1 Introduction

“Just as metaphors lose their metaphoricity as they congeal

through time into concepts, subversive performances always run the risk of
becoming deadening clichés through their repetition.”

Judith Butler

A conceptual history of “trafficking” could be written which starts on the bridge
between 1869 and 1870, when a metaphor of “white slavery” began to denote the
idea of white women and girls being coerced into transnational and imperial
spaces where they were forced to sell sex. The unfolding of this history overtime
would then continue into the present-day debates on “trafficking in women and
children” or “human trafficking” in a period when a metaphor of “white slavery”
had long past congealed into a transnational and gendered concept though under
different terminology.

As part of an edited volume entitled Human Trafficking: Global History and
Perspectives, I have already made a cursory attempt at writing such a history of
the concept from the 1870s to current UN developments under the 2000 Conven-
tion on Transnational Crime.? The complexity of conflict, coincidence, and contin-
gency, however, demands far more careful attention to the varying debates,
events, and contexts which made this historical development possible. The special
issue in the Journal of Women’s History edited by Philippa Hetherington and Julia
Laite also looks at a similarly long span of time, offering highly productive
thoughts on how historians should avoid the “conceptual trap” of “trafficking”.*

In its late nineteenth-century conceptualisation, the meaning and under-
standings of “trafficking” are confusing at best. It is for this reason that I focus on
what I call the incubational period of conceptual development. Based on a small
set of interrelated sources, I have identified this period as 1866-1881. As a result,
this book proposes a possible way around what Hetherington and Laite believe to
be the “methodological and theoretical challenges [of ‘trafficking’ which are] im-
possible to transcend”.

3 Ruth Ennis, ‘Recalibrating Moral Compasses: A Global Conceptual History of Human Traffick-
ing, 1870-2020’, in Human Trafficking: Global History and Perspectives, ed. by Elisha Jasper Dung
and Augustine Avwunudiogba (Lanham et al.: Lexington Books, Rowman and Littlefield, 2021),
23-52.

4 Philippa Hetherington and Julia Laite, ‘Introduction to the Issue: Trafficking, a Useless Cate-
gory of Historical Analysis?’, Journal of Women’s History 33, no. 4 (2021): 27.

5 Hetherington and Laite, ‘Introduction to the Issue: Trafficking’.
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In the nineteenth century, the semantics of slavery out of late eighteenth-
century abolitionism had come to denote all that was considered evil. Into the
present day, the power of a particular story of “trafficking” has endured. It per-
tains to the idea of networks of illegitimate non-state actors coercing young
(white) females into prostitution abroad. This concept was framed by the late
nineteenth-century notion of slave trafficking. Subsequently, in an era post the
abolition of slavery, the logical Eurocentric conclusion at the end of the nine-
teenth century was to increase state controls in the name of repressing “white
slavery”.

This moral frame, which placed prostitution and pornography on a par with
slavery, remained the hegemonic opinion of western feminists, and arguably
much of the broader western populous for some 100 years, until 1978, when the
US-born and based Carol Leigh described herself as a “sex worker”.® Leigh’s self-
categorisation subsequently triggered explosive debate, calling a century of mo-
rality into question. She had self-articulated her social role as a worker, which
over the subsequent decades led to demands for the labour rights recognition of
those who sold sex. The slavery paradigm which framed prostitution and pornog-
raphy over the previous century was thus in the midst of change. Just as moral
compasses had shifted around enslavement in the late eighteenth century, so
were they on the question of selling sex in the late twentieth century.

Seen in current debates around “human trafficking” today, the question re-
mains as to whether late nineteenth-century “white slavery” and its abolition had
any relation to European colonial slavery and abolitionism beyond that of dis-
course? While the answer to this rhetorical question might seem like an obvious
no, two centuries of meanings being entangled have produced a conceptual his-
tory of “human trafficking” that continues to produce a semantic minefield which
offers little clarity in the face of morality. In systematically working through this
problem in the broader historical and historiographical context, this book works
toward examining a particular period in the second half of the nineteenth cen-

6 Carol a.k.a. Scarlot Harlot Leigh, ‘Inventing Sex Work’, in Whores and Other Feminists, ed. by
Jill Nagle (New York/London: Routledge, 1997), 223—-31. When I speak about the West or western
ways of thinking, I am basing my heuristic imaginary on Michel-Rolph Trouillot who notes, that
“the West was created somewhere at the beginning of the sixteenth century in the midst of a
global wave of material and symbolic transformations. The definitive expulsion of the Muslims
from Europe, the so-called voyages of exploration, the first developments of merchant colonial-
ism, the maturation of the absolutist state set the cate for the rulers and merchants of Western
Christendom to conquer Europe and the rest of the world.” Michel-Rolph Trouillot, Silencing the
Past: Power and the Production of History (Boston: Beacon Press, 1995), 74.
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tury which formed the incubational period of conceptual development (1866—
1881) behind what was then called “white slavery”.

1.1 State of Research and Historiographical Problem

In 1904, the first international agreement was signed against the “white slave traf-
fic”, followed by a convention of the same name in 1910. The former allowed for
bureaucratic steps to be taken between European states, such as data sharing on
suspected “traffickers”, while the convention related to treaties of extradition and
repatriation.” The use of the language of “white slavery” in these international
legal documents remained metaphorical; a race and gender-based phenomenon
of enslavement was never defined. The legal terminology used rather pertained
to dealing with problems of illegitimate transnational movement involving the
sale of sex and the facilitation thereof.

Following the First World War, the League of Nations updated the convention
in 1921, with the metaphor of “white slave trafficking” being renamed to fit the by
then broadly conceptually understood phenomenon of “Trafficking in Women
and Children”. This remained the formal international terminology until the
United Nations began speaking about “Human Trafficking, especially in Women
and Children” toward the turn of the twenty-first century.® This name for a cogni-
tively understood global phenomenon developed historically, but the issue lies in
how it had congealed over time from a metaphor into a concept, which is so mor-
ally charged and discursively present, that it verges on impossible within a state-
centric moral economy to understand it as not having a referent in social reality.

The negotiations running up into the 2000 Palermo Protocol and the UN Con-
vention on Transnational Organized Crime had provided opportunity for the
emerging sex workers’ rights movement of the 1990s to push their agenda. At the
same time, this international high-level meeting also made it possible for self-
designated sex workers to become globally visible. The event was, however,
framed by a huge polarisation of feminist positions whereby clashes took place
between anti-human trafficking efforts and a sex worker labour rights agenda.
The original intention of this book was driven by a desire to historicise these ar-
guments. What I have, however, ended up with is a global gender history of mi-
gration control since the late 1860s.

7 Ennis, ‘Recalibrating Moral Compasses’, 29-32.
8 Ennis, 32-35.
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Debates over the past fifty years indicate that the moral frame of the late
nineteenth century has been called into question. The emerging field of critical
trafficking studies has already achieved much to build epistemological bridges in
debates within the broader social sciences.” Nevertheless, numerous issues re-
main open in terms of historical process as well as how narratives have been told
about that process. Here I set the groundwork for this exploration by examining
how the historical categorisation of “migrant” and “trafficker” came about; how
“white slavery” related historically to anti-Semitic developments in the period
given the particular emphasis in discourses on the Jewish involvement in the
“trade”; and how the emergence of “white slavery” between 1866 and 1881 related
to the approaching period of “new imperialism” at the end of the nineteenth
century.

Present day discourses on human trafficking tend to give the impression that
the global phenomenon of trafficking is new and ever growing.'* State and police
practices in the name of anti-trafficking, however, have a history; and it is in fact
because of this history and the resulting experiences of people who sold sex
under the conditions of anti-trafficking policies, that the historical environment
emerged within which a sex workers rights discourse in the late twentieth cen-
tury could be born. In the late 1970s, Carol Leigh had been fed up of her wage
labour being made more difficult by moralists wrapping it in a discourse of slav-

9 This field of Critical Trafficking or Sex Work Studies is far greater than my review of the litera-
ture can do justice to. Entire scholarly working groups are beginning to emerge, such as the Ger-
man based Gesellschaft fiir Sexarbeit- und Prostitutionsforschung e.V. For foundational texts
which are informed by a historical perspective, see Rutvica Andrijasevic, Migration, Agency and
Citizenship in Sex Trafficking (New York: Palgrave MacMillan, 2010); Elizabeth Bernstein, Bro-
kered Subjects: Sex, Trafficking and the Politics of Freedom (Chicago/London: University of Chi-
cago Press, 2018); Jo Doezema, Sex Slaves and Discourse Masters: The Construction of Trafficking
(London/New York: Zen Books, 2010); Kempadoo Kamala and Jo Doezema, eds., Global Sex Work-
ers: Rights, Resistance, and Redefinition (New York/London: Routledge, 1998); Kamala Kempadoo,
ed., Trafficking and Prostitution Reconsidered: New Perspectives on Migration, Sex Work, and
Human Rights, 2nd ed. (Boulder/London: Paradigm Publishers, 2012); Penelope Saunders, ‘Traffic
Violations: Determining the Meaning of Violence in Sexual Trafficking Versus Sex Work’, Journal
of Interpersonal Violence 20, no. 3 (March 2005): 343-60; Patrizia Testai, ‘Debt as a Route to Mod-
ern Slavery in the Discourse on “Sex Trafficking:” Myth or Reality?’, Human Security Journal 6,
no. Spring (2008): 68-77; Rodriguez Garcia, Van Voss, and Van Nederveen Meerkerk, eds., Selling
Sex in the City.

