence passed between the British legatidtio and the Foreign Office on the
subject. He thus gave ample exposure to ministdlidii Christie’s efforts to press the
Brazilian government for the full emancipation bietliberated African&® The similarity
between the arguments raised in Christie’s diplarettorts and in the campaign in the press
seem to indicate that the two liberal deputies @hdstie were articulated. What happened
later, however, determined that the Brazilians \@onbt leave records of this probable
connection.

Officially, the matters that ultimately justifietthe diplomatic crisis were the plunder
of the Prince of Waleswrecked off the coast of Rio Grande do Sul ineJdB61, and the
disappearance of her crew, and the brief imprisoninté the officers of theForte for
disobeying Brazilian authorities in June 1862. lltescalated because Christie insisted on
demanding official excuses and reparations ancedsun ultimatum in December 1862 that
was answered by Abrantes in a very stately marefesing to curb to Christie's demands.
Reprisals followed on the first days of January3:88ritish war ships placed at the entrance
of Rio de Janeiro harbor apprehended Braziliansshipe report from the Rio correspondent
of The Timesdated January 9, painted a vivid scene:

This created an immense sensation in the town; maxyd not believe it and ran
to satisfy their own eyes; but all doubts were gutend to on the"™¥January by
the arrival of theStrombolj and it soon became known that she had detaimed fi
sailing vessels and a steamer, Beraibg all Brazilian, and of more value than
the sum demanded....In the meantime the excitemeranie intense, the public
squares were filled with angry people and some Duffficers, being mistaken
for British through the similarity of their uniforsn were very severely handled
before the mistake was found out. In the evenirgpancil was held, presided
over by the Emperor in person and, after sittingqiynaours the demand for the
money for compensation was agreed to; and the cohgke officers is to be
submitted to the arbitration of several foreign isters in Rio....The mail packet
has been detained 36 hours, but the decision carhigration is not yet known.
The excitement among the people still contintfes.

Behind closed doors, during the State Council mgetn January 5, 1863, councilors

considered the full range of motives for the crigisr Paulino Soares de Sousa, the viscount
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of Uruguai, a man experienced in Brazilian foreigtations, the British had in view putting

pressure on Brazil to sign conventions on consaféairs and on the new claims mixed
commission. This meant that the diplomatic crisi®rothe repression of the slave trade
lingered on.

By 1860, the mixed commission that was created8®81to examine the claims for
reparations existing since Brazilian independened heached a stalemate. The British
commissioner was instructed to refuse acceptingilBaa claims pertaining to ships seized
for illegal slave trading that had been judged bytigh tribunals. Soon after he arrived,
Christie pressed the Brazilian government to redponthe problem by giving up pursuing
those claim$® Since then, Brazilian statesmen had been fornmgiath answer to the British
government. In July 1861 the councilors of stagpoasible for foreign affairs considered the
claims inseparable from the other lingering questiovith Great Britain and refused to accept
their exclusion: “They do not constitute simply aegtion and monetary compensation, they
are inseparably related to grave questions of iedégnce and national sovereignty.On
October 20, 1862, the full State Council througfiedent voices sustained the nationalist
tone: Brazilians had to see their government defgntheir interests, their rights and national
dignity even if they were to suffer financial lossenposed by Great Britain. What made the
Viscount of Uruguay uncomfortable was the assammatietween the issue of reparations and
the crisis over the slave trade that, as he putt#used so much sorrow and made [the
country] appear in such an uncomfortable positiothe eyes of the world®

In 1863, the crisis over the reprisals remindedliRauSoares de Sousa of what had
happened in 1850: when British minister Hudson deded Brazilian explanation for the
attacks suffered by British cruisers within Braailinational waters, Brazil defended its rights
and refused to punish those responsible, accusiagBritish themselves of aggression.

