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INTRODUCTION 

ion, the freeing of slaves, was the chief 

s by whic number of free Nearoes was tncreased dur­

r1can h1story tram lb4) to 1832. ManU-

I 

in 

issio rou2h various procedures which 

re motiv, d by both public and private action. The basic 

thad of manumiss ion was bv will. The earliest known will 

ted 1645. By its provis ions a 

irsdnian named Vau2hn "freed his Negroes at certain age 

ome of them he tau~ht to read and make their own clothes. 

left them land." .... The earliest mention of manumitting 

rs to have been in 1646. when 

Governor Theo'Dhllus Eaton of New Haven Colony freed Jo 

and his wife and settled them on a farm. 2 The emanci­

tian of these slaves may be considered the beRtnnina of 

on Gr 
(New York: 

""'''' .................1 ~ 
, 
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io , procedure tbrou2h which ro 

group to arise in ricQ. 

The philosophy of th eric evolutionary War 

ost likely onsible for of ervor In 

manumitt lav, Th :htenment with 

it phasis on freedom, t the Declaration 

of Independ ,nd the deslr eract Br! ,nu­

,19sion ef 11 contributed to or "ecULl;;.ion 

for the rl2hts of man. For example, Thadd 

Jefferson's interest in 8ee1n~ all men baeo 

ree, named Jefferson executor of his will. In the will, 

, w~o lived in Poland, authoTizcd Jefferson to 

is American funds for the purchase and education of 

laves 80 that they mi2ht become Rood citizens of their 

country and defenders of itl liberties. 3 

The movement to manumit slaves, either by will, 

, or legislative enactment, was well under ,;~ay befor 

opening of the nineteenth century. Individual manum!s­

ion in Pennsylvania constantly increased the free cl 

Slavery almost became extinct in that colony throURh tll! 

of 

p. 43. 
3John H. RU 

1619-1885 (Baltlmor 



• &~:::~... ."-D7:_.,-- ... - .. 1 

y, 
111p 

d Camp 

uBsell, ~ Negro in Virginia, pp. 52-53. 

6Ibid., pp. 58-59. 

4Ulric 
D. Appleton 

5 

Yor 

3 

ithin two stenerations after 1750.4 

not W1thout 1eRai restriction, however. and in 

Virstinia p 

1723.5 Owing chiefly to the persistent efforts of th 

ra ana the MethOo1Sts, restrlctJ.ons upon voluntary 

6ion were 2enera1ly removed by 1782. 

During the period between 1790 and 1832 such condi­

ions as insurrections and the economic and social factor 

the number of manumisslons allowed in the South. 

laves corresponded with condition: 

prevailing during this period. 

Classes in Ne2ro history taken under Doctor Lorenza 

t ~ noted Negro historian at Lincoln University, 

Jefferson City, Missouri, a seminar class taken at the Uni­

private studies in Negro history 

d lack of complete studies on manumission and thu 

prampted the writer's attention to this touic. It is tru 

comDlete case studies have been collected by Helen 
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A DlU.J:.L' URVEYO MANUMISSIO DCEDURES 

BETWEEN 1624 AND 1774 

1 
.._-- ----- ."-n- - - -_ ... -ry", p. 425. 



2! ~ Old Sout (N,to 
C 

.a__ - __ l 

). p. 270.Yo .­
Southern Colonies in 

~ -
~ 

University 



~ 

(Bal 

ine, The South in ...__ 
-Hall-;I"nc., 1943), ­

~ of Slavery in Virgin 
Th ~oaa, 1902), p. 32. 



6
 te w~~~~~~ ~~~~WJ I, p. 55. 

7Ibid. J p. 7 v • 
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as justifiable. in order to make Christians of 

them, had a corollary that 1'1hen the purpose of enslavement 

en achieved. by their conversion, their slavery would 

cease and they would become free. As more Slaves wer 

.rou2ht into the colonies, however, this corollary met 

resistance fro laveholders. Slaves, in turn, thouszht of 

to an to secure the rewards of 

10n. Therefore, began to abuse this privi­

en spiritually inclinedIe 

ward the Christian faith. Tb laveho1der to real­

ize that baptism of a s1 challen~e or threat to the 

rvile institution. 

land, r in 1 • usin ptism as 

of securin took precaution by p in 

a law in 1664 to t further .WIU.~tdon case ecau 

o pti i tatement in the colonial• 

records of Maryland verifies an att t to regulate or 

control manumissions of th1 y 19th Sept. 1664 

••came a member fram the lower howse ••• Itt is desired by 

he lower howse that the upper hawse would be pleased to 

drawe up .ct obligeing to d vita they 

thinking itt very nece ry for the pretending to be 



10 

,,9Christned o t 1 of 

J;.l.KU&- C1.t thi 

d ' 

lreaayr 

toother sl11 

into the 11 serve Duran 

any NeRro or other slav 

ir fatner re for t' erm of their 

t entit1 

hlob presume 

'hi , 

burden of proof as to 

han upon their d iners •11 

he ties of slavery, 

the op~ortunities of manumission 

In 1661 the fir nc 

10
J 

1860 (New York: 

9Ibid., IV, p. 1. 

11Ibid • 
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ot Vir2inia in reRsrds to NeRroes as slaves; however, 

roes were not oeS1kQated	 as slaves until tne next year, 

. - _ 12 
~ en a more comprehenS1v 

ter, in the Act of l67u, the status or all servants whO 

re not Chr1st1ans was regu18teo. l3 This act divide 

laves into two classes, those who came to the colony by 

land and those who came by sea. This distinction on tne 

ot: arrival obviously favored the Indian, who usually 

came Dy land, and fixed the status of slave on the non-

Christian African, who was usually imported into Virginia by 

hipping. However, the African coming by sea mimt still 

p his status of servant for a certa1n number or vears an 

then be manumitted if he had became a Christian before land-

Such was the case of Anthonv. sold by John Endicott of 

ton in 1678 to Richard Medictt to serve "but for Tenn 

from the dav that he shall D 

he exniration of the said Tenn yeares . . • to De a 

,n co aoe wherever he pleaseth. ,.]A Endicott's intention 

12Cart 
(WashinRton: Associated p. 83. 

___es, I, pp. 59-60.l3-atterall, Judie 

14Ibid., p. 60. 
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hony should not be a slave for life, but should be 

.~tted after a certain time, would have been defeated 

Anthony been imported "not being Christian." 

The first landmark in the history of Rhode Island 

leR,lelation reaardin2 slavery was the Act of 1652 nassed by 

e representat~ves or YroV1GenOe ana warwicK, betore Rhode 

Island and Providence P1antatlons were broU2ht Lnto one 

urisdictlon bv the 1663 oharter. The act provided tnat: 

and, 
th 

yeares ot age, Lt they Dee taken 10 unaer tourteen, from 
- . - - - . . - - - _.. . --e 

tt 

od ployed in manumittinK later in the 

15Ibid • t IV, p. 448. 

1vPhillip... , ------- - ~~n~- ~~~y~ry, p. 104. 