10 Adam McKeown has argued that an inherent character of globalisation is an obsession with
its own culture of newness. For an analysis of the history of human trafficking discourse along
these lines, see Ennis, ‘Recalibrating Moral Compasses’; Adam McKeown, ‘Periodizing Globaliza-
tion’, History Workshop Journal, no. 63 (Spring 2007): 227-28.
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ery. Twenty years later, the scholar Jo Doezema brought this discussion into aca-
demic debates when, in 1999, she published an article in Gender Issue.

Doezema’s work marked a critical moment in knowledge production on the
history of trafficking. A UK-based scholar in Development Studies, she had herself
been active in the sex-workers’ rights movements of the 1990s. Her activism
brought her to participate in international advocacy campaigns during the UN ne-
gotiations. The main outcome of this high-level event had been the UN Conven-
tion on Transnational Organized Crime, which was supplemented by the Protocol
to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, especially Women and
Children; referred to in short as the Palermo Protocol.

Doezema was the first scholar to link contemporary discourses on trafficking
back to the “white slavery” agitations of the late nineteenth century. Her findings
set the stage for a new research agenda based on her argument that a historical
myth was in the midst of re-emerging."" In the post-Palermo era, several other
scholars also began to seek out understanding for the shifting discourses and
practices against “trafficking” which were being expressed and implemented all
around them. This includes ongoing knowledge production on the history of the
alleged global phenomenon. However, different strands of historical literature
were entangled in the process of scholars trying to answer questions on the his-
tory of “white slavery” and “trafficking” from the point of view of their post-
Palermo era.

Shortly after Doezema’s article was published, two extensive source-based ac-
counts of the myth of “white slavery” followed in 2002. One of them was a mono-
graph by the Belgian sociologist Jean-Michel Chaumont in which he revealed the
fabrication or false presentation of evidence by the League of Nations committee
on trafficking in the interwar period.”? The second was an examination of the re-
search carried out by German criminologists and Anglo-American social scientists
at the beginning of the twentieth century, which the journalist and social scientist
Dietmar Jazhinsek analysed and wrote about.”® As with Doezema’s re-emergence
of a late nineteenth-century myth and Chaumont’s interwar fabrication of evi-
dence, Jazbinsek showed that critical researchers at the beginning of the twenti-
eth century had already proved that forced prostitution as an organised crime
did not per se exist.

11 Jo Doezema, ‘Loose Women or Lost Women? The Re-Emergence of the Myth of White Slavery
in Contemporary Discourses in Women’, Gender Issues 18 (1999): 23-50.

12 Jean-Michel Chaumont, Le mythe de la traite des blanches: enquéte sur la fabrication d’'un
fléau (Paris: La Découverte, 2002).

13 Dietmar Jazbinsek, Der internationale Mddchenhandel: Biographie eines sozialen Problems
(Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin, 2002).
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In 2002, the same year that Chaumont and Jazbinsek sought to explain the
production, countenance, and continuation of a historical myth, Professor emeri-
tus of modern history Jacques Solé argued the truth of historical globalised traf-
ficking based on the early twentieth-century investigative journalism of Albert
Londres. At the same time, global historian Harald Fischer-Tiné distinguished the
term “white slavery” from the truth of the “trafficking”, arguing how white subal-
tern prostitutes in British India became visible after a small group of British
moral reform campaigners broke the silence on the international trade from the
mid-1880s on."

Even if these authors were not directly speaking to one another, a debate
about history and a particular problématique was emerging across the European
humanities. At first glance, for the early 2000s, it would seem as if non-historians
were proving a historical myth, while historians were pointing to a truth of traf-
ficking in the archives. This, however, did not remain the case for long, when, in
2009, Esther Sabelus published her careful historical analysis and explanation of
how the myth of “white slavery” was not only a myth, but that life was breathed
into it through the production and practices of the media and social institutions.”
Still not engaging directly with one another, this was soon followed by a number
of works by scholars of law and criminology, who published contradictory find-
ings in German language academia. Based on their examination of national police
files and the developments in international laws, these authors by contrast ar-
gued the undisputable truth of historical trafficking.’® Rather than the debate

14 Jacques Solé, ‘Traite des blanches: la mondialisation du trafic’, L’histoire 264 (2002): 54-59;
Fischer-Tiné, “White Women Degrading Themselves to the Lowest Depths™.

15 Esther Sabelus, Die Weifse Slavin: Mediale Inszenierungen von Sexualitit und Grofsstadt um
1900 (Berlin: Panama Verlag, 2009).

16 Stefanie Lauben, Weifser Markt: Frauenhandel und Vilkerrecht vom Ausgang des 19. bis zur
Mitte des 20. Jahrhunderts (Marburg: Tectum Verlag, 2014); Jirgen Nautz, ‘Frauenhandel Ost-
West. Méarkte und Netzwerke’, in Zwangsfreiheiten: Multikuluralitdt und Feminismus, ed. by Birgit
Sauer and Sabine Strasser (Vienna: Promedia Verlag, 2008), 204-20; Jirgen Nautz, ‘Der Kampf
gegen den Frauenhandel in Osterreich vor dem Ersten Weltkrieg’, SIAK-Journal — Zeitschrift fiir
Polizeiwissenschaft und polizeiliche Praxis, no. 2 (2011): 47-60; Christiana Weidel, ‘Internationales
Abkommen gegen Frauenhandel — Eine Zeitreise’, SIAK-Journal — Zeitschrift fiir Polizeiwissen-
schaft und polizeiliche Praxis (2016): 85-93. There are many other scholarly works written in Ger-
man which insist on or assume the historical reality of trafficking in women. See, for example,
Malte Fuhrmann, “Western Perversion” at the Threshold of Felicity: The European Prostitutes of
Galata-Pera (1870-1915), History and Anthropology 21, no. 2 (2010): 159-72; Julia Roos, ‘Eine dunk-
le Seite des Auswanderungsgeschéfts: Madchenhandel und Prostitution’, in Diethelm Knauf and
Helga Schréder, eds., Fremde in Bremen: Auswanderer, Zuwanderer, Zwangsarbeiter (Bremen:
Edition Temmen, 1993), 36-48; Anna Staudacher, ‘Die Aktion “Girondo”. Zur Geschichte des inter-
nationalen Madchenhandels in Osterreich-Ungarn um 1885, in “Das Weib existiert nicht fiir sich”.
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being between historians and non-historians, those who looked at police case
files and archives were convinced of the truth of historical trafficking, while
those who looked elsewhere for discourses and facts were not.

Due to the linguistic structures of academia, German and French-language
works have not been as widely read. Rather, a number of English language mono-
logues published in 2010 came to predominantly frame how the history of inter-
national trafficking is to be understood and questioned. These included Doeze-
ma’s Sex Slaves and Discourse Matters which was based on her dissertation and
an extension of her early arguments of a re-emerging myth."” It was accompanied
by the simultaneous and independent works of sociologists Stephanie Limoncelli
and Paul Knepper who approached the history of trafficking in terms of interna-
tional law and international crime.’® Framed through a perspective of interna-
tionalism, all of these works made clear that the transnational question of traf-
ficking was by no means new.

