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Online Appendix A Online Mathematical Appendix

Online Appendix A.1 Determination of Economic Rents

We now describe an economy resembling the Caribbean setting in which the ordering of economic
rents in (1) holds, with h types being planters and ¢ types being merchants.

There are a finite number of planters np and merchants nys, as well as a citizenry/workforce
which is a continuum with unit mass. All agents are risk neutral.

Plantation production uses labour inputs and exhibits constant returns to scale. Each worker
hired produces output of A > 0 units of sugar. Sugar is entirely exported at the price prevail-
ing on international markets, which we normalize to one. Planters collude in setting the wage
w to maximize planter profits. In doing so, they are constrained by a worker’s outside option of
becoming a smallholder. This option is worth 7(x)y to a worker, where y is determined by an in-
dependent draw from the distribution U(0, 1) and 7(1) < 7(0) so that the extractive policy makes
each worker’s outside option less attractive (and thereby depresses wages). In the Caribbean, re-
ducing workers” outside options was the primary way in which wages could be reduced. One
reason was because London abolitionists kept a watchful eye on labour practices on the plan-
tations themselves. Another reason was that smallholding truly was the relevant alternative to
plantation labour so that wages were set at that margin as opposed to the standard assumption
of wages being set at the margin of labour productivities in two-wage paying sectors. See Dippel,
Greif, and Trefler (2018).

The profits of planters and plantation workers are spent entirely on a good which is imported
by merchants. Workers who exercise their outside option and become smallholders engage in sub-
sistence production. They exit the formal economy and do not purchase goods from merchants.
Merchants import the consumption good at cost ¢ and sell the good at price p > ¢, which is the
cost to non-merchants of importing the good.

Let us now solve for the equilibrium profits of planters and merchants. To preserve symmetry
within each occupational class, we assume that (1) workers are evenly distributed among planters
and (2) sales to planters and workers are evenly distributed among merchants.

A worker will accept a wage w if w > 7(z)y or y < % Hence by paying a wage of w, each
planter will hire mass - of workers. Thus a wage of w yields profit of

w
np7(z)

When planters collude in setting w to maximize planter profits, the equilibrium wage is w* =
A/2 yielding equilibrium profit of

mp(w;z) = (A —w).

AQ
T in pr(x)’
The equilibrium revenue of merchants is the sum of sales to planters and plantation workers,
which is simply equal to total planter revenue (i.e., wages are transfers between planters and
plantation workers), which equals ﬁj(m). Hence the profit to each merchant is

WP(JJ)

dp—c ¥
ny p 27(z)

As7(1) < 7(0), 7p(1) > mp(0) and mpr(1) > mar(0).

In addition, planters gain more from extractive policy than merchants, i.e., 7p(1) — 7p(0) >
mar(1) — war(0), if

my(x) =
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A2 I >Lp—c)\2 I
dnpr(x) |[7(1) 7(0) ny po 27(x) [7(1)  7(0)
L nep-c
2 ny p
1ny > p—c’ (28)
2np P

that is the merchants” markup must be sufficiently small relative to the share of merchants.
In sum, if (28) holds, then 7p(1) — wp(0) > mar(1) — mas(0), which is the condition we impose
in the paper, with planters being h types and merchants ¢ types.

Online Appendix A.2 Elite Composition and Political Outcomes

Proposition A1 Construct state 2’ from state z by switching 6; = L to H for ny players and switching w;
to ¢ for na players, for any feasible (ny,na).
The likelihood that extractive policy is passed is lower in state z':

Pz, =1|2) > P(xy = 1]2").

Proof of Proposition A1 Suppress time notation. In equilibrium, extractive policy is passed if
and only if d* > 0. Hence the likelihood that extractive policy is passed is P(D* > 0).
Let (N, k) denote the set of k-subsets of N. Define

n

I'(N,K)= | v, k),
k=K

with typical member A. Then

P(D*>0)= Y  IeaP(D; > 0)igaP(Dy < 0). (29)
aer (] 4])
Note that the following statements are equivalent:

D;

Y
o

o
m = T (P = By) (m +7)
_ 1—(5 7Tj
) T+

v
o

IA
v

(30)

Define
Aj=p- 158 T (31)

: 9
Ti+T

which is less than p and positive due to Assumption 2. Hence P(D; > 0) = 1 — Fyp.(A;) € (0,1).
(29) can then be reexpressed as
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P(D*>0) = > Mjea [l — Fy,(A)] Wjen—aFp, (A;) (32)
Aer (N[ 3n])
[1— Fp,(A0)] jea [1 — Fy, (A))] Wjen—aFy, (A;)