Paulino defended Brazil should adopt the same iposiagain and evaluated the
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circumstances favored the country before the pudgiaion. The Viscount of Jequitinhonha,
a well-respected councilor, disagreed the matteidcbe associated to the slave trade. His
position was in the end, the one adopted: “the iBaaznation’s dignity and honor [did] not
allow for negotiations with the British ministerthe ships seized had to be released and the
orders for new seizures suspended, otherwise dgilonmelations should be severed. The law
of nations was on Brazilian side, according to d&fwnha?®

In the following weeks and months, Brazil moveddquest reparations for the losses
incurred during the reprisals, and diplomatic lielsd were broken by the Brazilian
government, considering that national honor had lzdtacked by British aggressions in time
of peacé* The concerns over the association with the co$i4d850 expressed in by the
councilors of state and the acknowledgement thatis@ was in fact touching on
uncomfortable questions related to the illegal slaade never reached the public because the
State Council’'s sessions were confidential. The zllean government’'s position was
expressed in the report prepared by the MinisteFafeign Affairs in May 1863 to be
presented before the Chamber of Deputies. The NmjuAbrantes treated the matter with
gravity and firmness. He chose to be transparemt publish all the correspondence
exchanged with the British minister, as well aswBrazilian authorities on theorte and the
Prince of Walesnatters’® The report included a short selection of the apoadence on the
closure of the claims mixed commission, includimgamreement that Brazil would keep its
archives’® This calculated move demonstrated, both within aithout, control of the
situation. Interestingly, however, nowhere in thublshed correspondence, in the reports of
the minister of Foreign Affairs or the minister &iistice were Christie's demands about the
liberated Africans and his criticism of the illegaislavement of the Africans imported since
1830-1831 ever mentioned. Even though the publighmhave associated the “English

question” with the slave trade, and eventuallynksato the second edition of Tavares Bastos’
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Cartas do Solitarioissued in December 1863, to the current discussfotne fate of the
liberated Africans, for the Brazilian governmentosk relations were never publicly

acknowledged.

Disruptive potential
A case from the southernmost province of Rio Geatid Sul gives an example of the

disruptive potential of the publicity over the “Hisfp question”. In March 1863, in the city of
Pelotas, not far from where tHerince of Waleshad wrecked, the police commissioner
arrested a free man of color, Sebastido Maria,a@edsed him of plotting an insurrection. In
the inquiry that followed, we learned that Sebastidas a 63 year old free man, born in Rio
de Janeiro, a mason by trade, and who lived int&eltor a long time. Jacinto Pimenta
Grajor, the Portuguese merchant based in Pelotasietounced Sebastido told the police

he had heard many times the free blagketo livre) Sebastiio Maria, in

gatherings of many other blacksréto9, raise arguments against the Brazilian

government, insult His Majesty the Emperor of Bliaand disseminate ideas of

insurrection, inviting and enticing blacksrétog, both free and enslaved to take

the side of the English in case of a war betweeaziBand England, on the

grounds it was that nation they should help, bexalisy are the protectors of the

class of the black folkc{asse da gente prétaHe also convinced his equals that

the province of Santa Catarina was already occugeldtaken by English forces,

and that shortly this province [Rio Grande do Subuld be attacked too and on

that occasion there would be a large number of kslapretog ready to

collaborate with therf.
Grajor acted out of terror, saying he had alreadyned Sebastido that he should stop acting
that way and he noted that “the inconvenient idddbe black man Sebastido Maria spread as
rumors, and that in small groups blacksrefog nurtured and demonstrated similar
unfavorable sentiments.” He believed Sebastido vegmble of acting by himself, and not
influenced by others, for he was “naturally perstmsand had an active spirit capable of

conducting by himself the plan he conceived.” Grgjmbably feared the alliance among free

blacks and slaves, potentially very disruptive adeisng that slaves in Pelotas at that time
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represented 37% of the total population, and inndsrby ranches associated to the dynamic
jerked beef industry the proportion may have bégher?®