Doezema had started this conversation in English-world academia. This was
continued by Limoncelli, who sought to understand the politics of the interna-
tional movements which formed to combat trafficking in the early twentieth cen-
tury. Although engaging with sources to a greater extent than Doezema’s theoreti-
cal reflections have, Limoncelli’s work as well as that of others, lack historical
contextualisation and falls short of understanding people and events in their own
time.'® Instead, Limoncelli’s presentation of historical actors in early twentieth-
century international movements is a projection of the debates in her present

Geschlechterbeziehungen in der biirgerlichen Gesellschaft, ed. Heide Dienst and Edith Saurer
(Wien: Verlag fiir Gesellschaftskritik, 1990), 97-138.

17 Doezema, Sex Slaves and Discourse Masters: The Construction of Trafficking.

18 Stephanie A. Limoncelli, The Politics of Trafficking: The First International Movement to Com-
bat the Sexual Exploitation of Women (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2010); Paul Knepper,
The Invention of International Crime: A Global Issue in the Making, 1881-1914 (London: Palgrave
MacMillan, 2010); Paul Knepper, International Crime in the 20th Century: The League of Nations
Era, 1919-1939 (Hampshire: Palgrave MacMillan, 2011).

19 Indeed, Marc Bloch argued the benefits of doing history backwards, but he equally warned of
anachronistically projecting the knowledge and spirit of present times onto those past. Marc
Bloch, The Historian’s Craft (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1992). For examples of
projecting the present onto the past in terms of the debates around trafficking, see Stephanie
A. Limoncelli, ‘International Voluntary Associations, Local Social Movements and State Paths to
the Abolition of Regulated Prostitution in Europe, 1875-1950°, International Sociology 21, no. 1
(2006): 31-59; Limoncelli, The Politics of Trafficking: The First International Movement to Combat
the Sexual Exploitation of Women; Gunther Peck, ‘The Shadow of White Slavery: Race, Innocence,
and History in Contemporary Anti-Human Trafficking Campaigns’, in The Power of the Past: His-
tory and Statecraft, ed. by Hal Brands and Jeremi Suri (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institution
Press, 2016), 209-33; Solé, ‘Traite des blanches: la mondialisation du trafic’.
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around sex work and trafficking, which she used to read and categorise actors
and institutions of times past.

Like Limoncelli, Paul Knepper also sought to understand the history of inter-
nationalism and the invention of international crime. His findings and approach
to sources published over two monologues are, however, more historical in how
he explored and sought to understand state collaboration and efforts against an-
archism, “white slavery”, and terrorism since the late nineteenth century.”® All
non-historians, these three scholars, Doezema, Limoncelli, and Knepper were all
the first to the table, or at least the only ones to be widely heard at the table in
the post-Palermo period. Their work opened up the topic of trafficking for histori-
cal research by showing that discourses, movements, and laws on trafficking
were nothing new in the second millennium.

In contradiction to the media discourses since 2000, which give the impres-
sion that transnational “trafficking” is a recent and ever-growing phenomenon,
the scholarly work from the past two decades leaves no doubt about a century
and bit history of international efforts against this alleged transnational crime.
Looked at, however, from a global historical or post-colonial perspective, these
accounts took on a normative assumption of the natural existence of the state,
and thus, their internationalist takes on the history of “trafficking” tended to rein-
force, rather than unpack organisational and spatial containers. This is to the
most part due to their narratives having been shaped through an international
lens which was produced upon the logic of state and organisational archives,
memoires and records.

Historians on the topic are no less innocent of reinforcing the spatial con-
tainer; far from it. Ever since the cultural and then the spatial turn, there is a
consensus that the archive, without critical reflection, is a catalyst for the repro-
duction of normative thinking. It was, however, Anglophone experts in develop-
ment studies, sociology, crime, and the law who were the first to open up the past
of international “trafficking” and the efforts against it. Their training not only
had an impact on the questions they asked about the past and how they ap-
proached the archives, it also shaped how they read and interpreted the works of
historians which they drew upon in order to historicise.

Starting in the 1970s, sex, class, and race became a lens through which marginal-
ised groups in society could be examined in historical research. Among the cul-
tural histories available in this emerging field, the works of Judith Walkowitz and
Alain Corbin (in English), which looked at prostitution in London and Paris re-

20 Knepper, The Invention of International Crime; Knepper, International Crime in the 20th Century.
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spectively, were among the most read after the initial post-Palermo research on
the history of trafficking.*! Corbin’s and Walkowitz’s ventures into the archives to
find histories of prostitution brought them into confrontation with sources refer-
ring to “white slavery”.?* The reason that these cultural historians received the
most attention by non-historical scholars applying an international lens to the his-
tory of trafficking was because of how the history of trafficking is presented in
the UN archives.

The UN archives on “prostitution” and “trafficking” make up a large part of
their records categorised as related to “women”. For the twentieth century, the
geographic span, organised alphabetically by state, is much broader, but for the
nineteenth century, Britain and France crop up in the sources as being of impor-
tance; France, because that is where anti-regulationists of the late nineteenth cen-
tury historicised the system they were fighting against as having originally
formed under Napoleon; Britain, due to the sources produced by anti-
regulationists involved in the fights against state regulation and “white slavery”,
which named British actors Josephine Butler, Alfred Stace Dyer, and William Al-
exander Coote as having been at the forefront of their struggles and institutional
histories. It is surely for this reason that post-Palermo scholars writing on the his-
tory of trafficking turned to the works of Walkowitz and Corbin who wrote on
nineteenth-century prostitution in London and Paris.

Simultaneous to urban cultural histories, though not always clearly being
part of the trends of the cultural turn, a number of historians in the 1980s had

21 Alain Corbin, Les filles de noce: misére sexuelle et prostitution au XIX® siécle (Paris: Aubier
Montaigne, 1978); Alain Corbin, Women for Hire: Prostitution and Sexuality in France after 1850,
trans. Alan Sheridan (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1990); Judith R. Walkowitz,
Prostitution and Victorian Society: Women, Class, and the State (Cambridge: University of Cam-
bridge, 1980).

22 There are also other scholars of the cultural turn, who examined prostitution, but who are
less widely cited in the historiography on trafficking, see Laurie Bernstein, Sonia’s Daughters:
Prostitutes and Their Regulation in Imperial Russia (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1995); Laura Engelstein, The Keys to Happiness: Sex and the Search for Modernity in Fin-de-Siécle
Russia (New York: Cornell University Press, 1992); Timothy . Gilfoyle, City of Eros: New York City,
Prostitution, and the Commercialization of Sex, 1790-1920 (New York/London: W. W. Norton &
Company, 1992); Ruth Rosen, The Lost Sisterhood: Prostitution in America, 1900-1918 (Baltimore/
London: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1982). For historians of Imperial history, who dealt with
questions of “white slavery” in the colonies, see Kenneth Ballhatchet, Race, Sex and Class under
the Raj: Imperial Attitudes and Policies and Their Critics, 1793-1905 (New Delhi: Vikas Publishing
House, 1979); Antoinette Burton, Burdens of History: British Feminists, Indian Women, and Impe-
rial Culture, 1865-1915 (Chapel Hill/London: University of North Carolina Press, 1994); Robert
Hyam, Empire and Sexuality: The British Experience (Manchester/New York: Manchester Univer-
sity Press, 1990).
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also begun producing specific knowledge on the topic of turn of the twentieth-
century Jews and “white slavery”. There is a growing consensus among more re-
cent scholarship that perceptions of Jewish “white slavery” was the result of
“media exaggeration” and “cultural hysteria”.?® Post-Palermo scholars were, how-
ever, reliant on the work of historians from the 1980s, who focused on either the
Western European Jewish elite communities’ attempt to combat “white slavery”,
or on the proletarian Eastern European Jewish alleged involvement in it. The con-
clusions of scholars like Edward Bristow and Lloyd Gartner resulted in the writ-
ing of Jewish histories which by and large frame the past of Eastern European
“Jewish white slavery” as being regrettable, but to the most part historically
true.*

The historical literature since the 2010s has, however, tried to complicate this
story of migrant subalterns and their involvement in the sale of sex or the facili-
tation thereof. Stepping away from the narratives of elites (Jewish or otherwise),
who produced discourse on “white slavery”, several monologues shift the per-
spective away from state structures to submerge into the lifeworld’s of the lower
urban classes. With Jews having often been among them, they look at subaltern
actors who sold sex, or facilitated the sale thereof, in varying turn of the twenti-
eth-century global cities and spaces, most notably in Argentina, Eastern Europe,
and the Middle East.”