13 

seventeenth century were by word 0 J 11 and 

testament, and bv deed. Manumisaio in t' rin, 

rly colonial period r-

o • o reason ,y i , the 

1 or ion h f1 of 

Ivelonment, ani cona, the other 1 r powerful causes 

not: ye n to A lavehold­

r in recordg, 

o otners to determine th tivi However,
 

c , QJ.rect info
 

ion may 1 ed. 0110 ch1et cau to
 

rit
 

i 

ion: (1) bloo 1 o manum! ter, or 

to a , no (2) 00 11 of t med by 

it 1 rv 

reason for regardi' load relationship
 

or c e i d c
 :nces • One of th 

cases which served as a basts for future cases was tne cas 

of Irish Nell. 17 In 1681 Lord Ba1t~re returned to Mary­

land 

on 

y of four y' rs in En21and, brin2tna with 

him d tic servant a e white woman named Eleanor, 

17"'oodson, Negro in Our History, p. 111. 



1661 to prevent inter-

reed! of ot the law in Maryland 

id: 

d forasmuch
 
forgetful 0
 

of our nati
 
Iso diver 

N
 
r
 

e: 

, 

Lor ,or... , fore returning to England, secured 

the Act ofthe repeal of the Act of 1661 (also 

1 Boarman. 1 Bar. and 
Judicial Cases, IV,• 371, 

p. 49. 

19··oodsou• •'-0-0 in Our History, pp. 110-111. 
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1664) ot 1663. Act of 1663 iRued to 

p nt perso purchasl d marryin 

to their or laves of 

20• After Nell cnildren in 

conseQUence a rrL , d in 1770 grandchildren, 

( 'UCll.IU;J ) , v~a;J.~ioned for 

cended 

from the statu 

ryl 

c1: of 

id in all the 

otber American colonies an, Indi The pro­

dinas instituted to obtai' or Nellis offspr1~ 

Iy h ro nuBDand occupi ~tion of the courts of 

r 01: Y OVlnC ial Court 

d t 

. 
, t the Court of 

in 1771 reversed jud fe 

counsel: no c ppearing, to 

e isldol.u;r;e o diBcr J.1D.J.I1ULe or distinguish between 

21the issue ore t ct an hose born after. 1I 

U~_~~~~~ v~~~~, 

nd 
IV, 

p. 

2lIbid • 
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ixteen vears later Man Butler, the dau2hter of 

illiam and Mary BUtler and the great-granddaughter of Irish 

II. petitioned for freedom and was successful in obtainin 

it. 22 A general court held that without a conviction in 

court of record of Irish Nell's having intermarried wi 

lave, neither she nor her issue could become slaves by vir-

of such intermarriaa:e, and that no presumption of such 

conviction arose because the petitioner and her ancestors 

had been held in slavery. It was also noted that the 

record, proceedings, and judgment on the petition of Willi 

.nd Mary Butler (her parents) aRaine t Boarman t1were no Dar 

o prevent the petitioner from claLminR and havin2 her free­

dom." The defendant, Crata. appealed. In the court of 

ppeals, counsel for the appellee argued convincingly that: 

qual degree 
possessed with 
If she comm1t­

lave, she would by 
conviction in 
common law mode 
prescribed by 

ible, to prove that 
during the exis tence of 

y or tradition is not 

22 2 Bar. and MCH. 214, June 1791, 
tteral1, IV, p. 50. 
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ufficient to pro 
enera1 court in favo 

t[ 
,ut1 

ffirmed ln 1791.]23 

In a similar manner Eleanor T00200d 2ained her tree-

in 1783. In Eleanor's case a h11J;her court, a court 0 

ppeal.;> , fi judgment of lower court 

neral court. 1 court, t t 

islon 0 e ty court, in which 

th t of court in 1780 favor of 

to El ,or. 1 or' r, 

r, W for life by virt of t at 1664; 

ver, An i r' oth • y r, daughter 

f fter in jor • 

Fi r to a d DLe"". ,n 

atholic priest the eer Thu peti­

oned for manumission thr of her 2ran.-.­

other Mary Fisher. A eourt of held that the Act of 

664 did not n oMary Fi 

,other; 

r father, 
ryIn 

freeo 

a 

y 1783,• 26, 
p. 49.Catt 



1 

If manumit influenced by t of kin­

in, it is prob view of the disparity between til 

o complexional c o~ slaves. that at 1 lar 

number of egO 

The 0 on igned d\ll;J.UK 

period was that on .ood ters, how­

,ver itained, conferred favor. o 

or 1703 and 1709 in 11 illustrat 

ive. r uanter t he was 

by tId 00 lawful c iderat10 of tn 

ty lth 1 servic one by my ne2ro S o 

them both fr A• 

1 r n' r 0 y last will e"­

tement. o otb his occurred New 

Jersey and South Carol 111 in 1722 of Thomas Scan­

ord of New Jersev stated t upon the death of Stanford' s 

e2ro man should be manumitted if in the opinion of 

26bree nei2hbors named be had d well. Robert Daniell 

,~55ion to his slaveo olin 

25 ....... , .........d, p. 26.
 

26 llipg, 



27 id. 

28Negro Bowze ~. ~, 4 McIlwa1ne 437, reh 1676, 
Catterall, Judicial Cases, I, p. 81. 

29 ...- , 4 Ilwaine 413, 
June 1775, 



in his unconditional
 

32
 

charge; if unable to do 80, 

freedom Dy rv hi master our year lon r. 

30Greene, Negro in Colonial
 

31 32
Ibid., p. 350. Ibid. 



~, 

y. 

'J.'Oby, 4 Lei 163, y 1708, ttera11, 
p. 428. 

_____ ~nSt Ibid., p. 328. 



facilitated throuah le~al means. ARRresSLVe Ne2roe~, 

ppealing to the courts for their freedom. often received 

it. Imoetus was aiven to such action durln2 the constitu­

ional controversy with Great Britain, when the bonds of 

ry were graoually DeLng d1sso1veO by the revolutionary 

pniloBophy. Besides those already cited. there was a suit 

raught by Jenny Slew of Ipswich. Massachusetts, in which 

the litiastion is typical. Greene described the case t 

.'-0- - in Maryland 
(Balt 



23 

over 
eeping 

rther 
aid 

, h 
inea her 

the 

Colonial ~ England J p. 347.a! 

37Ib.... u • 

36Green... , 
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ITSTHE 

~lJ!WUSSIO 

ideo1oay of pendence e o 

proc~a~1J o tio' 

,y the end 

1 mechanism or t 

ctiveness 0 

determined by military, 

Th 1ement o ,ce in1y 1£ 

nt~.1, an 

ionof 

concerning manumis 

t 

re po1i ocla1, tbe co 

c of the revo1ut .ry philosophy in motion man"­

ion fore - 0 - ­ cba.nge in tb 

tUB of a powerful did 

t almost 

erve 1.n 

e philosophy of t 

slaves who b 



11
• J 



26 

o 81 

hould 

1so 

286. 

'D-\,.-l 

1so so 

.ro 

r owners 

177Iy proc lfi1JIll..Ug 

(Baltimore: Niles Publishing Company, 1822), p. 