The timing was a difficult one to defend slavery.January 1863, Abraham Lincoln
had decreed slave emancipation in the SoutheresstBiplomatic correspondence between
the Brazilian legation in Washington and the Miryisbf Foreign Affairs shows how the
Brazilian government followed the developments loé Civil War and tried to anticipate
unwanted consequences. However, some could haedhwbided. The arrival of confederate
warshipSumterchased by Union frigatBowhatanin Sao Luis, Maranhao in September 1861
inspired slaves of nearby Anajatuba. It was repbttg police that slaves had joined in
“clubs” and declared they were freed and no lorgat to obey their masters. Agostinho, a
slave of Cristévéo Vieira “confirmed he had saichie peers they were all free, because he
had heard so from many blacks in the capital. Tlveye only waiting for the warships to
bring the troops.” Police authorities confirmedttiiae idea came from the arrival of the
Sumterand thePowhatanto the northern provinc@.In northern Minas Gerais, in September
1864, a massive slave plot was uncovered involsiages of the city of Serro, of surrounding
mining units, and runaway slaves. It meant to khmhouses of certain people in the city,
incite slaves, freedmen and runaways to rebel ahdhle whites. It took two months to
subdue them. Isadora Mota demonstrates how theydarty harsh conditions in the mining
activity gave slaves plenty of reasons to rebdlatao how the ongoing political debate about
the need to impose reforms to the slave systenmhandiscussion of the implications of slave
emancipation in the United States were interprétgdlotters as favorable conditions for
their demands. Adéo, one of the leaders of theoSesurrection knew “there was a war about
the freedom of the slaves, but not those of thisiay.”*°
Again, in July 1865, the slave rebellion in thenpégionPernambucdelonging to the

Order of the Carmelites in the northern provinc®afi made the President of the Province of
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Pard admit to the Minister of Justice that the eslpgpulation in that province was agitated,
“because the war in the United Sates has infuseth tlvith the idea they would all be
freed.”!

The historiography on Atlantic slavery has showat tslaves, African or creole, had
their own reasons to resist captivity, and theinawdes and means to confront it, and more
recent works have demonstrated that they viewedigtisn among slaveowners, between
slaveowners and the government, or wars againstgiorenemies as particularly favorable
moments to challenge their enslavement. The USI ®War, and the prospects of slave
emancipation worried Brazilian statesmen and slaweos because they realized it weakened
the overall legitimacy of the slave system. Thedksh question,” much like the crisis after
the incident of Paranagua in 1850, was another mbimeBrazilian history when the country
was challenged from the outside by the greatestp@# the time, whose abolitionist aims
were well known. British actions were seen by staigen and by slaveowners as a challenge
to their authority, and they often were. On theeothand, regardless of British intentions, the

same actions were identified by slaves, freedpersonl free persons of color as precisely a

crack on the slave system and an opportunity toaguee freedom.

Atlantic currents

In England, the crisis generated by the reprisateived telling headers froifhe Times
“The Difficulty in Brazil” in early February, “Thd®ispute with Brazil” one month later, and
“Great Britain and Brazil” by the month of JuffeThe Cabinet headed by Lord Palmerston
had to defend Christie’s course of action beformized audience composed by interest
groups such as traders, industrialists, investts|itionists, and also by the general public
whose images of Brazil were formed by periodicaishsas the&uarterly Reviewthe Revue

des Deux Mondegpress articles, and travel accounts. What foltbwes a series of public
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rounds of praise and condemnation of British policyBrazil, and a battle over public
opinion, played both in Parliament and in the press