23 See Frederick K. Grittner, White Slavery: Myth, Ideology, and American Law (New York: Gar-
land, 1990); Aleksandra Jakubczak, ‘The Issue of Jews’ Participation in White Slavery and Prosti-
tution as Reflected in Hebrew Press at the Turn of the 19th and the 20th Centuries’, Kwartalnik
Historii Zydow 262, no. 2 (2017): 183-99; Laura Barberdn Reinares, ‘Frankly Speaking, “The Men
That Is Now Only All Palaver and What They Can Get out of You”: Migration and White Slavery
in Argentina in Joyce’s “Eveline”’, Irish Migration Studies in Latin America 8, no. 2 (2013): 47-62;
Esther Sabelus, Die WeifSe Sklavin: Mediale Inszenierungen von Sexualitdt und Grofstadt um 1900
(Berlin: Panama Verlag, 2009); Claire Solomon, ‘Reconsidering Anti-Semitism and White Slavery
in Contemporary Historical Fiction in Argentina’, Comparative Literature 63, no. 3 (2011): 307-27;
Daniel M. Vyleta, Crime, Jews and News: Vienna 1895-1914 (New York: Berghahn Books, 2007).

24 Edward J. Bristow, Prostitution and Prejudice: The Jewish Fight Against White Slavery
1870-1939 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1982); Lloyd P. Gartner, ‘Anglo-Jewry and the Jewish Inter-
national Traffic in Prostitution, 1885-1914’, Cambridge University Press on Behalf of the Associa-
tion for Jewish Studies 7, no. 8 (1983 1982): 129-78.

25 Francesca Biancani, Sex Work in Colonial Egypt: Women, Modernity and The Global Economy
(London/New York: I. B. Tauris, 2018); Siobhdn Hearne, ‘ “Prosecuting Procurement in the Russian
Empire”’, Journal of Social History 54, no. 1 (2019): 185-209; Hearne, Policing Prostitution; Liat
Kozma, Policing Egyptian Women: Sex, Law, and Medicine in Khedival Egypt (Syracuse, NY: Syra-
cuse University Press, 2011); Liat Kozma, Global Women, Colonial Ports: Prostitution in the Inter-
war Middle East (Albany: State University of New York, 2017); Keely Stauter-Halsted, The Devil’s
Chain: Prostitution and Social Control in Partitioned Poland (Ithaca: Cornell University Press,
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While these histories seek to provide perspective on or uncover the agency of
marginalised actors in history, they do not romanticise the labour of selling sex
or facilitating it. For this reason, and compared to scholars writing a history of
trafficking through an international institutional perspective, they are an impor-
tant contribution to the building of bridges in contemporary debates on traffick-
ing, by complicating knowledge on the life experiences, agency, and choices of
those who lived under precarious conditions and in the face of state regulated
prostitution, often referred to in the nineteenth century as the “French system”.

Since the structures stemming out of the French revolution, modern states
are built upon systems of regulation, which result in data production on margin-
alised populations under observation. While many of the most recent studies on
“white slavery” have made a critical and sensitive attempt to extract subaltern
perspectives from police files, one of the major issues with this literature is their
reliance upon sources which were produced as part of the populist and state ex-
plosion of knowledge production after the 1880s.

By the early nineteenth century, the “vagrant” and the “prostitute” were fa-
miliar figures in the church-state files of Europe: but the 1880s form a turning
point in western state observation of populations on the move. This is not only
clear in how newspaper and police archives began filling up with evidence on
“white slavery”; it is also a visible trend for the same period if looked at through
the historiographies on new policing practices, the emergence of border controls,
and the codification of citizenship.26 Common to all of these fields, be it “white

2015); Tracie Wilson, ‘Migration, Empire, and Liminality: Sex Trade in the Borderlands of Europe’,
Aspasia 11 (2017): 71-96; Nancy M. Wingfield, ‘Destination: Alexandria, Buenos Aires, Constantino-
ple: “White Slavers” in Late Imperial Austria’, Journal of the History of Sexuality 20, no. 2
(May 2011): 291-311; Nancy M. Wingfield, The World of Prostitution in Late Imperial Austria (Ox-
ford: Oxford University Press, 2017); Mir Yarfitz, Impure Migration: Jews and Sex Work in Golden
Age Argentina (New Brunswick et al.: Rutgers University Press, 2019).

26 See Cecil Bloom, ‘The Politics of Immigration’, Jewish Historical Studies 33 (1994-1992):
187-214; Tobias Brinkmann, ‘The Road from Damascus: Transnational Jewish Philanthropic Or-
ganizations and the Jewish Mass Migration from Eastern Europe, 1840-1914’, in Shaping the
Transnational Sphere: Experts, Networks and Issues from the 1840s to the 1930s., ed. by Davide
Rodogno, Bernhard Struck, and Jakob Vogel (New York/Oxford: Berghahn, 2015), 152-72; Jens
Jager, ‘International Police Co-Operation and the Associations for the Fight Against White Slav-
ery’, Paedagogica Historica 38, no. 2-3 (2002): 565-79; Jens Jager, Verfolgung durch Verwaltung:
Internationales Verbrechen und internationale Polizeikooperation 1880-1933 (Konstanz: UVK,
2006); Andreas Fahrmeir, ‘Passports and the Status of Aliens’, in The Mechanics of International-
ism, ed. by Martin H. Geyer and Johannes Paulmann (Oxford/New York: Oxford University Press,
2001), 93-120; Andreas Fahrmeir, Citizenship: The Rise and Fall of a Modern Concept (New Haven/
London: Yale University Press, 2007); Andreas Fahrmeir, Oliver Faron, and Patrick Weil, eds., Mi-
gration Control in the North Atlantic World: The Evolution of State Practices in Europe and the
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slavery”, “policing”, “citizenship”, or “migration control”, is that there were al-
ready hints of new problems and state processes in the 1870s. Yet empirical re-
search for all of these topics only begins for the 1880s on, a point in historical
time, when states had already established clear infrastructure and practices.
Thus, in trying to understand how these new structures came about, I focus on
how certain figures such as the “migrant” or the “trafficker” first came to be con-
ceptualised or categorised by empire and the state through language as well as
through the law. This object of research stems from the problems of historicising
the gradual emergence of such figures just prior to production of archived evi-
dence within state structures since the 1880s upon which multiple historiogra-
phies rely.

In the 2000s, the post-UN Convention social scientists, who wished to produce
knowledge on the international movements of the twentieth century, had no per-
fectly fitting works to fall back upon for historical context. Thus, they relied upon
a generation of histories of the nineteenth century, which had either been written
by cultural historians, historians of empire, or historians of Jewish history. The
cultural histories, predominantly written in the 1980s, were however looking
within specific urban localities (i.e. Paris, London, and New York), and were not
seeking to answer questions about international, transnational, or global pro-
cesses. The works of imperial history concentrated on the British Empire and
only cursorily touched on the topic of “white slavery”. While the Jewish histories
published in the same period stemmed beyond Britain to take German language
sources into consideration and to look at Jewish migrants from Eastern Europe,
they were explicitly about the topic of “white slavery”, and by and large produced
problematic knowledge about global criminal networks as a result of an un-
reflected reproduction of state and institutional facts.

Combining these histories to contextualise global processes of the past has on
the one hand resulted in a British-centric narrative in which actors such as Jose-
phine Butler, Alfred Stace Dyer and William Alexander Coote play the heroes who

United States from the French Revolution to the Inter-War Period (New York/Oxford: Berghahn
Books, 2003); John Torpey, ‘Passports and the Development of Immigration Controls in the North
Atlantic World During the Long Nineteenth Century’, in Fahrmeir, Faron, and Welil, eds., Migra-
tion Control in the North Atlantic World, 73-92; Adam McKeown, Melancholy Order: Asian Migra-
tion and the Globalization of Borders (New York: Columbia University Press, 2008); Christiane Re-
inecke, ‘Policing Foreign Men and Women: Gendered Patterns of Expulsion and Migration
Control in Germany, 1880-1914’, in Illegal Migration and Gender in a Global and Historical Per-
spective, ed. by Marlou Schrover, Joanne van Der Leun, Leo Lucassen, and Chris Quispel (Amster-
dam: Amsterdam University Press, 2008), 57-76; Christiane Reinecke, Grenzen der Freiziigigkeit:
Migrationskontrolle in Grofibritannien und Deutschland, 1880-1930 (Miinchen: R. Oldenbourg
Verlag, 2010).
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forced the British state to be the first to react to the problem of “trafficking”. On
the other, it has resulted in a reinforcement of state centric and anti-Semitic
claims about the “criminal Jew”.?’