2John Hope Franklin. E!Q!! Slavery To Freedom ( 
ark: Alfred A. 

Ua"l'\~ 011nto~. 



_______ ~aBeBJ II, p. 4. 4Ibi....3C 



5Christopner
 
chard Alden, ed.) (
 

II, pp. 545, 550.
 



rrmgtou, 
Alfred A. Knopf 

8"Benry r to Georg shirutton,1t Letters of 

th 
IV . 

in the "' "* ~..... 

North C ---

American .. -t"="..- .....- .... -----
Company, - -



tate ourchase the slaves J manumit them, and form them into 

two battalions. The purchase money for the slaves was to be 

paid by the national 2overnment. Constress further ree 

ended to South Carolina and Virainia that they enlist a 

body of militia, including Negroes, for the defense of th 

outhern states, with the Continental COU2ress underwriti' 

Burnett, editor 
hinatoD, 1932), 

Vol. 

9 l1John Fell, Diary ," Ibid., p. 117. 

l.... Ibid. J D. 133. 



11Ibid., p. 113.
 

12_
 
,0 ~--~n- Wa8b1ngton and the Negro 

(Washington: , Inc., 1932), p. 65. 



in this cl reflect difficulty of clothing in the 

rmy. Unl ter turned over his newly-manumitted 

13 _______ , IV, p. 134.mett (ed.), 

14Greene, Negro History Bulletin, XIV, p. 128. 



15Ibid., p. 133. 

1 

Thomas c. 
Major-Ge 
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rded as equal to the1.r troops ana tna
 

ossible to secure an eaual exchsnRe of pr1sonerg,
 

ritish or Hessian soldier for a manumitted Negro solo1er. 

~er, since both armies used Negroes and Indians. as well 

nite troops, this contention was open to question. Le u
­

islatures also contended that the enlistment of Ne2ro troop 

auld convey the impression to the enemy that the Americ 

re not able to Ret their own people to bear arms, thu 

injl upon the American troops the same ridicule that 

heaped upon Lord Dunmore, who, at the be2inninR of the Revo­

lution, had so freely enlisted NeRroes in Vir2inia. 17 

17From note taken in a class under Dr. Lorenzo 
J.	 Greene, Lincoln iversity, Jefferson City, Mo., 1952. 

18Ibid • 
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GA""'".ce in the contin 1 t th 1 , ,e state 

litia, and ro t d manumitted, 

fouaht in each of th b rII 

in the navy. r. r1 that 

ly one out of every i10rs of A 

the Virginia navy list of bi
 

'ccord. e also
 lev , ,ny 

o	 hom wer listed in t 1 of fr men 

19titut for their ers. 

d also promised slave 

join their troops. One-third 0 

rrlson t the s1e2e 

of Augu d ro loyal to ritish. 

There wer .y ituati ugnout colonie
 

here the Briti
 manumitted slaves to further their 

20 cause. 

The bid fa :ro uriIl2 the war h ffect of 

liberalizing the policy of colonists toward ttin 

slaves for war duty. This effect also had ficant 

19_ rles, Negro in tb....._ ... __~.. n ..... ...__.... 

20Ibid., p. 149. 

tin 

rit 

tb 
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fluences on judicial cases concemin2 manumission durin 

the years fo110wina the war, 1780 to 1790. 

New York offered to manumit any slave who woul 

rve 10 the army for three years, and the owners were 2iven 

land bounty for their slaves. 21 
~ 

gro SOl.cJ1.ers the same bounty it was giving to whites, and 

the owners were 21ven bounties as payment for the freedom of 

ir slaves. 22 Congress recommended that three tho 

eszroes be recruited in Geor21a and South Carolina, with the 

continental 20vernment llsyina not over a thousand dollar 

for each slave recruited, and at the end of the war the 

lave was to be manumitted and Riven fifty dollars. 23 Thl 

plan was rejected by South Carolina and Georgia. In May of 

1782 Vir~inia passed a law to authorize the manumission of 

24laves who had faithfully served in the army. 

After the Revolutionary War only three instances of 

ion of slaves for war services were recorded in 

2\:dward Channing, A Histori of the United States 
(New York: The Macmillan Company, 1 37), Vol. Ill, p. 560. 

22-ranklin, From. Slavery To Freedom, p. 134. 

23Ibid., p. 135. 

2~·oodson, Negro in Our History, p. 125. 
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25or2ia. One suoh case was David Monday, a Ne~o slav~. 

ondav was aooraised at a hundred 2Utneas and this amount 

oroereO to be pa10 by the state to his owner. Another 

ion case was tnat or a mu~atto nameo AustLn uabney. 

for his action aRainst the British. The 

Georgian commendation for Austin stated that his action 

ny rreema.n. It also asserted that he 

ted and entitled to all the liberties, priv­

ileStes, and Ummmities of a free citizen so far as free 

egroes ano mulattoes were allowed. Austin had been dig 
-

led tbroU2b his services and, therefore, was pai
 

26
ens10n rece1ved by other disabled veterans. 

Virginia initiated chan2es in its manumission law 

fter the Revolutionary War. An important change was the 

1 of the Act of 1723, which provided that no Negroe~, 

1attoes, or Indian slaves could be set tree, upon any pr... ­

27 ,ce, except for some meritorious services. In 1777 the 

Virginia assembly manumitted a slave owned by John Barr. 

25Green.-,
 

26
 rl
 

27C
 raIl, _____ _ uaBes, I, P' 72. 



3 

,y. in 

assembly 

in th 

y ~h 

eritorio 

29Ibid . 

lution. p. 183. 

.--8-- .------< -------. XIV J p. 140. 

II .~-Q"-

rfo 

r 

28Ib1d . 

3 

31Green.... 

779 
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other 2roupo;pe 

cedures. 

ion and 

Comm1ttee was 

ct of 1782. 

fully executed 

(Baltimore: 

In 1786 a slave named James was manumitted under t 

With the permission of his master. James h 

ntered the service of the Marquis La Fafavette and. at tn 

eri1 of his life, had 20ne into a British CamP and faith-

an important commission entrusted to n~ Dy 

fayette. 32 

kers had continually petitioned 1 

to pass acts which would better facilitate manumission oro-

In 1769 a committee of Quakers compr1stng tne 

Society was appointed to collect info 

to visit all slaveho1dlng Friends to "dissuade th 

from the practice of keeping slaves. ,,33 The report of tM 

made before the Quaker yearly meeting, and it 

32 rican Revolution, p. 186. 

pnen
 
The John
 

rl , 



34Ibiv • 35Ibid •• p. 212. 
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ion while they were alive. However. the Quakers had 

o 82ree 1.n an ooen court that they would provide support 

for the 8Red. the ill" and VO\DlR persons to be manumitted .. 

Those slaves who could not take care of themselves were not 

ted. 3Q This desire for manumissio 

involved in the judic1al cases 0 

_!!9!.t .1776 t Mayo :!.. Carrington. l7~1; ana l,;nar.L.es v. 