William Christie, who left Rio de Janeiro on bodh& steameParanaon March 11,
1863, had nearly a month to formulate his versibthe affair before landing in Southampton
on April 732 The crisis between the two countries was broughgeveral times in the House
of Commons in 1863. The discussions had on Febr@8nand March 6 following the
publication of the correspondence on the caseledPitince of Walesand the officers of the
Forte already exposed how controversial Christie’s astion the two cases were to the
members of the House of Commons who had commeanifinancial interests in Brazil. A
number of members of Parliament concurred to difgu@hristie as an ill-tempered man
who put British trade, British property in Brazih@ British lives in danger with his
precipitation, and to reinforce his image as uttfibe a representative of Great BritirOn
May 7, the discussion centered on Mr. Christie’'sdieet, with the two sides further apart,
and Lord Palmerston defending Christie as honorallé respectable and his actions as
justified because he obeyed superior ord@&hristie soon anonymously published a book of
more than 360 pages that reproduced the correspoad®inted by Parliament on the two
cases, and set them against the background offtleailtl relations between the two countries
due to the questions that lingered on from the mggion of the slave trad®In the lengthy
introduction, Christie reminded his readers thatés Lord Palmerston who had put an end to
the Brazilian slave trade by force, and that thazBian government had successively failed
to guarantee the freedom of the liberated Africand to answer requests of information
about them. By April or May of 1863, it became clé¢hat Christie’s (and possibly also
Palmerston’s) strategy to defend and justify hiarse of action in Brazil before the British
public would be to disqualify the Brazilian goverent's good faith, particularly on the slave

trade issue. This meant that the circumstancefefAberdeen Act of 1845 were brought
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back, the circumstances of Palmerston and Hudsietsion to authorize British cruisers to
seize ships within Brazilian waters in 188851 were brought back, and the long history of
the defense of the liberated Africans’ freedom Wwasught back. In fact, for the first time in
1863, the British Parliament ordered the correspand on liberated Africans in Brazil to be
printed separately, giving a wider audience to éixehanges had by Christie about the
Africans who were in the Military Colony of Itapyria the far interior of Brazif’

The king of Belgium had already decided in favdrBrazil in the case under
arbitration (that of the officers of tHeorte), and Great Britain accepted the offer of the king
of Portugal to mediate the return to normal diplémaelations. But the opposition to
Palmerston’s government took every chance to @éithe harsh treatment given to Brazil,
and to remind the public of the possible consegeenaccording to MP Bramley-Moore, the
foreign trade with Brazil was the third in extemtidaimportance to Great Britain, British
subjects owned 20 million pounds sterling in préyen Brazil, and it would be a huge
calamity for the manufacturing districts in Englah@razil imposed differential taxes to the
products imported from Britaitf. The opposition also picked up the subject of #eal of
the Aberdeen Act as a way to criticize the unfameand even illegality of some of the
measures adopted by Great Britain in the campajginat the Atlantic slave trade. In this,
they were supported by those who had been advgcttan dismantling of the costly naval
and administrative structure set up to repress dlawe trade. A letter from Louis
Chamerovzow to the editor dhe Globe and Travellgrrinted just below the news from the
Rio de Janeiro correspondent supported the repélaé Aberdeen Act, arguing that the slave
trade had ended and it would be “a graceful acthenpart of the British government” that
would encourage Brazilians to advance towards stawancipation. His letter was answered
on the next day by an anonymous writer who idesdifChamerovzow as the secretary of the

British and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, and pablireproved his argument by saying the
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society should work on inducing the Brazilian gowaent to condemn the separation of slave
families, prohibit the internal slave trade, andaecipate the liberated Africans instead of
defend the repeal of the Aberdeen Act.