While the lifeworld histories since the 2010s challenge and complicate some
of these issues, they too are restrained by a state-centrism in that their investiga-
tions can only begin in periods after which there has been a significant amount
of state and police data to work with. The sources which these historians draw
upon are all from the 1880s or later, a period when different European states
(particularly the Habsburg and British Empires) began producing huge archives
on the alleged phenomenon. Lost in the current deafening cacophony of dis-
courses on “sex work” or “sex slave” is the forgotten history of the concept of
“human trafficking”. At some point and by some means before the 1880s, transat-
lantic slavery was borrowed as a metaphor and imagery which was then given a
new gendered and racialised meaning as it became entangled with a notion of
Jewish criminal underworlds.

The historiography on anti-trafficking makes no claim of a practice-based re-
lation between discourses on “white slavery” at the end of the nineteenth century
and the European transatlantic traffic in people from Africa which began in the
mid-fifteenth century. A consensus, I am sure, would be easily reached that this
historical juxta positioning of terms was a metaphor or idiom at best. That said,
the acclaimed scholar on slavery studies, Orlando Patterson, claims that the “cur-
rent massive trafficking of Slavic women into West European sexual slavery” is a
“tragic historical pattern repeating itself” “since the eighth century”, when Slavs
became the typical slave trafficked to Western medieval Europe.”® Making this
unsubstantiated link, while overlooking the “white slavery” campaigns of the late
nineteenth century which fell in between his points of relations upon the contin-
uum of time, the historiography for the period in question remains plagued with
a “myth”/“truth” conundrum as to whether migrant women selling sex had in-
deed been systematically coerced by underground networks of criminals, or

27 This observation in the historiography contributes to the efforts of Michael Berkowitz in
bringing light to the little recognised historical relationship between the history of criminology
and that of anti-Semitism. See Michael Berkowitz, ‘Unmasking Counterhistory: An Introductory
Exploration of Criminality and the Jewish Question’, in Criminals and Their Scientists: The History
of Criminology in International Perspective, ed. by Peter Becker and Richard F. Wetzell
(New York/Washington: Cambridge University Press & German Historical Institute, 2006), 62.

28 Orlando Patterson, ‘Trafficking, Gender and Slavery: Past and Present’, in Jean Allain, ed., The
Legal Understanding of Slavery: From the Historical to the Contemporary (Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2012), 690.
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whether these tales were part of emerging nineteenth-century mass media and
popular sensationalism.

At the same time and for the same period, there is a growing historiography
which shows that despite the legal abolition of slavery earlier in the nineteenth
century, practices of enslavement, exploitation, and human trafficking continued
outside of Europe, but more often than not under the auspices of Europeans.
Here lies a problem inherent in a globalised concept; one term, namely “human
trafficking”, whose meaning is flexible enough to signify many non-historically-
related practices in many a diverged and distant context. Thus, I hypothesise that
the concept of human trafficking has a split history, which bears serious conse-
quences on how power and asymmetrical dependency are to be understood.?

Human trafficking as a practice of kidnapping, transporting, and enslaving
can be arguably found throughout human history.*® The term traffic and its Euro-
pean linguistic equivalents, which otherwise meant trade, can be traced to the fif-
teenth century; while this term’s use in relation to the trade in humans can be
understood as having emerged thereafter to describe the European transatlantic
trade in people from Africa. Human trafficking as we understand it in popular
discourse today however, has its roots in the late nineteenth century.

Emerging out of an incubational period (1866-1881), a newly constructed con-
cept of “white slavery” metamorphosed over the subsequent 100 years, appearing
in the signifier of “human trafficking” today. Whether “white slavery” then, or
“human trafficking” now, both bear within them an inherent Eurocentrism
which, on the one hand, serviced regimes of migration control back then as they
continue to do today; on the other, this Eurocentrism arguably produces a Euro-
pean amnesia toward colonialism and the slave trade, which may also be given
the signifier of “human trafficking” depending on who is speaking and
about what.

The history of “white slavery” has long been written as a development of
transnational European feminist and moral reformist organisations, which are
understood to have emerged to hold governments to account. It is a linear read-
ing of predominantly UN and British archives which has resulted in the reproduc-
tion of this British-centric narrative. The problem with this established account of
events is not simply that it mistakenly puts British non-state actors centre stage, it
is that this misguided focus produces silences on a whole array of western colo-
nial and imperial dynamics.

29 The term asymmetrical dependency is taken from the Bonn Center for Slavery and Depen-
dency Studies. https://www.dependency.uni-bonn.de/en.

30 Catherine M. Cameron, Captives: How Stolen People Changed the World (Lincoln/London: Uni-
versity Press of Nebraska, 2016).
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A very different sense of “white slavery” can be gleaned when looked at from
the global gender historical perspective on “new imperial” history as well as from
the history of migration control and that of international police cooperation. The
knowledge produced in this book is thus based on critical engagement with the
secondary literature and sources, the results of which are in conversation with
scholars such as Peter Becker, Isa Blumi, Valeska Huber, Jens Jager, Gavin Mur-
ray-Miller, and Richard F. Wetzell; not to mention the broader historiographies
on migration control, passports, citizenship, and international law.

1.2 Incubational Period of Conceptual Development
(1866-1881)

Peter Becker, Jens Jager, and Richard F. Wetzell examine the shifting structures
around criminology and policing practices in the later nineteenth century.* Isa
Blumi and Valeska Huber look at the shifting dynamics on the edges of the Otto-
man Empire at the end of the nineteenth century in terms of the different catego-
ries of mobility.** Gavin Murray-Miller points out how stringent passport restric-
tions introduced in the Ottoman region of North Africa in the 1880s enabled the
European Empire to surveil trans-territorial groups such as the Brotherhood net-
works who posed a threat to their competing territorial project.® As with the
above discussion on the historiographies on migration control, policing, citizen-
ship, and “white slavery” more broadly, these scholars tend to hint at new practi-
ces of inclusion and exclusion as having begun in the 1870s, though there is little
discussion of what, where, and how. Rather, the springboard for further discus-
sion tends to begin in the 1880s, when state practices were already clearly visible.

The sources on “white slavery” beyond the British and UN archives give indi-
cation of the implementation of passport controls around the Mediterranean and

31 Becker and Wetzell, Criminals and Their Scientists; Jager, ‘International Police Co-Operation
and the Associations for the Fight Against White Slavery’; Jager, Verfolgung durch Verwaltung:
Internationales Verbrechen und internationale Polizeikooperation 1880-1933.

32 Isa Blumi, ‘Agents of the Ottoman States: The Precariousness of the Berlin Congress Bound-
aries of Montenegro and How to Define/Confine People’, in War and Diplomacy: The Russo-
Turkish War of 1877-1878 and the Treaty of Berlin, ed. by M. Hakan Yavuz with Peter Sluglett
(Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2011), 226-52; Isa Blumi, Ottoman Refugees, 1878-1978:
Migration in a Post-Imperial World (London et al.: Bloomsbury, 2015); Valeska Huber, Channelling
Mobilities: Migration and Globalisation in the Suez Canal Region and Beyond, 1869-1914 (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013).

33 Gavin Murray-Miller, Empire Unbound: France and the Muslim Mediterranean, 1880-1918 (Ox-
ford: Oxford University Press, 2022), 50, 145.
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in the Ottoman region as having begun under the auspices of the British and Habs-
burg Empires sometime around 1870. However, the established British-centric nar-
rative on “white slavery” would have it that the British Select Committee of 1881 on
the Law Relating to the Protection of Young Girls was the first proactive move of a
state to try and address a newly discovered transnational phenomenon. For this
reason, the cut-off point of my time frame became 1881 and this elitist British
event. The starting point for analysis, namely 1866, came from three sources and
one scholarly work, the topics of which did not necessarily have any relation in
1866, but the meanings and memories of which became warped and entangled
over the course of the 1870s.