1781. 37 

apical case demonatratinlit this future 

desire of the Quakers for manumission of their slav 

In this case the will of John 

, uQ~ed August 11, 1771, stated that his slave 

tted when they reached thtrey years 0 .... g,e..... , 

if the laws of the land allowed them to be free. He also 

desired that any future children of his slaves were to be 

numitted. if the laws of the land allowed them to be fr 

Pleasants willed his slaves to his son. John, with tbe Dro­

vision that he was to carrv out his father's request, if 

36Ibid . 

1804: C 



3"'Ple 11 9, y 1799, 
Catterall, Judie! 
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The effectiveness of the manumission movement 

termined by mili 

iolo21cal element was mainly manifested in tbe aboli­

nt durina this period. As early as 1774, largely 

fluence of the Quakers. the first anti-sLavery 

oClety was oraatU.Eed in Philadelphia. with Beniamin Frank­

lin as its president. Along with the influence of the 0Uak­

X8, the Amer1cans had to reflect the philosophy of liberty 

'bieb they had preached to the British. This philosophy 

rou2ht out 1n the denunciation of slavery by many outstand­

ing patriots in America. John Adams thought that "every 

asure or Druoence oU2ht to be assumed for the eventual 

otal extirpation of slavery fr- ...'L._ 11_ .... 0 ....... _ ... ,,39_...:1 

Jefferson denounced the system as endangert 

principle of liberty on which the state was founded; h 

ever, he maintained that the black race and the wh1.te r 

could never l1ve together 1n a state 0 

y process or laws to aepart V1.rg1.n1.a Dy 
I.n 

pecified time or lose the ri2ht 0 

( 

Schacbne York: 
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In 1776, Jefferson, , .d 0 r 

ppointed to 1 of VirgtnUl 

tteomt of manumission tten into 

t " s l av1laws of V.L~KUl 

dy in the Stat (manumitted) by 

d or by will. ,,41 Th ot apDrove t 

, however, t important were 

1ported into the S 

pl 

t 

of Slav 

1792 

Massachuset 

prevent 

of 

ever remot.... ,
 

ties collac information on slavery and published report
 

Thomas Yose1off, 1957), p. 205.
 

4..Channing , History of the Unite 
p. 557. 



---

•~... ~ nt 

p. 559-560. 

4~erbert Aptb olition 
(New York: Interns 1940), p • 

43Channing I History of _ _. _. III, 



removal 0 manum1ssio 1s oroc h 

,lreaay id t, 1777, Virgini.. , 

17 d ttemp radual 

d by their 1e2151a­

, nd ow ,e of litat­

manumiss ion. 

In Delaware a btll for tb 1 abolition of 

lavery rOQue J ,ry, ideration 

,y 11 for 4="...t-""" ion. Thi 

ill w oned i1 tho J' ,nd f1nally 

dropped. folIo r ed pe t 

manumission bv will or aCher 

ion ooul ur::Lty whic ,r­

nisb ,y c of slav 1mteen 

ves nad to be sound in 

.d and boay If-support. Under this law 

,y manumissl by 1 44 
o. 

1785 1791 laus bills to provide for 

he a-radua1 abolition of slavery were introduced in th 

,~ ~~~~-- ~-----

ory of 
1918), 

Vol. 



Others 

111Pg, . .......-. ......---..............Q­
45 

CR. 199, 
• 51-52. 

........ -_ .. _-J 121.
 

~. Elliott, 2 
Judicial Csses. IV, 





oc . 
... ,..~ ...~ ......... "JlI.6tiii1"'"'liiiI' ,
 



4 r, ...__.. "_-..A Economicold Und 'ood 



rper and Brother 11shers, 1939), 
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de of-the people. o te 

D serve in r t 

h manumiss ion at the end of serv1.Cg. 

The tates in the 1870 ' s abound in deed 

of ,uw;u,ttl ro soldiers and their families. Whil 

the n er rminable, it is not difficult to 00"­

t 1f not thousands, of slaves secured 

manumiss ion e end of the war. 

The id ieal pr Ihich wer d 

elude 

the ou of the war cnangea to t01 

1st rica. Consequently, the 

.umiS91on S ffee y military, sociological, 

conOm1C , bieh, in rn. were influenced by th 

rican Revolut1onary r. Thi is evident by the arowth 

of anti-slavery 8ttloud the Quakers' abolition 

movement, the 1i of 1782, the econ~o 

problems shawn in t' . ices which stimulat 

manumission, and, f 1y, ,laration of 

bleh declared: th tru to lf-eviden.. , 

that all men cr d r dawed by 

their Cr or with c 

t t 

1 bl t .... t 8IIlOtUt 

these ar Life, L1Dert:y Pur it of ppm .. Th 
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rican Revolutionary r ana the pbilosopnv c cted with 

had direct and t upon 

,umi mnVA1'l'U':l\n'... 



IV 

~UL"lISSIO OF 

.vIU: CTIONS 

This chanter is an evaluation of judicial cases and 

le2islation concerntn2 manumissions in conjunction with th 

historical record on servile insurrections or threats of 

these revolts in the ante-bellum Boutu. 

increased or decreased frequency of manumissions depending 

upon the occurrence of servile insurrections or threats of 

them? This subject is discussea further in pter V. 

Vario ypes of .ce indicate that opl 

in certain ctio uffer 

fear 0 lav, bich no 

actual situations of fear or danger 

emphasized t potentialiti o danger in t lave 

and when there were the or fears of servile 1nsur­

rections, fewer judicial c ist in ie 

ere anted. Bo· r, riods of pe in not 

othere ith 10 , .~ss1on cases in 

the court resulted favorable action. 

J 

s 

1 

In addition to this d t relationship between 
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d 1y revolutionary Franc~, lIU.&ut use that 

possession o e reDellion in tn 

United States. Similar ar~ents were used to justify th 

xacion of Texas and Florida. 1 

The possibility of slave rebellion in the arm.in2 of 

laves durin2 the Revolutionarv War by the American 2overn­

nc causea the South much anxiety. When, for exampl~, 

South Carolina learned that the Continental congr 

riouely contemplatina the wholesale armin2 of the slav 

to fis:ht the British, with future manumission understood, 

he threatened to withdraw from the contest with Ene:land and 

2return to a colonial status. The selection of George Wash­

iURton as commander of the revolutionary forces was promoted 

y the desire to make the war aJ)J)ear as a unified effort on 

3the part of New England and the South. The South pre1:erre 

to keep its militia at home because of the constant fear of 

urrect10D ana because of the British promise to manumit 

laves who would join their forces. This fear of slav 

ed 
Stat 

olution, p. 65. 

34·oodson, "'-0=0 in Our History, p. 122. 

,rl , neo "­



57 

:ployment in th ,r 1so ubjec of importance in 

other colonie.... e of ho ilities in 1775 

the Question of a~ el'tro, D' tted, co..... ­

iatently bother riotg. fear of I e l' urrec­

tions bad caused colonist o exclude roe rom mili ­

tia service. Th: right of urrection h caused t 

ices co 1 l8~1.nH: movements and 

pr1ncipl of arming 

the Negro so th part: of
 

aDUlation
 o ority. 