Thus the “Difficulty with Brazil” had evolved, in864, to a broader discussion about
the relations with Brazil, and more importantly aio assessment of British policy towards the
slave trade and slavery in Brazil. Echoing a deaddecontroversy, the opposition reminded
the public that the Aberdeen Act of 1845 was folkowby a significant increase in slave
imports, and that it was only after the Braziliaawl of September, 1850, and after the
Brazilian government’s engagement in suppressianttte trade ende€d.The high point was
probably reached on July 12, 1864, when Lord Patorrgave a speech in the House of
Lords on the subject of the liberated Africans iraBl. Seeking the high moral ground,
Palmerston gave a historical background to thetexie of the group and their status, and
accused the Brazilian government of unilaterallypasing a 14-year term of service before
their final emancipation. He then presented befibie Lords information that correctly
detailed the twenty steps that the liberated Africgetitions had to follow through different
authorities’ offices in Rio. The inventory was metmshow how the Brazilian administration
made the emancipation of the liberated Africandiadift, if not impossible, reminding the
Lords that many of the Africans were effectivelysived. Palmerston also reminded his
peers of the difficulty faced by the British goverant to obtain lists of the Africans entitled
to their protectioff* The exposition of the current state of affairstom liberated Africans had
an aim: to reject the attempts to repeal the Almrdct. Palmerston left no doubt that the
diplomatic crisis triggered by Christie was asstsziao the abolition of the slave trade:

| attach so much importance to carrying out thesmieination of the English
people to put an end to the slave trade that, nasch value the goodwill and

friendship of Brazil, yet if that were put in oneate and the suppression of the
slave trade in the other, | should prefer the tdtte
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Palmerston’s intervention in the House of Lordd hareasonable repercussion in the
press. In response to an article on this speechisped in theDaily News William Christie
started the publication of a series of lettershia $ame newspaper that kept the theme alive
until September. Signed simply “C.”, the letterslia$sed to the editor of th2aily News
dealt extensively with the theme of the liberateficans, but also with the claims mixed
commission, the repeal of the Aberdeen Act andidritommercial relations with Brazil.
Christie entertained a long controversy with therespondent of the Rio de Janeiro
newspaperJornal do Commércian London, who published articles under the pemea
“Friend of both countries” defending the Braziligosition. Christie’s letters were later
published in a bookiNotes on Brazilian Questionsvhich displays perfectly well how the
diplomatic crisis over two minor incidents had hyhtiback the crisis over the abolition of
the slave trade and gave profuse publicity to tiestjon of the liberated Africans in Brazil.
In the book, Christie dealt all too briefly withethreprisals of 1863 that prompted Brazilian
extreme reaction. In explaining the crisis, Cheighut great emphasis on the disagreement
between the two governments over the treatmertefiberated Africans, and also over the
status of the Africans entitled to freedom on thei of the prohibition of the slave trade. He
accused the Brazilian government of not respondmdiis queries about the liberated
Africans, of extending their apprenticeship terndefinitely, of not paying wages, and of
transferring those entitled to final emancipationfrtontier areas such as Mato Grosso and
Amazonas? In emphasizing British moral superiority, he cefacounted on the sympathies
of at least a portion of the abolitionist publidilitarian writer John Stuart Mill, who received
from Christie a copy oThe Brazil Correspondence in the Case of the ‘Rrint Wales’ and
the Officers of the ‘Forte’'wrote a note back praising Christie for his positand defense of
the strong abolitionist policy “against those whe again trying to induce England to

renounce the attempt to check the African slavaetfd
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On the other side of the Atlantic, Brazilians do¥ed the news from England closely.
The correspondent dafhe Globe and Travellein Brazil reported in August that “the chief
subject of excitement at present here is Lord Pator’'s speech about themancipadas
which was too true not to give great offence, arghgdeal has been said about it in the press
and the Chamberé> The developments in Brazil were given as reactimnshe ongoing
crisis:

| omitted to tell you in my last that the officiliét of the names and numbers of
the slaves emancipated by the Brazilian governmesd only one of a series
which has appeared in thgiario do Governg within the last few months, and
that the number of Africans liberated will not falort of one thousand. In answer
to a question asked in the Chamber the other daygdvernment replied that the
few remaining would in a very short time be plagegossession of theaartas
de liberdade Therefore one cause of contention between Braad Lord
Palmerston is disposed &t.