Valérie de Gasparin (1813-1894) is missing entirely from the historical litera-
ture on late nineteenth-century prostitution, its regulation, and the fights again
the “French system”. Yet it was her metaphor of “la traite des blanches” (trade
in white women) in 1870 that congealed over time into the transnational and
gendered concept of “white slavery”.>* In 1866, Gasparin had made her second
trip to the “Orient” and published her second travelogue thereafter, which was
entitled A Constantinople.*® This journey included her first time in a Turkish
harem, which she read through a history of orientalist imaginaries. This knowl-
edge and these memories informed her metaphorical depiction of “la traite des
blanches”. Her travelogue is the first source to pin my time frame down to 1866.
The second is a painting by the French artist Jean-Léon Gérome entitled Le Mar-
ché d’esclaves (Slave Market) which depicted a light-skinned slave in an oriental
slave market.® Whether Gérome and Gasparin had any exchange is neither clear
nor relevant. They were building on Orientalist knowledge since Napoleon’s expe-
ditions to Egypt and Syria at the turn of the nineteenth century, and they both
would go on to have an impact on knowledge of “white slavery” to come. The third
source that defines the beginning of the incubational period of conceptual develop-
ment is an 1866 report in the Austrian press regarding a “Mddchenhandel” (trade in
girls) in British Colonial India. Previous to this point in time, “Mddchenhandel” re-
ferred to a largely local matchmaking or brothel trade in German-speaking Europe.
This report gave it new meaning in a colonial context amid the efforts of the British
state to crack down on ongoing slaving practices among its colonial subjects in an

34 Ruth Ennis, “Narrating ‘White Slavery’ in and out of Fiction, 1854-1880,” in Naming, Defining,
Phrasing Strong Asymmetrical Dependencies. A Textual Approach, ed. by Jeannine Bischoff, Ste-
phan Conermann and Marion Gymnich, (Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter Oldenbourg, 2023), 103-148.
35 Valérie de Gasparin, A Constantinople, deuxiéme edition (Paris: Michel Lévy, 1867).

36 See figure 6, p. 67.
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era after the abolition of slavery.®” The fourth basis for beginning the analysis in
1866 is the finding by Sucheng Chan that a law against “Chinese Houses of Ill Fame”
was passed in California that year, but as it failed to achieve the goal of reducing
the amount of women arriving from China, a second law was passed in 1870 which
made it illegal to bring Asian women by land or sea into the state, unless it could
be proved that they were coming voluntarily and of “good character”.® Knowledge
of these legal developments in California were thereafter transferred to Europe
and entangled with orientalist discourse on “white slavery”.

1.3 Sources and Actors

Over the course of fifteen years, a network of state actors, women’s issues acti-
vists, and moral reformists began to frame prostitution as inherently exploitative
and on a par with slavery. While the agendas behind these debates were often
competing or conflicting with one another, they commonly shared a moral or po-
litical concern about the threat that the global condition posed to established so-
cial order. This network of elite or aspiring actors which feature to different de-
grees throughout the three main analytical chapters of this book (chapters five to
seven) total at nineteen and have been heuristically divided into four groups;
Those who sought to critique the state using moral arguments (Josephine Butler,
Valérie de Gasparin, and Yves Guyot); those non-state actors who legitimised a
statist agenda to different kinds of publics (Theodore Borel, Alfred Stace Dyer,
Xavier de Montépin, Albrecht Sellin, Berthold Woltze); those who pushed for par-
ticular structures to be established, and whose own careers relied upon the stabil-
ity of the state (Emile de Laveleye, Judge Snagge, Vilmos T6th, Howard Vincent, a
certain Mr. Macky, and A.E.]. Modderman); and finally, a number of British and
Austro-Hungarian diplomats and ministers of foreign affairs who, it would ap-
pear, had different degrees of oversight and control over developments regarding
“white slavery” (Gyula Andréssy, Henry Barron, Hoffer von Hoffenfels, the Mar-
quess of Salishury, and Carl Ritter von Sax).

These actors have all been identified due to their articulations in the sources,
and the sources were defined due to their relationships to one another made evi-
dent through an analysis of two cultural transfers. The retracing of these trans-
fers will be made transparent in chapter four, but here it needs to be noted that

37 Anonymous, ‘Madchenhandel’, Fremden-Blatt, 26 February 1866, 55™ edition.

38 Sucheng Chan, ‘The Exclusion of Chinese Women, 1870-1943’, in Entry Denied: Exclusion and
the Chinese Community in America, 1882-1943, ed. by Sucheng Chan (Philadelphia: Temple Uni-
versity Press, 1991), 74-149.
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the source base is small in number but diverse in type. It comprises of press re-
ports, diplomatic correspondences, a travelogue, a painting, a novel, non-fictional
narratives, campaign publications, the minutes of a legal process, and parliamen-
tary debates. Much like the cultural transfers that form what we reconstruct as
History, this work is thus interdisciplinary at its core, dipping in and out of disci-
plines and genres. Ideas circulated, practices were appropriated, and people from
Europe became increasingly aware of the chaos of their own connectedness
under the global condition of the late nineteenth century.

While the identification of two cultural transfers enabled transnationally dis-
persed sources to be brought together in terms of their historical relationship, it
is nevertheless important to point out that my ability to revise the established
British-centric narrative cannot be accredited to method alone. It has benefitted
greatly from the following: holding a European passport with which I could travel
to different archives with ease; access to finance from European institutions; and
my living at a particular moment in historical time when digitalisation has made
certain sources easily available, which would simply not have been the case for
my colleagues writing, for example, in the 1980s.*°

1.4 Conceptions, Method, and Approaches

Edward Said’s work on Orientalism was seminal, yet it faced many critiques, in
part because his study was based entirely on European sources, predominantly
written by men from Britain and France. This, at times, led to the debatable accu-
sation that he does the same essentialising with the west which he sought to de-
construct about the “Orient”.*° Like Said, I have also only engaged with European

39 Throughout this book, I dissect the work of Edward Bristow in particular and make many
critiques based on his misuse or problematic interpretation of sources and citations. Neverthe-
less, it needs to be noted, that he was working in a different context, with different tools and
possibilities available to him. This is not a justification, but a possible explanation for why so
many tail ends were left hanging, and why I was able to tie some of the up due to, for example,
using digital archives. That said, he was more than well-funded for the research he undertook,
and he travelled much further than I did or could have for the project. See his acknowledge-
ments: Bristow, Prostitution and Prejudice.

40 For a comprehensive overview of critiques of Said and an attempt to respond to them, see
F. Glven, ‘Criticism to Edward W. Said’s Orientalism’, RumeliDE Dil ve Edebiyat Arastirmalart
Dergisi 15 (2019): 418-30, https://doi.org/10.29000/rumelide.580700. For a discussion on his neglect
of European women’s contribution to Orientalism, see Natascha Ueckmann, Frauen und Orienta-
lismus: Reisetexte franzésisch-sprachiger Autorinnen des 19. und 20. Jahrhunderts (Ergebnisse der
Frauenforschung 56) (Stuttgart/Weimar: Metzler, 2001).
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sources, with the extension of some female authors and two other languages.
That said, with the aid of a cultural transfers approach, combined with elements
of microhistory, I use European sources and archives to question and destabilise
Europe’s construction of itself, by unpacking the European mind and memory re-
liant on the “white slaver” as other.

Throughout the book, I sporadically refer to the “European mind” or Euro-
peans “memory”. This does not have a clear definition, but is a hermeneutic tool
to indicate the process of Europeans developing an idea of the geographic conti-
nent and the personification of themselves as distinct to others.*! This cognitive
process continues to have an impact on the memory politics of Europe and Euro-
peans. This cognitive-historical process, if it can be so said, emerged out of the
spatial imagining of the “Orient” since the mid-eighteenth century, but intensified
as a frame of reference to the self through the technological possibilities and cir-
culation of knowledge under the global condition.

Class in the late nineteenth century played a role in the self-conception of
Europeans, in how the understanding of the self in face of other moved from an
elitist sphere of knowledge to a populist one. The means by which the European
self became more broadly understood and the other was categorised had an inti-
mate relationship with the developments under the global condition, as well as
the European wars of the 1870s. Thus, in this context, knowledge of late nine-
teenth-century “white slavery” benefits from a view that is not limited exclusively
to women’s and moral reformist history, but which also includes global, imperial,
and migration history using a critical lens to examine categories of difference so
as to make new connections visible.**

As outlined in the object of study, this book assumes and claims to show a
period of conceptual development beginning to take place from 1866. The mean-
ing and practices behind this new concept differed from historical slave trades,
such as those across the Sahara or Atlantic Ocean, despite having been confus-
ingly expressed in similar terms. Conceptual history or Begriffsgeschichte sets out
to examine the shifts in meaning of so-called “basic concepts” such as “democ-
racy”, “civil society”, “revolution”, or “liberal”, so as to reconstruct social under-

41 For an insight into how Europeaness is constructed and how the European recalls itself
through history, see Matthias Middell, ‘Constructing Homo Europaeus from Inside and Outside
the European Continent’, Comparativ: Zeitschrift fiir Globalgeschichte und vergleichende Gesell-
schaftsforschung 25, no. 5-6 (2015): 7-14.