Aer (N—{i},[4n]-1)

+ Z Fo,(Ai)jear [1 — Fy, (Aj)] Tjen—arFo, (D)) (33)
aver (N—{i),[3n])
= —Fp,(Ay) > Wjea [1— Fp, (A))] Mjen—aFy; (A;)
Aey(N={ih[3n] 1)
+ > e [1— Fp, (A))] Wjen—arFp, (A)). (34)

Arer (N—{iy, [ gn] 1)

Now replace ¢ with ¢’ such that §; = L, §; = H and w; = w; as hypothesized. By (34), the
difference in probabilities is

P(D* > 0[0; = L) — P(D* > 0|0y = H) o Fr.(A;) — Fyr(Au). (35)

As w; = wy, A; = Ay. Inaddition, Fr(A) > Fr(A) for all A € (0, p) by assumption. Hence (35) is
negative.
Similarly replacing ¢ with i’ such that w; = h, wy = ¢ and 6; = 0,/ as hypothesized yields

P(D* > 0[w; = £) — P(D* > 0wy = h) o Fy,(A;) — Fy (Ay). (36)

Al > A;, because 7(1, h) > (1, ¢). Hence (36) is negative as F is strictly increasing.
Iterating this procedure establishes the proposition. [J]
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Online Appendix B Measuring Legislator Types

The secondary sources that we consulted were, for each island separately:
1. for Jamaica: Heuman (1981) and Holt (1991)
for Antigua: Oliver (1896), Lowes (1994), Lowes (1995), Dyde (2000) and Lightfoot (2007)
for Barbados: Schomburgk (1848), Hoyos (1978) and Beckles (2006)
for Dominica: Trouillot (1988), Honychurch (1984) and Baker (1994)
for Grenada: Brizan (1984) and Cox (2007)
for Montserrat: Davy (1854), Fergus (1994), and Berleant-Schiller (1995)
for St. Kitts: Britain (1840, p.94-96), Hall (1971) and Dyde (2005)
for Nevis: Iles (1871), Hall (1971) and Olwig (2005)

X ® N o g bk » DN

for St. Vincent: Sheppard (1831), West Indies Royal Comission (1884, p.101-126), Smith
(2009) and Smith and Forster (2013)

10. for Tobago: Craig-James (2000)

Elite members’ racial identity was primarily determined based on the above sources, as well
as on whether a family was listed in the 1820s Slave Registries, or in the Emancipation Compensation
Tables in 1835. For the new elite planters emerging in the post-Emancipation period, we perused
the distinct island-specific plantation surveys in Online Appendix Table 1.

To assign each legislator one of the four group labels, our starting point were plantation owner-
ship records. Before emancipation, all planters were white. In a first step, we therefore coded legis-
lators that belonged to families that were pre-Emancipation plantation owners as ‘white planters.’
Before Emancipation, plantation owners were recorded in the Slave Registries in the 1820s and then
again in the Emancipation Compensation Tables in 1835.*° Most families that appeared in the assem-
blies before 1838 were also recorded as plantation owners, but if they were not we coded them
as white merchants. For legislators whose families first appeared after Emancipation we con-
sulted post-Emancipation plantation surveys to establish if they were planters or merchants, and
we consulted an extensive list of island-specific social and political histories to establish whether
they were white or not. Given the salience of race as a feature of Caribbean history, these island-
specific accounts are usually quite explicit in this regard. The historical accounts almost never
contradicted the coding based on pre-Emancipation plantation ownership records, except in rare
cases of shared last names. They were essential for establishing the social type of legislators whose
families’ names had not appeared anywhere before Emancipation, particularly because there was
a substantial number of white planters in the data that first appeared after Emancipation, appar-
ently mostly ‘estate attorneys’ that managed the plantations of older established planter families.

Despite the wealth of information we collected, we still had to make some judgement calls on
some individuals in islands where the social histories and records were less extensive and detailed

* From 1813 on, the Crown required colonies to register all slaves. Most colonies have three iterations of the slave
registries, but each new iteration simply updated the previous for births and deaths. When England abolished slavery,
it set aside money to compensate slave owners for their loss. The disbursal of that money was recorded in the Com-
pensation Tables. We digitized the Slave Registries ourselves, while the Compensation Tables data had been digitized by a
research project at University College London; all 30,308 claimants can be viewed on consecutive url’s running from
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/lbs/claim/view/1to .../30308.


http://www.ucl.ac.uk/lbs/claim/view/1
.../30308
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than in Jamaica. Importantly, however, the thrust of our empirical analysis, especially on the key
predictions on roll-call voting behavior, is based on Jamaican data. Jamaica, being the biggest and
most important of the islands, had the richest records so that there was no ambiguity in measuring
elite types.