This fear was cl rly demonst rl of 

d royal ffort to keep 

that colony loyal 

or ir 

h ~ ng to prevent 

d of the patrio 

ill1amsDUrp, , roap of rine to seize the munitio 

intoi 

,nd , y insult is offered to 

or 

d: "BY 

, I will declare tre-­

dom to 

o 

lay [Wi.lliamsburg] 

the slaveholder 

in V1r21n1a erved rn of servile insurrection~. 

, p. 5.a ll.evoJ.u~l.on,• 



s leg, _ 5~.~~~~ ~~w~~~~~_~, p. 20. 

rd. War of !!1::. ~_ ... _------ I ... , 5. 



--

9 

ordered that all slaves who PUt their masters to death would 

come into possession of their master's plantation. 7 

utocrat 

Th~ r 0 rvile insurrection outherner 

do stranae th • o poor whit told Frederick Law Olm­

ted how it was in the South' iest days: 

if, 

fear of slave in South Carol c 

7 rl , """'0'" 0 in t-..a.- ..~... ~~......... .."........ 'W' ~ ... ,..~"'.,... . l~.
 

go: 
Johnson 

(ArthurF 
M. Schlesl: , 1953), 
pp. 380-381. 



'AWTA"~A A~n~v Gi 
tion (N, d 
p. 147. 

p. 

00 

d 

, ~••wU;&.& ""'--A.a.", tJ ..... y~ ...",..yv ...... lliiil't p. 11. 



14 .wley, ~, 

p. 1S. 



pp. 492-493.ill1p"", 
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rece10n which occurred in Maryland 

during the spring of 1738 demonstrates how judicial case 

ana laws played an imoortant role in 

Several slaves broke out of a jail 

County, united themselves with a group of outl~~o ~we~v~~, 

nd proceeded to waRe a small-scale 2Uerrilla war. The col-

ony's council decided that the Dl8aistrates of the affected 

had not exerted themselves sufficiently and instructed 

heriff to PUt down the trouble, empowerin2 him to use 

the entire strenath of the county 1f necessary.17 

The next year this same Maryland council was told 

that same of the esca~ed slaves and other slaves were pi 

nin2 to establish their own Rovernment after capturing the 

zine and the cavitol. On the Sunday appointed 

for the revolt a storm occurred, and tbe event was postponed 

or two weekS. At that point a slave beloD.2f.n2 to 

r. BrOOkeS Detraved the plot, and immediate measures of 

repression were taken that included the execution of at 

least one of the leadin2 rebels •I 

.. ......._ •• ""'_p .~_ ... , p. 191;
 
d 

18Ibid • 



p. 149; !:2 
740. C 



I,p. 72. 

t, u-o-­

ptheker, American Negro Slave Revolts, 

20 

p. 71.
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t'UU'tUL"l,lbO ION uu:i~i) 

1790 AND 1832 

To th o he institution of slavery 

2 
t with little hODe of day. Hi 

Catt 

( 
Yo 

November 1791, 
, 



3C! ....._...p. . 43v. 

oAoIY"" &."'-"' ,... ... 

rc 
CD. La.y . 

• 5339, 



The period from 1790 to 1800 was one of tho 

centers of fear based on servile insurrect10ng. 

rican indeoendence was close1v followed by the 

French Revolution with lta doctrines of fraternity. liberty, 

and eClW11ity. Moved by the logic of events and consistency, 

ranee eventua~!y extenaea tnese orincioles to the slaves of 

Santo Domingo, who r 

njoyment of liberty wa~ sbort-!~vea, nowever, 



outh ..(Dur 
G. Wood 
(Washington 
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 11ipa, American Negro ... __ ....... z p. 131-133.
 





lOA'Dth p. 71-72.I ~g~~~~~ "~§~V ~~~y~ ~~.v~~u. 
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In one 0 on C~6eu V1rain 

1 on of 

, ,,11litre 

ranteo manum1.8S1.on~ bue wnen the c10 

decision was reversed and
 

lss10n deu1.eo '. In another 0
 

y
 

eard 

manumitted 

if o live chl1are~. r DO record 

2 o on. 

land at o r t 

r7 o 1799. A 

n tedervile revol h c ~rcl.l.Lal;;e 

i led marcalmness 

laves to Catterall 1 twenty cases con­

cernina Nearo ry in Maryl hi riod. Of 

th , the r n 

1 neral 1 n cases won reea of 

~, 2 Wash. Va. 64, Spring 179J, 
Catterall, Judicial Cases, 1, p. 103. 

12Faircl1iim v. Guthrie. 1 call 7 I April 1797, Ibid., 
pD. 103-1 

1.... _ 
,ckett, Negro in Maryland, pp. 152-153. 



p. 
hi 

.d. , 





laves in tb th to cu1tiv' t: 

,ccepted by historians • 1kner rei .. 

lngle item of 
of the inven­
ocial a 

fastening upon 
institution w 

ly followitJ8 

In 1793 North C top any ill 1 

ritable revoluti 
the chief product 
ton had become the 

questioned. 

in 

79 

cl hree hunar fifty paunds day. 1 

Tn ion of the cotton 2in and ion of 

t re cultivated u co­

nomic cnange important mani­

f tlon d demand for Negro 

laves, atl! r ac Iromot­

in y oward 

ions on 

eory co Ished t ,u­• 

d d orion movement 

Bl 
,cGr 

17 istory. pp. 244, 249.r, 



l..,C 
~uu~c~a~ Csses, II, p. 1. 



l"catterall J ... _.........._ Cases J IV, p. 212. 

20-rackett, 
.-- l -- , p. 157. 



~ ft~, 5 Har. l02N, C rall, 
Jud 
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•164-1 
South ( 

p. 



manumission. t the danaer 

followed by tb 

disco' in in 8cope 

1
 

d fr ro rritory or country out h 

• The fear 0 older rd manum1~ted 

Iy a 1 in 1 orbade manumitted 

, 
Old 80' ___96:- -

(Dur' 
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r more than one year und 

yl in other n­

outh ­

0­i 1 

fear of servile insurrections was alwayl 

resent, and with this fear the manumission movement, l' 

- ould rise or decline acoordin£ to ~e ~ldne8s 0 

lnt -
ollowina. closely upon the Virg1.nia ac t, 

city. and Delaware passed laws prohibiting the entranc 

of newly-manumitted slaves. \·1ithin twenty- five years, Ohio, 

24Betmett. 
• -,------- J . 112 3 • 



Indiana, Illinois, Mis.sour!, Narth Carol1D8, ana "J:ennesse 

rigid requlrements upon 

• 

In Georai.a the Act of 1801 forbade emancipatio 

,cept by act 01: the legislature, and made it unlawful to 

cOTd "any deed of manumission, or other paper which shall 

~e for object ~u~ ~~~~4UA•• 

1818 increased the penalties O~ grant~ unautborlzea manu-

ani theretore there are no manum1ssion cases recorded 

25 26ora1a durin2 this period. Aptheker lists four 

UrTections in Georgia duruut this period, th 

years ot thelr occurrence be1.tlg 1804, 1805, 1810, and 1819. 