42 Joan Wallach Scott calls for critical questioning of the usefulness of categories of difference
(racial, sexual, religious, national, etc.) that historians take as “self-evident characteristics of peo-
ple of the past”. Joan W. Scott, ‘Feminism’s History’, in The Feminist History Reader, ed. Sue Mor-
gan (Oxon: Routledge, 2006), 395-96.
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standings as well as semantic and historical change.* It is for this reason that the
core analysis concentrates on the incubational period of “white slavery’s” concep-
tual development between 1866 and 1881.

While researching, it occurred to me that the explosion of discourses around
the concept of “white slavery” after the 1880s was in itself producing a silence.
My thinking throughout the book has been guided by Michel-Rolph Trouillot,**
but in terms of practical methodology to deal with the problems of archival silen-
ces, I have drawn on a history of cultural transfers, combined with elements of a
microhistorical approach.

Cultural transfers research first emerged in the mid-1980s with the seminal
work of Michel Espagne and Michael Werner, who looked at how Germany was
constructed in France.* Both timely and compatible with the “spatial turn” of the
1990s, this approach thereafter became well established within the broader field
of history — as a tool for studying intercultural spatialisation processes and a
means for dealing with some of the issues presented by the comparative method.

I have set out to examine the incubational period of “white slavery’s” con-
cept’s development (1866-1881.) This periodisation is justified by the sources and
the circulation of knowledge up until the point that “white slavery” exploded in
the 1880s as a global problem known or knowable to the European populous. The
meaning of this concept, whether cognitive or related to practices, did not emerge
in a particular place, nor was it attached to a particular phenomenon. Rather, it
developed transnationally as a result of the circulating knowledge between a
small group of elite or aspiring transnationally mobile European actors. Fittingly,
Michel Espagne already made the observation that “concepts do not have a gene-
alogy exclusively connected to a single linguistic zone. Rather, their meaning is
also the result of displacement” which then demands “adaptation and linguistic
enrichment”.*® “White slavery” was transnational or global in how knowledge of
it was produced and in how the concept was constructed, not in how networks
operating a crime by the name had been organised.

43 In the beginning, the Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe charted concepts used in political and so-
cial language within German-speaking Europe, this later developing to include French vocabu-
lary. For developments in Global Conceptual History, see Margrit Pernau and Dominic Sachsen-
maier, eds., Global Conceptual History: A Reader (London/New York: Bloomsbury, 2016).

44 Trouillot, Silencing the Past: Power and the Production of History.

45 Michel Espagne and Michael Werner, ‘La construction d’une référence culturelle allemande
en France: genése et histoire (1750-1914)’, Annales ESC no. 4 (1987): 969-92.

46 Michel Espagne, ‘Comparison and Transfer: A Question of Method’, in Transnational Chal-
lenges to National History Writing (London: Palgrave MacMillan, 2013), 30-36.
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Cultural transfer research assumes and shows the circulation and entangle-
ment processes in and behind forms of resemantisation. As an approach, there is
no centre and periphery, but rather space is understood as transforming in the
process of transfers, while being adapted in a receiving context out of what is
owed to the foreign exportation. However, not only have I used a cultural transfer
approach to explain the presence of the foreign in a particular spatial format, I
have also used it as an analytical framework or tool for defining and selecting my
set of sources based on their relations, so that a second round of deeper analysis
would be conducted upon the sources and their internal dynamics in light of a
microhistorical approach.

As a craft, microhistories aim at capturing the fine details and the complexity
of change over time by focusing on a smaller unit; but unlike most microhistories,
I am not examining one person, one event, or one place, rather my unit is the
incubational period of a global concept. Methodologically, microhistory is highly
compatible with cultural transfer research, which is just as concerned with mi-
crolevel interactions through its examination of the receiver, sender, and third
parties involved within global processes. While a history of cultural transfers of-
fered me a method of finding transnationally dispersed sources and grasping the
development of a concept which a microhistory could not, the latter provided me
with an art of handling the sources so as to invigorate their potential for in-depth
contextualisation as well as to look for their subtle contradictions.

The microhistorical approach is, however, not designed for analysis across
vast transnational or global space. Yet I have found great potential in combining
it with a history of cultural transfers in practical and analytical terms. The Italian
tradition of microstoria from the late 1970s developed the method of “following”
so that identical names could be picked up in different (geographically close) ar-
chives, thus allowing the historian to reconstruct interactions amid diverse events
and affaires.*” Doing so, for networks of mobile actors scattered across transna-
tional space and enmeshed in the global condition, is obviously no feasible task;
even in times of digitalised archival catalogues.*® Micro-interactions in the form

47 John-Paul Ghobrial, ‘Introduction: Seeing the World like a Microhistorian’, in Global History
and Microhistory, ed. by John-Paul Ghobrial (Past and Present Supplement 14) (Oxford/New York:
Oxford University Press, 2019), 19.

48 There is, nevertheless, a growing body of literature which not only indicate the compatibility
of microhistory and global history conceptually, but which also points to the advantages in
method and perspective that each can bring to the others respective field, see Christian G. De
Vito and Anne Gerritsen, ‘Mirco-Spatial Histories of Labour: Towards a New Global History’, in
Micro-Spatial Histories of Global Labour, ed. by Christain G. De Vito and Anne Gerritsen (Cham:
Palgrave MacMillan, 2018), 1-28. For examples of how this methodological approach can translate
in empirically based examples of how this works, see Timothy Brook, Vermeer’s Hat: The Seven-
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of idea exchange and circulation nevertheless also occurred on the transnational
level. By identifying such micro-interactions based on cultural transfers to be
found in and between geographically dispersed sources, the (global) historian, it
would seem, is enabled “to carve out that particular area to which his [sic] tools

apply” despite “the vast chaos of reality”.*’

1.5 Gender History, Global History and Post-Colonial Studies

Beginning in the 1860s and for want of betterment or fleeing from Pogroms, Jew-
ish migrants were leaving Russia to head toward the Ottoman Empire and either
to or across Prussia. With the onset of the Great Eastern Crisis (1875-1878) even
more refugees and migrants began fleeing in both directions across the receding
Ottoman territories. The 1878 Congress of Berlin put an end to this crisis, but the
Ottoman Empire lost control over territories to its North and South West.

In the years following the Congress, the situation for refugees and migrants
had worsened, with thousands of Jewish refugees stranded on the border be-
tween Russia and the Austrian province of Galicia. Of the state-based data that is
available, it would seem that there had been a rapid increase of (Jewish) migra-
tion in the 1880s and 1890s, at the same time that there were emerging new prac-
tices of returning “undesirables”. As states began categorising migrants in the
name of territorial control, migrants responded by building networks and devel-
oping other knowledge sharing strategies to counter obstacles to their goal.

Given that the thread running through this book pulls together uneven
modes of interaction in space, with unequal categories of social difference, the
central topic and research questions comfortably sit on the slope connecting the
field of gender history to the basin of global history.”® To my benefit, several au-
thors have already started to map out the productive overlap between these
fields, in terms of their deconstructive approaches and through empirical exam-
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ples.® Peter Stearns was perhaps the earliest to the table in 2000, when he pub-
lished his book Gender in World History.>* His understanding of “gender”, how-
ever, is naive, rather than critical, in that he assumes it to be synonymous with
“woman”, applying it as an a-historical binary opposite category to “man” instead
of examining gender relations.> In contrast to this assumption of pre-existing nat-
ural groupings, I am working with the concept of gender more commonly used in
gender history, which aims to explain shifting categories of difference as they
changed over time. In other words, rather than assuming there are any globally
fixed social groups, an examination is carried out to understand how these
groups have been constructed historically.>*

In looking at European actors moving in and out of the European context,
neither Europe nor the categories for grouping people are treated as fixed con-
tainers or objects, but rather examined along the lines of what Maria Bithner and
Maren Mohring have suggested as a means for exposing the networked divisions
and exclusions imposed with reference to othered peoples and contexts in the
processes of European self-stabilisation.”® Global history and gender history apply
critical thinking and deconstructive approaches in their examination of how cate-
gories emerged historically within power structures as well as through lived ex-
perience. In global history, these categories tend to be spatially related, looking at
how fraught and cooperative interactions between people produced new dis-
courses and materialities via the building of bridges or borders between groups
within processes of respatialisation.’® At the same time, global history makes a
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conscious effort to more broadly contribute to historical understandings of un-
evenness and inequalities amid global entanglements, connectivity, and interde-
pendence.”’ The problem of using the nation as an investigative category has
after all also been long recognised by gender and post-colonial historians, who
point out how gender and race have functioned in its very production.*®