Online Appendix — Not for Publication

. 8F8T Teak ayj 10§ $300q aN[q 9} YIIM PapIWsUeL], “saIuo[o)) 3y} jo jusunreda

ayy Suraey ajelg jo Are1a1dag ayy 03 §QT Teak ayy 10y apew syrodar oy [9Z1T] 6%81,, (§) ., €81 AM[ 67 Parep ‘“A1salel ST 03 SSaIppe ue 0} uIniay (‘soInsIdar aAe[g)
-uonendod aae[s (002) ££81,, () .. 'SFST ACIN 1€ 39 8 A[oAn0adsal pajep ‘SUOWUIOD) JO ISNOL] Y} S[qeINOUOH] d} JO SISSAIPPE OM] 0] SUINIIY "SNIILINEA PUE SITUOJ0D
erpuy 159\ (66€) 8%-2F81,, (2) .,/ xipuadde pue ‘eousapiad Jo sapnuruwr ay Yim 1932303 ‘Bunuelq 993300 pue 1e3ng Uo 99)1Wo)) J09[95 Y} wioxy 310da1 Yauaads (G§7)
85-/F81,, (1) ,,"9G8T IeaA 3} IO SO0 AN[] S} YIIM PIjIWISURI], ‘SITUO[0)) 3} Jo juaunreda(] ay) Suraey ajeig Jo A1ejaidag ay 03 96gT Jeak ay) 1oy apew spiodar
AL [€0%2] 85-/G81,, (0) ., eoTewne[ pue ‘Spue[s] pIemasT aY) ‘SpUe[S] pIeMPUIAA S} 0] SUTJE[3I SJUSWNDOP PUE ‘@OUIPIAL ‘S3UTpaadol TIIX 01 TA sired Sururejuod Iy
‘ToA D xtpuaddy ‘uorsSTUIUIOd [eAOY BIPUT 31S9pA Y3 JO 310day] “uorssrurod [eAoy erpuf 31s9M [6998°D] 8681, (9) .."9F3T Teak a3 10§ S500q aNn[q Sy} YIIM pajruusuely,
*S3IU0T0)) a1} Jo Juawireda(] ay Suraey ajeig Jo A1eja1dag oY) 01 9FQ] Teak ayy 1oy apewr sprodar ayy, [698] /#81,, (¥) :s1odeJ Arejusurerjre SUOWWO)) JO dSNOL] :SIJON

68T >oeuBW|Y peplul L 3yl

888T >orUBW|Y PEpIULI] 3YL

88T >deuew |y peplulil 8yl

s9|ge ] uonesuadwo)

pepiull] - saLnsibay ane|s

¥68T >oeuBW|Y peplull ] ayL

TT'G-6'G sa1qeL ‘(8002) seluer-6resd

xipuaddy ‘obeqo Jo A101SIH W ‘(298T) %000p00 M

. €6-2¢'d ‘[698] /18T siaded suowwo) Jo asnoH
s9|ge ] uonesuadwo)

xipusddy ‘ofeqo] jo A0isIH W (£298T) %000pOOAA
obeqo - salisibay ane|s

sa|qe L uolresuadwo)

JUBDUIA 1S - SaLisIBay ane|s

9'1 ‘JUSJUIA'IS 4O JUN0JJY [edliolsIH ‘(TEST) pleydays
JUBJUIA 1S - SalisIBay ane|S

q ¢€2-622'd '[6998'0] 868T siaded suowwo) Jo asnoH
JeUBW|Y SPUe|S| pJemas] 6/8T a3yl

