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In your textbook, read the following documents: "Petitions of Slaves to

Massachusetts," p. 249; "Memorial of Non-Freeholders" and "Appeal of Forty Thousand
Citizens," p. 384-385; "Joseph Taper to Joseph Long" and "Slavery and the

Bible," p. 422-423; Angelina Grimke and Catherine Beecher, p. 470-471: the Lincoln-
Douglas Debates, p. 510-511; and "Petition to Andrew Johnson" and "Sharecropping
Contract," p. 576-577.

Once this is done, type up a Microsoft Word essay answering the questions below. |
expect a long paragraph (200-300 words minimum) for each response, with each
response supported by evidence from the documents. When complete, submit your
essay to the submission link below.

1. Taking into account the treatment of both slaves and free blacks as well as women
during the Revolution and immediately afterward, what do these documents suggest
about the boundaries of freedom in the early U.S.?

2. How was slavery justified by slaveowners? Look carefully at the documents to
support your answer.

3. Look specifically at the Lincoln-Douglas Debates. How are the points discussed
therein also examined by other documents in this assignment?

4. Look specifically at the last two documents. Though slavery has ended by this point,
how have things not changed in the South?
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From Petitions of Slaves to
the Massachusetts Legislature
(1773 and 1777)

Many slaves saw the struggle for independence asan opportunity to assert their own
claims to freedom. Among the first efforts toward abolition were petitions by Massa-
chusetts slaves to their legislature.

The efforts made by the legislative of this province in their last sessions to free them-
selves from slavery, gave us, who are in that deplorable state, a high degree of satisfac-
tion. We expect great things from men who have made such a noble stand against the
designs of their fellow-men to enslave them. We cannot but wish and hope Sir, that you
will have the same grand object, we mean civil and religious liberty, in view in your next
session. The divine spirit of freedom, seems to fire every breast on this continent. ... .
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Your petitioners apprehend that they have in common with all other men a natu-
ral and unalienable tight to that freedom which the great parent of the universe hath
bestowed equally on all mankind and which they have never forfeited by any compact
or agreement whatever but [they] were unjustly dragged by the hand of cruel power

from their dearest friends and . . . from a populous, pleasant, and plentiful country and
in violation of laws of nature and of nations and in defiance of all the tender feelings
of humanity brought here ... to be sold like
beast[s] of burden ...among a people profess-
ing the mild religion of Jesus. . ...

In imitation of the laudable example of the QUESTIONS
good people of these states your petitioners 1 vinardoes A bigail Adams have in
have long and patiently waited the event of peti-
tion after petition by them presented to the leg-
islative body. . . . They cannot but express their
astonishment that it has never been considered
that every principle from which America has
acted in the course of their unhappy difficulties
with Great Britain pleads stronger than a thou-
sand arguments in favor of your petitionersfand 3. What do these documents suggest
their desire] to be testored to the enjoyment of about the boundaries of freedom in
that which is the natural right of all men. the era of the American Revolution?

mind when she refers to the “unlim-
ited power” husbands exercise over
their wives?

2. How do the slaves employ the prin-
ciples of the Revolution for their own
aims?
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From The Memorial of the Non-Freeholders
of the City of Richmond (1829)

By the 1820s, as political democracy expanded, only North Carolina, Rhode Islang,
and Virginia still required property qualifications for voting for white men. When
Virginia held a constitutional convention in 1829-1830, “non-freeholders” of
Richmond—men who did not possess enough property—petitioned for the right to
vote. The major slaveholders who dominated Virginia politics resisted their demand;
not until 1850 did the state eliminate the property qualification.

Your memorialists . . . belong to that class of citizens, who, not having the good fortune
to possess a certain portion of land, are, for that cause only, debarred from the enjoyment
of the right of suffrage. . . . Comprising a very large part, probably a majority of male cit-
izens of mature age, they have been passed by, like aliens or slaves, asif . .. unworthy of
avoice, in the measures involving their future political destiny. ...