Consequently a parallelism can be drawn to conform wi 

heory of slavery, and that 1s manumissio 

declined because of 1estls1atlve enactment which, in "",U.U' 

d on servile insurrections. Slavery thua prosoere 

o a1.a in the oultivation of cotton. To substantiate t 

tatement concern.i.nR the 1 

tions," an observation was made by a West Ina1an wr1.ter 

25C _______1 Casea, III, D. 1.11, 

2 ,ptheker, n.u.a;>.........a..u '&"o;;l§"'U ......._ ...... L~gyU"''''''', . 71-72.
 



27Ph1111 t nI.UIlOl....."'CLU Negro S1averyt p. 495.
 

2"'Ib1d.
 

29
 ______1 Csses, I, p. 2te 



numerous cases 1.nvQ:l.v!J1g W1;lls which granted freedom to 

laves on condition that they go to Liberia. 

to manumis Ii1911 to a s lave was the priV1..lea.e so 

ot: cnoos1n2b1s master. Illustrat1.ons of 

tucky may be found in connection with the wills 0 

of Joseph Morgan. Constance Blakey directed her 

tXecutor to sell all her slaves, "Riving the said neuo 

e full right of ch0091n2 the1r 

of the younger negroes cnoo81ng ene mas t:ers mey 

Cb110ren to bel.ong to. ,,30 

lcularly interesting judicial manumission 

case in Kentucky was the will Thomaa Davis made in 1801 and 

tted to record in that vear. The will 

n· 

........._....,. 4 Bar. d .215.~.,
 
p. 315. 





r I --------.. "'-p-­ .... _-.- --.---­
33Apth 
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ictal Ca8~EI during the period 1810 to 1820 con'" 

cern1.rut the manUDl1ss1on for Negro slaves usually favored the 

; however) the newly-manumitted slave had to leave the 

t~. 

Aptheker lists nine servile insurrections from 1812 

to 1814. In analyzing judicial cases taken from Catterall, 

ions granted durin2 this time in the 

deeD South; however, in the Northeast. manumission cases 

ppear more frequently and more were ~ranted than in the 

South. After the war more manumission cases were 2ranted 

the South. Pierre Chastang of Mobil -

ion in recoanition of public ser­

ices in the war and in the vellow fever epidemic in 1819. 34 

In New York an act was pallsed in 1814 providing for 

e ra1sin2 of two HeRro reaiments. Each reid.ment was to 

consist of slightly more than one thousand men whO were to 

r soldiers. If sl 

enlisted with the Dermission of their masters they were to 

receive their freedom at the end of the war. Doubtlessly 

these manumitted slaves and free Negroes served faithfully. 

34p ........",l
 
.... __ .. -- I .!!:!. &~ ........-..... '"'1.11., • 214 •
 



1820 TO 1832
 

35
Ibid., P. 167. 

36. ptheker, American Negro 81
 
pp. 267-270.
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rter 

d 

In tne case 1C was brought out: coat cne ge1.zure 0 

on board a British ship was an express violation of the c 

cial convention of 1815 with Great Britain. The court 

decreed that the act was a violation of national la.ws, but 

it could only order the release of persons imDrisoned and 

could not compel the sheriff from continually arresti: 

38manumitted seamen. 

In the late fall of 1829 it was discovered that so 

e2roe9 in Savannah, Georgia, possessed a Dam~hlet entitled 

.ppeal 10 Four Artic les. T~
 

to the Colored Citizens of the World, But in Particular, and
 

Very Expressly to thOBe of the United States of Ameri,-- "
 

lker was a free-born Ne2ro of North Carolina who had moved 

to Boston to open up a shop for selling old clothes. " 

d. C • 493 ( 
________ ~aBesi II,Col. C • 323-324. 
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September. 182" . 

.e Sou 

111 

tb 

t 

• 

p. 249. 
2!l:,

39. 



VI
 

CONCLUSIO
 

ot OD1.n1on has existed 

portanee of serv1.~e 1.nsur­

histori 

d little part in th 

ofjar 

others contend that servil 

• 

urrectlon 

ry, -- ­

of the slave"s reaction to 

invest1gat1on naB evero 

or servile 1n8urrect1ons u -

Iso. o comDlete seudy 

LUllU.66io nt; however, short 

with th uDject. Therefore, it was th 

sis to c 

rections with judicial dec!.i 

ith manumission movement~1 

insurrections r 

urrec 

ctual revolts and by iDt 

turn, manum! 

c ordenied in t o 
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this thesi an,.-vAY of the rise and decline of 

manumission movemen o 1832. A complete survey 

ted by Catterall between 1790 

d 1832, with ile insurrections. i8 arranaed 
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.PPENDIX A
 

rllUlU1...il INSURRECT10 

179 TO 1799
 

d. 
.....- .............. ""' ..... - ............. • J., Aprl1 179v, .... --- ..­ ~

r 1790, IV, p. 322,
St v. Ou,
 
Granted.
 

1791, Hait
 

1 



_______

State v. . J., .y 1795, IV, p. 325, Granted • 

_- r. Md., r 1795, IV. p. 

, s. C., February 179v, 

----!: y. Junt1ngton, conn., MarCh 1796, IV, p. 425, Granted. 

De Ker1egand y. Negro llectoT, Md., June 1796, IV, p. 52, 
,., ....A ..... tft.~ 

• 

enied 
, Md., 

, ". v., ~w~r 1796, II, pp. 13-14, Granted. 

, YQ., ~Y4~1 1797, I, pp. lO3-.v~, 



1800 TO 1819 

d., June 1800, IV, 

• C., J, ry 1801, II, p. 17, Denied • 

~_., __l, D. C., Ju1y 1801, IV, p. 154, Deni 

1 Prosser Slav, 
hmond, Vir2ini 

... r ...... WII • 

.. "U ~"""""D"L:Uo&.I& IiiII ........ '5000-'-t .... IW"'..... iIiiiII . C.,• 

GOI)U y. _. ~, • C., 11 1802, II, p. 18, Granted. 

u_........"w v. nl.Ml.n5 .d., Octo 1802, IV, p • , 

or <Jec1.s1on ieh 
re r r 
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........._...... -................._ ....... 'WI'_ .... L • 

1., 1803, IV, p. 218, Granted. 

Coleman ads •• S. C., April 1803. II. p. 283, Granted. 

ill, Va •• April 1803, I, p. 108, Denied • 

._. y. StOkes. s. C., May 1803, II, p. 283, Denlew. 

Somers y. Smyth, S. C•• May 1803, II, p. 284, Denied. 

December 1803, I, p. 280, Granted.
 

1., 1804, IV, p. 218, Denied.
 

Juacl~sm1.t:n-8 snap ~, Del., 1804, IV, p. 218, Denied.
 

DJ.Il1.1;eau, .LV.lU., l'eDruary 1804, IV, pp. 58-59,
 

Va., J' 1804, I. pp. 113-114,
 

Charles v.
 ...._ ...~...__.. _, Va., October 1804, I, pp. 109-110,
 

c., NOV r 1805. II, p. 359,
-----,Granted . 