JeueW|Y s18ydoistiyd 1S 0G8T 8yl

» 72T-121°d '(S12) 8v-L¥8T sisded suowwoD Jo asnoH
sa|ge uonesuadwo)

q L6-95°d '[6998'0] 868T siaded suowio) Jo asnoH
JeUBWIY BIONT IS 2G8T 8yl

q ¢€2-6¢2'd '[6998'0] 868T siaded suowiwoD Jo asnoH
JBRURWI|Y SPUB|S| pJemaaT 6/8T ayl

s9|ge L uonesuadwo)

salsIBay ane|S

, 10T-66'd ‘[€0t7¢] 85-2G8T siaded suowwo) Jo 8snoH
, 8TT-9TT'd '(66€) 8-/ 18T siaded suowwo 40 8snoH
sa|qe L uolresuadwo)

v68T
888T
2881
GEBT
€181

¥68T
1881
2981
Ly8T

Gest
ce8T
6187
Gest
T€8T
1281
LT8T
L68T

8.8T
0587

Ly8T

GEBT
1681

¢s8T
L68T

88T

GEBT
LT8T
8487

88T
Gest

pepiulL
pepiunL
pepiun L
pepun L
pepiun L
obeqo |
obeqo
obeqo |
obeqo |
obeqo |
obeqo |
obeqo
JUBDUIA 1S
JUBJUIA 1S
JUJUIA 1S
JUSDUIA IS
SHIM 1S
SHIM 1S
SN IS
SN 1S
SN 1S
BN 1S
BN 1S
SINAN
SINSN
SINON
SINON
1e1I9SIUOIN
1e1I9SIUOIN

1eLISJUON

JeueWw |y ealewer 08T a3yl

sa|qge L uoltesuadwod

JeueW | ealewer 6Z8T 3yl

6/8T MoruRW|Y BURAND 3yl

098T deurW|Y eURANS ayL

. 86-v6'd ‘'[698] /18T siaded suowwo) Jo 8snoH
. 86-76°d ‘[698] /8T siaded suowwo) Jo asnoH
, TT1-7'd (002) ££8T Sladed suowwo) Jo asnoH
YorUeW|Y epeualD L98T ayL

s T8T-08T°d '[92TT] 6¢8T siaded suowwo) 40 asnoH
s9|ge L uonesuadwo)

epeualo) - salnsibay ane|s

JeUeW|Y SPUB|S| pJemas 6/8T 3yl

sa|qe.L uoltesuadwod

eIIUIWOQ - SaINSIBAY ane|S

868T J0J JeueW |y Sopeqleg

0/8T 10} Jeuew |y sopegleg

GO8T 10} JeuewW |y sopegledg

T98T 10} Jeuew |y sopegledg

¥G8T J0J JeueW|Y Sopegled

88T 10} JeUeW|Y Sopeqleg

s9|ge L uonesuadwo)

sopequeg - salisIfay ane|s

V Xipuaddy ‘spiemasT syl 40 aAl4 ‘(T.6T) IIeH
JeUBW|Y SPUB|S| pJemas 6/8T 3yl

, L1-v1°d ‘[g0vZ] 8G-258T Siaded suowwo) J0 asnoH

JeuRW|Y enbiuy 268t 8yl
Ansibay 7 oeuew|v enbnuy £¥8T syl ‘UeH
sa|qe. uolesuadwo)d

enbiuy 40 1uno29y aAnduasaq v ‘(0€8T) uosuyor
enbnuy - saLnsibay ane|s

0v8T
GEQT
6¢8T
6,87
0981
9v8T
8€8T
€est
L9817
6787
Gest
LT8T
8.8T
Gest
L1817
8681
0/8T
G981
7987
¥S8T1
8781
GEBT
LT8T
1687
8187
8987
TG8T
V8T
GesT
6¢8T
LT8T

eolewer
eolewer
eolewer
eueAng
eueAn9
eueAn9
eueAng
eueAng
epeusls
epeualo
epeualo
epeuslo
eolUIWOQ
eolUIWOQ
eoIUIWOQ
sopegJeq
sopegJeq
sopegleq
sopegJleq
sopeqJeq
sopegJeq
sopegJeq
sopegJleq
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy
enbnuy