In his next report, sent from Rio de Janeiro eanl\September 1864, the question of the
liberated Africans seemed to have definitely gaittedlorder of the day on both sides of the
Atlantic:

Viscount Palmerston’s late speech has done worltees It is now said, and |
believe it is true, that the Emperor has signedearek liberating all the
Emancipados. Th€orreio Mercantilof tomorrow is issued tonight with an article
on the Emancipado question, which is evidentlyridesl to go to England by this
mail, and it says that Zacarias, the Minister oftibe, who has just gone out,
issued 848 letters of emancipation since th8 @b January, when he became
Minister; and then he says, forgetting that thisvps the former neglect of duties,
that this is as many as were issuiedhe ten previous year¥ou will laugh at
what follows — it is quite Brazilian. Octaviano, wis the writer, a deputy and a
tool of any Government, says: —“This will provettee English people not only
our sentiments of justice and humanity, and alab tie British Legation, with all
their pride and all their inconvenient languagel, miot obtain in many long years
as much as has now been done in some months witheuanguage of any of
those uncourteous agents.” He also says that Zscabiefore he left the
Government, had submitted to the Emperor a propaisamancipating all who
had been apprentices for 14 yeéfs.

While the correspondent froifthe Globe and Travellattributed the recent developments in
the emancipation of the liberated Africans to L&¥amerston’s speech, the Brazilian press

rushed to praise the Brazilian government for tgkime lead, and more importantly, to make
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this known to the British public by timing the pidaltion to the departure of the mail packet.
The correspondent ofhe Globepointed to the irony that the writer who now pegisthe
Brazilian government was liberal deputy Franciscaviano. The Globé readers might
remember that it was Otaviano who in 1862 had tepoto Brazilian readers all about the
British defense of the liberated Africans, andhait time probably collaborated with Christie.

There is no doubt that the publicity over the fateéhe liberated Africans speeded up
the concession of their letters of emancipationthy Brazilian Ministry of Justice. Even
before Lord Palmerston’s speech at the House ofld,athe liberal government headed by
Zacarias de Gois e Vasconcelos demonstrated adimmmitment to tackle the lingering
guestion: the chronological analysis of the letiessed between 1859 and 1864 demonstrated
that three time as many letters were issued duhedirst semester of 1864 than in the three
previous years combinéfl.After Vasconcelos’ ministry fell, the new governméssued a
fresh decree in September 1864 ordering the imrteeddanancipation of all remaining
liberated Africans, and would, in the following ysaseek to close “the liberated African
question” by providing all of them with letters efnancipation and preparing a register of
liberated Africans. However, the Ministry of Justicentralized the concession of these letters
and this way held the power to adjudicate who hedright to be considered as a liberated
African, showing that caution presided over the lehaperation, and for a good reason.

The British legation never gave up on the subpédhe liberated Africans, and never
refrained from using extra-legal means for thathe€essary. Lennon Hunt, who was in charge
of the legation before diplomatic relations werstoeed, paid 112 pounds sterling (1:000$000
réis) to a man named “Dr. Reginaldo” in March 1865obtain a report on the liberated
Africans and a full nominal listing of those disited to private individuals and public
institutions. Dr. Reginaldo, who presented himselHunt as someone who had access to the