The existing regulation of the suffrage . . . creates an odious distinction between
members of the same community; robs of all share, in the enactment of the laws, alarge
portion of the citizens, . . . and vests in a favored class, not in consideration of their pub-
lic services, but of their private possessions, the highest of all privileges. ... . [We] cannot
discern in the possession of land any evidence of peculiar merit, or superior title [to]

moral or intellectual endowments. . . . Such possession no more proves him who hasit,

wiser or better, than it proves him taller or stronger, than him who has it not. . . .

Let us concede that the right of suffrage is a social right; that it must of necessity
be regulated by society. . . . For obvious reasons, by almost universal consent, women
and children, aliens and slaves, are excluded. . . . But the exclusion of these classes for
reasons peculiarly applicable to them, is no argument for excluding others. . . .

They alone deserve to be called free, or have a guarantee for their rights, who par-
ticipate in the formation of their political institutions, and in control of those who
make and administer the law.

From Appeal of Forty Thousand
Citizens Threatened with Disfranchisement (1838)

In many states, the expansion of political democracy for white men went hand in
hand with the elimination of democratic participation for blacks. In 1837, a consti-
tutional convention in Pennsylvania stripped black men of the right to vote. A large
gathering in Philadelphia issued a protest to “fellow citizens” of Pennsylvania.

Fellow Citizens:—We appeal to you from the decision of the “Reform Convention,”
which has stripped us of a right peaceably enjoyed during forty seven years under the
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Constitution of this commonwealth. We honor Pennsylvania and her noble institutions
too much to part with our birthright, as her free citizens, without a struggle. To all her
citizens the right of suffrage is valuable in proportion as she is free; but surely there are
none who can so ill afford to spare it as ourselves.

Was it the intention of the people of this commonwealth that the Convention to
which the Constitution was committed for revision and amendment, should tear up and
cast away its first principles? Was it made the business of the Convention to deny “that
all men are born equally free,” by making political rights depend upon the skin in which
2 man is born? or to divide what our fathers bled to unite, to wit, TAXATION and REP-
RESENTATION? . .. It is the safeguard of the strongest that he lives under a government
which is obliged to respect the voice of the weakest. When you have taken from an indi-
vidual his right to vote, you have made the government, in regard to him, a mere despo-
tism; and you have taken a step towards makingitadespotismtoall. ... When a distinct
class of the community, already sufficiently the objects of prejudice, are wholly, and for
ever, disfranchised and excluded, to the remotest posterity, from the possibility of a voice
in regard to the laws under which they are to live—it is the same thing as if their abode
were transferred to the dominions of the Russian Autocrat, or of the Grand Turk. They
have lost their check upon oppression, their wherewith to buy friends, their panoply of
manhood; in short, they are thrown upon the mercy ofa desp‘o-tic'majorify. ™ L

Tt was said in the Convention, that this government belongs to the Whites. We have
already shown this to be false, as to the past. Those who established our present govern-
ment designed it equally for all. It is for you to
decide whether it shall be confined to the Euro-
pean complexion in future. Why should you QUESTIONS
exclude us from a fair participation in the ben- 1 ywhat “obvious reasons” exclude
efits of the republic?. .. We put it to the con- woren, children, non-citizens, and
science of every Pennsylvanian, whether there slaves from the right to vote?
is, or ever has been, in the commonwealth,
either a political party or religious sect which
has less deserved than ourselves to be thus dis-
franchised. . . . If we are bad citizens let them

apply the proper remedies. . . . Fair protection 3. How similar are the definitions of polit-
ical freedom in the two documents?

2. How do the Philadelphia memorial-
ists link their claims to the legacy of
the American Revolution?

1s all that we aspire to.
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From Letter by Joseph Taper
to Joseph Long (1840)

No one knows how many slaves succeeded in escaping from bondage before the

Civil War. Some settled in northern cities like Boston, Cincinnati, and New York.
But because the Constitution required that fugitives be returned to slavery, many
continued northward until they reached Canada.