. Y., November 1805, IV, p. 359, Grant 

Del., November 1805, IV, p. 21
 
Granted 

~-~---" 

c ealtn v. 180 IV, pp. 268-269, Grante~.
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A'-n-- ~-..._--. D• ., Februarv 1806, IV, 158,..,..---- X. 

Con » ... ,..,., Do........1 1806, IV, p. 2..,'1,
 

. J., May 1806, IV, pp. 328-329 

'J ~~Y 1806, I, p. 281, Denied. 

Fe D. Co, June 1806, IV, pp. 158-159, Denied. 

t,I., DoC 0' July 1806» IV, p. 159, Denied. 

~--n~- ~. "44AU~g, Va., November 1806, I, pp. 112-113, 
Granted. 

..,1IIIIao..... _ • J 0 , reb 1807, IV, pp. 329-330, Deni 

... ...~~ ......"" Dermott, • C., June 1807, IV, p. 160, Denied. 

~. :S--oAl.- .. ' 

- ~. 

•. ~_, Va., J' 1807, It PP' 113-114, 

• 

_____ , D • July 1807. I .. , -161, 

~. , D. C., July 1807, IV, p, 161, Denied. 

..... --.-..., • » evember 1807,-' 

____....er, Md" December 1807, IV, 0, 

I, 



Drury y. ., IV, p. 161, Denied. 

,n v. y, D. C., December 1 , IV, p. 162, Granted. 

IV, pp. 61-62,
c• 

Joice y. Alexander, ., r 1808, IV, p. 163,
 
Granted 

1809, II, p. 293,
1
 • 

....__~, Va., April 1809, I, p. 119, Gr 

y., June 1809, It p. 282, Granted 

~-..~--.. v. 

y., June 1809, I, pp. 283-2 ,B 

d., December 1809. IV. p. 62,
 

..!! ~~ of Tom, N. Y., February 1810, IV, p. 360,
 
ranted.
 

., ru 1810, IV, p. 163,
Be 
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.J ~pr1Dg 1810, I, p. 285. Den 

_0 ~, Ky., Spring 1810, I. p. 2 

_. Lansing. N. Y., May 1810, IV. pp. 360-361, 
d 

'anted. 
Hepburn. D.C.. J' 1810, IV, 

-----, c., June 1810. IV; p. 163, 

....~1, D. C., 181v, , • 163, 

~rJ:'y, Ky., 11 1810, I, p. 286,-' 

...,.............. ""b..rd t I.a.· t 11 1810, III, p. 444, Granted • 

c er 1810. IV. p. , n 

.~"""...""' ....W' v. • Y., 1811, IV, p. 361, Denied • 

ed y. Beal, Ky., Spring 1811, I, po 286, Denied. 

SpeakS y. .y. , 11, I, p. 287, Granted. 

DaY! • D. C., J' 1811, IV. p. 164, Granted. 

..J1 y. 11, IV, p. 164, UC;'.xued • 

HURnes y. • , June 1811, I, p. 121, Granted 

rray, Va., June 1811, I, p. 121, Granted. 

Hook y. Nanny .Pagee and her children, Va •• June 1811, 
I, p. 

Lon~ v. Lon~, N. C., July 1811, II, p. 22, Grantew • 

• , September 1811, 



o 

.j October 1811, IV, p. 271, 

ill, ., pring 1812, I. p. 313, 

s ., II, p. 448, d.
 

ood .!."
 y~~ ~~~~w, D. C., 'ch 1812, IV, p.... 4-165, 

Bynum y. -----........, ., J 1812. lIlt P -297, Denied. 

Viol ..----- y- y., July 1812, 1, pp. 287­---r--··- J 

,d - - ::rca J..-........b"'-' • Y., August 1812, 
IV, 

1812, IV, p. 271, Granted.rllifLA.. .... ............. ....~ ....... J
~ ~

ry 1813, 

._ v. 1, ., bruary 1813, II, p. 484, 

!!:I.. N. Y., 1813,
 

Harper, N. J., 13, IV, p. 33,----- Y:,. 

s d.. December 1813. IV. p" 2, Gr d. 

c .. Y •• J ry 1814, IV, p. 366, Granted . 

Commonwealth, ex rei. 

V""~~IiiiiIII' 

., 
January1814, 

11, D. C., J' 1814, IV, p. 16/, uen 

__a Penn., Octo 14, 



•• 

., III, p. 452. G ed.*--,---~, 

den, N. C., July 1816, II,
 

., July 1816, IV, p. 275~ Granted • 

.,wood 
~--.-- - ---------, . C.• July 181 I, p. 2.... , 

11, November 1816, I. p. 127, Denied. 

iIo'JI."L# .........."-''-' ....... 

III. 
., January 1817,T 



10 

L In ., .pr1.1 1817, I, • 128, Granted 

Garnett A~ ~' Va., April 1817, I, p. 128, 

larke, 
ed. 

State y. • C., y 1817, II, p. 304, G~ d • 

., J' 1817, , ..,p. 64-6 

.....-0- 0 ~• • , J' 1817, IV, p. 65, Granted • 

.'-oro ~, Md., June 1817, IV, p. 65, Denied.* 
1817, III, p. 456, Denied • 

ir1, N. Y. J 

.. "W ..~ ... .:... 

ie1d, T • , A~ t 1817, II, pp. 488-489, nie.... 

~. ., Sept r 1817, III, p. 45"" 

£0< .,_", Pa., September 1817, IV, pp. 275-276, 

South y. SOAU~U, • obar 1817, I, pp. 128-129, Denied. 

own of Windsor v. Town of •• _ Conn., NOV r 1817, 
- - IV, p. 427,--c;rm­

........................
 

r 1817, Iv, ;;D. 

Vu.., ry 1818, I, p. 129, Denied. 

., 161"" 

Au. --------, ., pri1 1818, III, 5"" 

________ , 

""'~'IIoIlI>~"""_' 

& ...'W'~n'" ""' ... I: 
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D 

.=:::aa.' Va.., r 1818, I, p. 130, 

·, 

• C•• 

Bias y. Rose, D. C., Dec 

Nov 

'J:au~ed •4 

r 1818, IV. p. 170, Granted • 

, IV, p. 170, Denied. 

ry 1819, III, 

., 1820, II.... • 463­zzi ~. 



., etober 1820, I, 

Griffith y. Fanny, VG., r 1820, I, pp. 133-134, 
Granted. 

., January 1821, III, pp. 466-467, 

I"...a...,..,a tson ....~ra~ J D. C. J ril 1821, IV. p. 171, D d • 

Barnett y. Sam, VG. J rl1 1821, I, p. 134, 

• Y. ~ 1821, IV, pp. 377-3 , Granted . 

Va., June 1821, I, pp. 134-135, 

--!! y. ., June 1821, IV, pp. 69-70, Granted 

....-......_~_ .... , 

.J J 1821, IV, p. 71, Grant&.A-a::....... v.
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_. "'~""""'l'i...... , I3.7 •• June 1821, I, p. 297, Grant 

1exander v.· Stokelv. Pa., September 1821, IV, p~ 278, 

_. D ...,.,..... ' ~.......... ...g1"' ..~g.. 1821, V,
 
..1 

• 

v. comoton. La., September 1821, III, pp. 469-470, 

, .. ~., October 1821, IV, pp. 278-279, 

1ifton y. Phillips, S. C., November 1821, II, p. 319, 
Gr 

Ith y. Tyree, Va., November 1821, I, p. 134, 
Granted. 

y., December 1821, I, p. 299, Granted. 