liberated Africans’ records, did as requested,ivecehis pay, but asked not to be identifféd.
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Lord Russell, who had previously approved the egpeauthorized payment and also asked
Hunt not to mention it on the reports on the lem@f expense¥ The same man, now
identified by his full name, Reginaldo Muniz Freigalled the attention of the Judge of the
first district, Dr. Sales, when he requested thegpeasion of a slave auction in September of
the same year. He presented himself as “the pensoharge of the register of the liberated
Africans” and requested the auction to be suspenaledi three African men (Samuel Mina,
Martinho Angola and Agostinho) to be put in depdsitorder to prove their freedom on the
basis of their importation after the laws of Novemfd, 1836 [sic] and September 4, 1850.”
Dr. Sales quickly reported to the Ministry of Jastifor he ignored “whether the function of
which he is in charge gives him the faculty and eoto require such measures”, and also
because it seemed to Sales that “the matter wathyorf consideration, in view of the
exceptional condition of this kind of properf/."At the section of the Ministry of Justice
where liberated African matters were handled, tiiermation given was that orders had been
issued to all ministries to give full access to tbeords of liberated Africans in their archives,
but there was no record of Freire’s commission.isér Nabuco’s solution was to suggest
Freire's credentials should be checRédlthough it may seem a minor question, it should
not be dismissed: someone presented himself asblic mfficial and tried to defend the
freedom of three Africans by arguing they had bé&wported after the 1831 law, thus
undermining the property rights by the alleged owmeer the three African men. Everyone
knew these auctions were very common and that #&igcwere advertised for sale in the
newspapers every day. It is not clear whether &rems again under commission from the
British legation, but the matter shows he was updte in the strategies of abolitionism. A
bill forbidding the sale of slaves at auction ahd separation of families had been presented
to the Senate by lone-abolitionist senator SilvdaaMotta in 1862, and in May 1865 had just

been diverted from approval to a new round of estadms by the Justice commission in the
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Senat€’ This goes to show that by 1862, Brazilians hadeiicup the cause of condemning

slave auctions. What is significant, however, &t threire went further: by claiming the three

African men put to auction had the right to be cdered free on the basis of the 1831 law, he
applied the “radical” interpretation of the law feleded by Palmerston and Hudson in 850

51, and by Christie in his diplomatic correspondesitnce 1860, but publicized by the crisis
in 186364, and put in print, although tangentially, in Nstes on Brazilian Questioria

1865>

Images that bring undesirable memories

The scene depicted in Victor Meireles’ “Study fdretChristie Affair” was probably a
rendering of one of the occasions when the Emgaroself addressed the people of the city
of Rio, reassuring the anxious crowds that his guwent would defend national honor.
Public commotion over the imminence and then dveraggressions had taken the city of Rio
by assault in late December and early January E8tBreverberated across the Empire,
disseminated by virulent articles in the press lapndhe publication of a series of pamphlets,
all infused with a strong nationalist torre.

Being Victor Meireles a specialist in historicaliqtings, the composition of his
rendition of the “Christie affair” was highly callated. We have no records of his notes about
this painting, but only the thoughts he expresssaty later, on the subject of “The Battle of
Guararapes.” Meireles exposed his care with cortipasand stated his respect for the actors
depicted on a given historical scene. In respondinthe critics who accused his scene to
appear immobile, he stated that

In the representation of the Battle of Guararapdil Inot take into account the
facts of the battle in its bloody and fierce aspeEbr me the battle was not so; it
was a fortunate encounter that brought togetherhér®es of the time. The
painting of Guararapes is a debt of honor what aetb pay in recognition and in

memory of the value and patriotism of those illests men. My end was
completely noble and the most elevated; it was ssug to treat that subject like
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a true historical picture with the importance thadtory really devotes to that

handful of patriots.... Movement in the art of comipgsa picture... results from

the contrast among the characters and among thepgro as well as in the

calculated effects of the masses of shadow anchtbegs, and in the perfect

intelligence of the perspective that, by staging pkans in different degrees, also