SAaAINg uoTjeIUR]J I0J S92INOSG ele(] ] d[qeL XTpuaddy auruQ a[qer,



Online Appendix — Not for Publication

Table Online Appendix Table 2: The Parishes in the Ten Islands

Jamaica

Clarendon
Hanover
Kingston
Manchester
Metcalfe

Port Royal
Portland

St Andrew

St Anne

St Catherine
St David

St Dorothy

St Elizabeth
St George

St James

St John

St Mary

St Thomas East
St Thomas in Vale
Trelawny
Vere
Westmoreland

Nevis

St George
St James
St John

St Paul

St Thomas

Antigua

Belfast

Dickensons Bay

Five Islands

New North Sound

Nonsuch

Old North Sound

Old Road

Popeshead

Rendezvous Bay

St John

Town of St John

Willoughby Bay

Town of Parham

Towns of Falmouth
& English Harbor

Dominica

St Andrew

St David

St George

St John

St Joseph

St Luke

St Mark

St Patrick

St Paul

St Peter

Town of Portsmouth
Town of Roseau

Barbados

Bridgetown
Christ Church
St Andrew
St George
St James

St John

St Joseph
St Lucy

St Michael
St Peter

St Philip

St Thomas

Montserrat

St George

St Patrick

St Peter

Plymouth & Kinsale
St Anthony

St. Vincent

Charlotte
Grenadines
Kingstown
St Andrew
St David
St George
St Patrick

St. Kitts
Anguilla
Christ Church
St Anne

St George

St John Capisterre
St Mary

St Paul

St Peter

St Thomas
Trinity

Tobago

St Andrew

St David

St George

St John

St Mary

St Patrick

St Paul

Town of Plymouth
Town of Scarborough

Grenada

Carriacou

St Andrew & St David
St George & St John
St Mark & St Patrick

Notes: This table simply lists the the islands’ parishes, i.e. the electoral districts returning assemblymen.
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Table Online Appendix Table 3: Re-Estimating Table 2 with District Fixed Effects

Panel A. Voting Overlap with the White Planters: Jamaica

1) (@3] ) 4) ) (6) () (8)
I(New Elite) -5.176*** -6.306*** -5.370*** -6.358***
[0001]  [0.000]  [0.006]  [0.001]
I(New Elite Planter) -1.689 -2.850 -2.287 -3.558
[0428]  [0.184]  [0.405]  [0.198]
I(New Elite Merchant) -6.987**% 8.0BYF* -6.762%%* .7.581%%
[0.000]  [0.000]  [0.006]  [0.002]
weighted Y Y Y Y
year FE Y Y Y Y
Observations 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999
R-squared 0.153 0.249 0.255 0.340 0.159 0.255 0.259 0.343
Panel B. Voting Overlap with the White Planters: Barbados & Grenada
)) @3] ®) (4) ) (6) ) (8)
I(New Elite) 3016 -2.650* -3514%%  .3329%*
[0.151] [0.053] [0.019] [0.039]
I(New Elite Planter) -3.040 -1.654 -2.629 -2.446
[0137]  [0.359] [0.116]  [0.151]
I(New Elite Merchant) -3.000 -3.262* -4.016**  -4.025**
[0.339] [0.067] [0.023] [0.041]
island: Barbados Grenada
year FE Y Y Y %
Observations 1,064 1,064 1,064 1,064 733 733 733 733
R-squared 0.039 0.185 0.039 0.185 0.041 0.130 0.042 0.131

Notes: This table re-estimates Table 2 with district fixed effects added, resulting in a larger R squared and somewhat
smaller point estimates on the coefficient of interest. p-values for standard errors clustered at the individual level are

reported in square brackets, ***, **, * denote 1%, 5% and 10% statistical significance.
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Online Appendix C Barbados’s Geography

Barbados was an outlier among the Caribbean slave societies in its geography. While all Caribbean
islands shared their climatic conditions, there was large variation in geographic characteristics like
elevation and soil. The typical Caribbean sugar colony was characterized by sugar-suitable coastal
plains and a rugged interior that lay fallow during slavery. Barbados was the only Caribbean sugar
island that combined the advantages of limestone rather than volcanic soil with a high enough ele-
vation to protect sugar from saltwater and storm surges.The Caribbean is divided into three island
chains: The Greater Antilles are large islands with mountainous interiors and coastal plains. Of
these, only Jamaica was a British colony, the others are Cuba, Haiti and the Dominican Repub-
lic. Most British Caribbean colonies-Dominica, the British Virgin Islands, Grenada, Montserrat,
Nevis, St. Kitts, St. Lucia, and St. Vincent-belonged to the inner chain of the Lesser Antilles,
which is volcanic and mountainous. The outer chain of Lesser Antilles—Anguilla, Bahamas, Bar-
bados, Turks and Caicos—consists of flat limestone. This limestone was more suitable for sugar
cultivation because it retained water better than the volcanic land on the inner chain (Richard-
son, 1997, p. 147) and because sugar does not like high elevations. In Barbados, the entire land
area was highly sugar-suitable land, and over 95% of its land was under cultivation on the eve
of emancipation, compared to under 50% elsewhere in the Caribbean (Martin, 1839, p.32-102).
While Barbados was not particularly unique during slavery, it was unique after emancipation its
ability to offer extremely low wages for lack of any other options to the citizenry. Consequently, a
merchant class catering to local markets did not develop, and emancipated blacks did not obtain
the franchise for a lack of available land for purchase.
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