Lewis y. Pullerton, Va., December 1821, It pp. 135-137, 
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d •• 1822. IV, p. 71. n • 

OIlLLLU, -y. i J' 1822, ; p. 301, 

D. C., October 1822, IV, p. 173, Granted. 

rdner x. _--.._on, D. C., April 1823, IV, p. 173, Deni
 

Jar y. ~awyer, D. C., April 1823. IV, p. 173, Granted.
 

..----~ c ~.. April 1823,<!! 
• 3 

y 1823. IV, pp. 379-380, Denied. 

,twI.L.LL.on v. Cr J .J JUDe 1823, IV. p. 71, DEnied.* 

i:llILLLD y. ~t u. 

1823, II. p. 323,
 

, ~. v., uovember 1823. II, p. 324, 

Attoo :!. .J uovemoer 1823, 1, p. 45. 

. C., December 1823, II, p. 45, Denied.Tu 

_. ~~~~u ~. 

II, 
~~~~, S. C., January 1824, 
d. 

, ~. C., January 1824. II, p. 326, 
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1824, III, p. 476, Granted . ...-. .... ---- ~. 

24, p. 401, U~QU~cu.~ .... ~~&. ~. 

~...'"'"' ..... y. • IV, p .. 175, G................."'.
 

1824, III. P. 477. Granted.
 

e JaCk V. ~ • __• 
, u. C., June 1824, II, pp. 46-47, 

- ---Oranted. 

lth, Va., June 1824, I, PP. 140­

.. ~__

P""",t-Cll, V..... 1824, I, p. 139, Deni --' 
.....u.~.........-n ~. !:2!!!., Ky., J 1824. I. p. 304, Granted •
 

~ 1824, III, p. 477, 

or, N. J ... NOV r 1824, 

_. ..... ' , Mo., 

......O ..........Ai ~. ...........,
 

inny 

Dr y. J ry 1825, III, p. 47.... ,.J 

____r y. Cureton, D. C., April 1825. IV, p. 176, Deni 

~ y. Gray. •• J' 1825, IV. p. 73. 

., August 1825, IV, p. 73, 

"._"W""_ y. ,............---. ., December 1825, III, p. 480, nie.... 

·, 25, II, 

----! E _ 
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., J 1826, II, p. 491, G~ 

1826, I, P. 144 

.... .._cnen y. ~i Va., March 1826, It pp. 144-145. Granted • 

% , _y., May 1~26. I 

~ y. .LoWIWtlUU, • J., Y 1826, IV, p. 337, u~.~~~ . 
~"'''l ..:,._ D. C. , 1826, IV, p. 177, Grante_. 

Li' ., ~~Y 1826, IV, pp. 383-384, 

Vaughan ~. woman of colour), T ., January 1827, 
3,1.... , 

ton haw, VQ. 1827, I, • 146, Granted 

..............=0.... V , 1827, I, pp. 146-147, 
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, .~., ~gU4YG~~ 1827, I, p~. t47-148, Denied. 

Green y. Jud........ h 1827, I, pp. 148-149. Denied. 

, Va., March 1827, I, 

I D. C., March 1827, IV, p. 179, Denied.* 

y 1827, III, pp. 483-484,~:!. 

................. , y.
 , ..-~..... , I.....~ 1827, V, pp. 128-129, 

---- ........ tN. Y. t y 1827, IV, pp. 385-386,
 

Lee y. Preuss. D. C., y 1827, IV, p. 179, Denied. 

L ~ fOsp1uaBse, ., June 1827, III, pp. 483-484, 

_.T u~.... _ ..... on, 

y., June 1827, I, p. 308, GrGU~g~. 

Hart y. y., October 1827, It pp. 309-310, 
Granted • 

• C., December 1827, IV, p. luv, 

nderfer, D. C., December 1827, ..... , 
d. 

1828, David 

•• V BllWl.CKJ.e • ~., January 1828, III, pp. 484-485, 
GraIl-.ted. 

Arthur ., ~~wruary 1828, I, p. 15i, Grantew. 

p. 52, Denied. 





__7
 

10 , 1829, III, 5,
 

11, D. C.
 1829, IV, pp. 76-77,
 

1829, I, p. 1
 J 

.. r, Vg,., h 182~, it p • 

a., 
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• C. t h 1831, 11, p. 345,r-"-- Tunno. 

c., April 1831, II, p. 345, G~ 

y., April 1831, I, p. 31v, 

J u. Ci, May 1831; IV, P. 186. Granted • 

. c.• Mav 1831, IV, p. 186, G 

Redmond y. ., JUDe 1831. pp. 61-62. Deni~v. 

, ~Y.t June 1831, 

.t July 1831, II, p. 495, Denied • 

.• July 1831, III. p. 13, Denied • 

__a • r, Ga •• July 1831, III, p. 13. Granted. 

(paupers), Va., July 1831, I, p. 163,Wirm. y. 

Insurrect1.on13-23, 

..~, ............ v . ....__on, Pa., October 183... ,
 

. • , October 1831, Ill, pp. 492­"" .."" 

r 1831, IV, pp. 186~187J""'........~- .... D. C••
 

............ owv 
.95. Granted. 

r 1831,d ~ & .• -
__ ., Decemner 1831, III, p. 5,Con • ""'''' '''161~-'''''''' 

Granted. 
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Gordon. Del., 1832, IV, p! ~~9j Gr 

1 2 Va., Feb~~ 1832, I, p. 169, 

., uprLng 1832, II, p. 350, Granted. 

, Tenn., August 1832, II, p. 495, Denied. 

_ ..........,~~..,... .:::::.::. ~., ~., vC'tober Its32, 

~ , D. C., October 1832, IV, P. 187, Denied. 

...~ ............ y. ~__.~_r, D. Co, November 1832, IV, p. 187, Granted . 
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A P'PRN1lIX 

NUMBER 0 D: D 

1821-1832
 

G D
 

0 0 8 7 4 7 15 16· c. 
Conn. 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

1. 1 0 2 2 0 0 1 0 

Ga. 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

.y. 0 0 2 6 3 5 16 3 

La. 0 0 1 0 5 4 12 12 

7 6 3 6 6 9 3 5 

0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

.0.	 0 1 0 0 0 1 4 7 

6 2 2 2 1 0 0· J. 

• Y.	 0 0 2 1 2 3 3 4 

c. 1 0 2 2 2 3 3 

:nn.	 2 0 3 0 8 2 5 1 

2 1 2 2 4 2 9 3• 'U. 

0 0 0 0 0 1 4 2• 
Va. 4 0 6 6 8 5 13 17 

Total 25 10 34 35 46 42 90 83 

Sumnarv: Granted, 192; Denied, 173; To 
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