gives us also the proper proportion between theachkers placed at different

distances?®
If we pay attention to Meireles’ choices in his qmsition of the “Study for the Christie
Affair,” he chose to represent the full hierarcHyBrazilian society present in the capital of
the Empire: from the Emperor himself down to theiden slaves. Not everyone participates
in the action on the same terms. The main focumithe Emperor and the crowd cheering
him, from close and far. But Meireles places geraphasis on a secondary scene, to the left,
in which mounted guards tramp over someone who sderbe black, in trying to keep the
order or control the crowd. His emphasis on thenthef the social order is very significant.
In this interpretation, the Emperor is acclaimed #efending national honor against an
external enemy and his government demonstratesiiligy to keep the internal matters under
control. Moreover, in Meireles’ rendition, it wa®tnthe enslaved and freed Africans who
carried the city over their shoulders and heads pwlesented a threat to the order. The
Africans simply watched, separated from the agitatewd, lying on the shadow on the right
hand corner of the painting. The threat laid oraadful of agitators, faceless and undefined
who took part in the popular manifestations, bubwhere repressed and silencédrhis
representation of the state was probably what Absahad in mind when he commissioned
the painting: the state had the situation undetroband was supported by its citizens during
a moment of crisis.

The Marquis of Olinda, in turn, cancelled the cassion. Diplomatic relations with

Great Britain were restored in 1865. Unofficialiywas agreed that British officials would

not touch on slavery matters. By canceling the casion, Olinda avoided publicizing the
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“Christie Affair” even further and implicitly admi#gd he was uncomfortable with the
continuing repercussions the matter could havaershort run.

To represent Native Indians such as in “The FirgtsMin Brazil”, or the dying
“Moema” was far from pacific. Even residents of tRenpire’s capital Rio knew native
Indians were not in the remote past and were fighitiattles against the frontier of expansion
not too far from there. In the 1850s and 1860sethstill was a raging debate about their
“place” in the narrative of Brazilian history, aiMkireles’ paintings probably contributed to
confining Indians to the colonial past, as herabiaborators in the colonizing process instead
of citizens of the Empir&® However, there did not seem to be an imminent elaimyolved
in the conflicting interpretations of the represgiuain of Native Indians.

On the other hand, not only did the “Christie Affaévoke multiple meanings, but it
also exposed social divisions that were betteruefouched. During the height of the crisis in
1863, Brazilians associated the whole incidenth® itmminence of a military conflict, to
demonstrations of patriotism and to a firm defeoisBrazilian sovereignty. As time went on
and Christie’s own agenda gained a wider publie,rttemories of the Aberdeen Act and the
crisis of 1850 and also the British defense oflitherated Africans and the “class of the black
folk” in general inevitably brought mixed feeling8s much as Brazilian statesmen might
have been engaged in the construction of a mental praised the monarchy and the
centralized government and valued the demonstsatibpatriotism and national sovereignty
brought up by the affair, Christie’s insistencetba fate of the liberated Africans drew too
much attention to a highly sensitive issue. Alreathany Africans imported after 1831
claimed the right to be considered “liberated Adris” and it was precisely for this reason that
the Ministry of Justice centralized the task olisg their final letters of emancipation. By
trying to contain the use of “africano livre” inglenlarged sense that included those who

were entitled to freedom by the 1831 law, the Biazigovernment sought to contain the
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radicalization of the slavery debate fuelled byi€iie and to defend slave owners’ property
from legal questioning and devaluation. The ex@mgf freedom rights to the hundreds of
thousands of illegally-imported Africans, and teithoffspring loomed closer on the horizon
as long as the Christie affair was alive.

In 1865, the Marquis of Olinda seemed embarrassetatm the “Christie Affair” in
the construction of a nationalist discourse. Onddcaever control the interpretation the large
scale painting would have in the following monthsdayears. For Olinda, a staunch
conservative who avoided even a gradualist appraactlave emancipation, silence was
better. But the contradictions lingered on, andillegality of slave property imported after
the prohibition of the trade remained in the paditiagenda in the following years. Even if the
country entered the Paraguayan War, gradual prépdsa slave emancipation were
discussed at the State Council, and later brougtarliament in 1871, resulting in gradual
emancipation measures, but also on a slave regisatylegalized illegal slave properfy.
Constructing the nation and representing its hystoplied selecting memories, and in the

case of the cancellation of Victor Meireles' consiug, it was done to defend slavery.
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