While gender and global historians produce knowledge on historical narra-
tive and historical processes, the work of a post-colonialist is to detect the silences
in texts and in the historiography; subsequently to tease them out and reveal
what the text does not say, all the while making transparent whose presence it
privileges, to whom, and to what, speech has been given through imperial vocab-
ulary. Although it is unclear to what degree I, as a white, though Irish, person,
can follow in the footsteps of post-colonial scholars, this book walks alongside
these traces in solidarity with, and in confirmation of “critics of Eurocentric hu-
manism who draw attention to its false universalising and masculinist assump-
tions”.*

Londa Schiebinger made issue with historical works which treat the study of
sex and race separately. She argued that in the scientific constructions which
came out of the eighteenth century, these categorisations for humans developed
simultaneously.®® I examine such constructs in my analysis, but ultimately what
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this work shows is the power of categorising people and territory for imperial
goals. In so doing, I address a silence in the history of “white slavery” in terms of
its misappropriation of the pain and trauma experienced by people from Africa,
who were forcibly transported and enslaved; just as it was also a misappropria-
tion of the experiences of European women and children who worked in brothel
prostitution.

“Human Trafficking” today speaks of a global phenomenon affecting the
poorest of populations around the world. Concealed within its history, however,
is a gaping silence on imperialism and the Eurocentrism of a gendered and racial-
ised conceptual development which came out of late nineteenth-century “white
slavery”. Through the semantic entangling of “whiteness” and “enslavement” in a
European culture of anti-Semitism, European amnesia toward its history of en-
slavement was arguably produced in the 1870s; all the while the incomparable
traumas and violence of different groups were rendered the same and invisible,
by allegedly making the exploitation of white women visible, though only in cases
which justified the expansion of the European state and colonial practice via po-
licing and migration control.

1.6 Layout of the Book

The incubational period of “white slavery” is defined as beginning in 1866. The
trope of the “white slaver” and the “white slave” can, however, be found in Euro-
pean orientalist works since the beginning of the nineteenth century. The “white
slavery” metaphor and concept of the late nineteenth century drew, in part, on
this knowledge, but it was also partially enmeshed with understandings of the
Napoleonic system of state-regulated prostitution. What’s more, the specificities
of the late nineteenth-century global condition informed the incubational devel-
opment of “white slavery” over the course of the 1870s. It is because of this messy
entanglement that the meaning of “white slavery” can be identified as having
changed. That said, it is also the reason why two whole chapters of this book are
dedicated to the contextualisation of all of these threads. This is done by using
primary sources as well as secondary literature.

The history of state-regulated prostitution is important for the way in which
historical actors and contemporary historians historicised the problem of late
nineteenth-century “white slavery”. Chapter two thus details the early modern
backdrop to the history of the revolutionary “French system” and how it was
adapted in other geographies throughout the nineteenth century. In the broader
frame, the chapter shows how law and regulatory systems served European states
in categorising people and thus producing the self and the other. This is done in
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terms of how categories of gender and race developed historically through Euro-
pean imperial exploration and how this knowledge came to inform the late nine-
teenth-century meaning behind the language of “white slavery”.

The orientalist trope of the “white slave” emerged from the Napoleonic proj-
ect in North Africa, but knowledge of it could only make sense against the back-
drop of eighteenth-century sciences. However, the “white slave” of the 1870s be-
came embedded in a very different political and social European context as the
broader populous gained sensational knowledge of the phenomenon amid their
own growing understandings of the global condition. Chapter three thus goes on
to examine violent interaction via culture and war and the technological means
through which knowledge on the “Orient” was produced and became entangled.

Following this contextualisation, I move on to revise the established narrative
within the historiography on late nineteenth-century “white slavery” and Euro-
pean prostitution. For this reason, chapter four (building upon chapter two) is on
the one hand a far more detailed state of the art then has been presented above;
on the other, it is a methodological critique and contribution to how state ar-
chives might be used and subverted to tell histories they were intended to con-
ceal. This is done by firstly laying bare how two transfer processes were identi-
fied within which “white slavery” was appropriated and adapted. Thereafter a
methodological contribution of this work is fully described in terms of how the
historical relationships between geographically dispersed sources and the actors
behind them can be identified despite their different contexts.

By looking for cultural transfers, borrowed ideas, and appropriated practices
and terms, I was able to trace hints and references to sources from within other
sources, following them back upon themselves. In doing this, two complex and
simultaneous transfer processes were isolated, which took place in the period
1866-1881 across transnational space, through the efforts and networks of a rela-
tively small group of actors, who had been essential to the formation of a new
global concept. These transfers did of course not occur with the smooth linearity
that my heuristic map might present. They were part of the chaos of both process
and perception under the global condition. Thus, chapters five to seven offer an
in-depth analysis and presentation of these transfers, broken down into parts
using an approach inspired by microhistory.

Simply describing and explaining the multiple transfers is not enough to illu-
minate the intricacies of how a concept had metamorphosed overtime out of a
metaphor. The reading of the history of the archival order presented in chapter
four leads into the explanation given in chapter five as to how the metaphor of
“la traite des blanches” from the Swiss context congealed into a concept through
translation in the process of gaining the linguistic equivalent of “white slavery” in
Britain. This new gendered and transnational concept gained power through its
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circulation among populist media. This was, however, not only a misappropria-
tion of a minority of women’s experiences in brothel prostitution, but also of the
experiences of millions of people from Africa, who had been forcibly transported
across the Atlantic. Attention is then drawn to the historical outcome of this dou-
ble misappropriation, by arguing how a simple metaphor and its subsequent de-
velopment into a popularly understood concept of “white slavery” perhaps con-
tributed an amnesia among Europeans toward the history of European colonial
slave trading.

Chapter six then moves into German-speaking Europe to explain how, over
the same period, “Mddchenhandel” or “weifSe Sklaverei” was also entangled in this
process and how this new transnational concept was presented to different kinds
of European publics in legitimation of new laws ostensibly against the idea of
“slave-trafficking”. The Austrian discourses were explicitly and unashamedly con-
cerned with Jewish criminality and migration toward the “Orient” and South
America. That said, the knowledge of “white slavery” which was produced by the
British and the Habsbhurg Empires tended to highlight the Jewishness of the prob-
lem through case building, categorisation, and profiling. Upon closer examina-
tion, however, these claims and their supporting evidence appear highly shaking.
Rather, a transfer of knowledge is shown in the chapter on how the discourse of
slavery was misused in the name of migration control laws. This transfer came
from the Americas via an Austrian diplomat and seemingly thereafter circulated
among a number of diplomats and statesmen in Europe and the Ottoman Empire.

“White slavery” discourses (narrative and visual) are shown as having pre-
sented different kinds of European publics in the period with an idea which legiti-
mated a globally shifting legal dogma. A closer look at the network of actors who
produced this knowledge is then taken in chapter seven, the final analytical chap-
ter. These actors to different degrees, knowingly or unknowingly, supported
changes in the law and in state practice through their articulations and depictions
of the problem. These discourses were, however, not floating, but rather clearly
connected to structural transformations which played out in contexts of refugee
and migration crisis, at the edges of the Ottoman empire, where territorial shifts
were about to roll in to the gain of the Habsburgs and the British Crown.

This work and these findings have been guided by Michel-Rolph Trouillot’s
Silencing of the Past. In line with his thinking, a history of “white slavery” has not
been written which simply makes a constructivist argument; claiming that a nar-
rative was invented and designated a sensational name so as to legitimise an al-
ternative political motive. Rather, it is driven by rethinking the relationship be-
tween process and narrative of the past, and for this reason the final chapter,
aptly titled “toward a conclusion”, is an invitation to debate and conversation. It
does so with some empirically grounded theoretical consideration for the life-
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world histories on “white slavery” as well as for a multitude of unexpected histor-
iographies, such as those on migration control, international policing, new impe-
rialism and so on. It invites for reflection on how state produced categories of the
migrant and her trafficker created the conditions on the ground, at the borders,
for the documentation of others in the archives and newspapers which fuelled
the rapid increase of discourse from the 1880s on and which provided evidence of
the alleged existence of a new transnational and gendered phenomenon in need
of combatting since the end of the nineteenth century.