One successful fugitive was Joseph Taper, a slave in Frederick County, Virginia, §
who in 1837 ran away to Pennsylvania with his wife and children. Two years
later, learning that a “slave catcher” was in the neighborhood, the Tapers fled to Can-
ada. In 1840, Taper wrote to a white acquaintance in Virginia recounting some of his
experiences.
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The biblical passage to which Taper refers reads: “And I will come near to you to
judgment; and I will be a swift witness against the sorcerers, and against the adul-
terers, and against false swearers, and against those that oppress the hireling in his
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wages, the widow, and the fatherless, and that turn aside the stranger from his right,
and fear not me, saith the Lord of hosts.” g
it
i
s:
Dear sir,
I now take the opportunity to inform you that I am in a land of liberty, in good health. . ..
Since I have been in the Queen's dominions [ have been well contented, Yes well con-
tented for Sure, man is as God intended he should be. That is, all are born free and equal.

This is a wholesome law, not like the Southern laws which puts man made in the image
of God, on level with brutes. O, what will become of the people, and where will they
stand in the day of Judgment. Would that the sth verse of the 3d chapter of Malachi were
written as with the bar of iron, and the point of a diamond upon every oppressor’s heart
that they might repent of this evil, and let the oppressed go I e E
We have good schools, and all the colored population supplied with schools. My boy [‘
Edward who will be six years next January, is now reading, and I intend keeping himat |
school until he becomes a good scholar. i
I have enjoyed more pleasure within one month here than in all my lifeintheland &
of bondage. . .. My wife and self are sitting by a good comfortable fire happy, knowing
that there are none to molest [us] or make [us] afraid. God save Queen Victoria. The Lord
bless her in this life, and crown her with glory in the world to come is my prayer,
Yours With much respect
most obt, Joseph Taper

422 + CHAPTER 11 The Peculiar Institution



From “Slavery and the Bible”
(1850)

White southerners developed an elaborate set of arguments defending slavery in
the period before the Civil War. One pillar of proslavery thought was the idea that
the institution was sanctioned by the Bible, as in this essay by an anonymous author
from the influential southern magazine De Bow’s Review.

A very large party in the United States believe that holding slaves is morally wrong;
this part founds its belief upon precepts taught in the Bible, and takes that book as the
standard of morality and religion.

_We think we can show; that the Bible teaches clearly and conclusively that the
holding of slaves is right; and if so, no deduction from general principles can make it
wrong, if that book is true.

From the earliest period of time down to the present moment, slavery has existed in
some form or under some name, in almost every country of the globe. It existed in every
country known, even by name, to any one of the sacred writers, at the time of his writ-
ing; yet no one of them condemns it in the slightest degree. Would this have been the
case had it been wrong in itself? Would not some of the host of sacred writers have spo-
ken of this alleged crime, in such terms as to show, in 2 mannernot to be misunderstood,
that God wished all men to be equal?

... Abraham, the chosen servant of
God, had his bond servants, whose con- QUESTIONS
dition was similar to, or worse than, that
of our slaves. He considered them as his
property, to be bought and sold as any
other property which he owned.

...We find, that both the Old and
New Testaments speak of slavery—that
they do not condemn the relation, but, on
the contrary, expressly allow it or create
it; and they give commands and exhorta- 3. How do the authors differ in their under-
tions, which are based upon its legality standing of the relationship of slavery and
and propriety. It can not, then, be wrong. Christianity?

1. How does Taper’s letter reverse the rhetoric,
common armong white Americans, which
saw the United States as a land of freedom
and the British empire as lacking in liberty?

2. Why does the author of “Slavery and the
Bible” feel that it is important to show that
the Bible sanctions slavery?
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From Angelina Grimké, Letter in The Liberator
(August 2, 1837)

The daughters of a prominent South Carolina slaveholder, Angelina and Sarah
Grimké became abolitionists after being sent to Philadelphia for education. In this
article, Angelina Grimké explains how participation in the movement against slav-
ery led her to a greater recognition of women’s lack of basic freedoms.

Since [ engaged in the investigation of the rights of the slave, Lhave necessarily been led
to a better understanding of my own; for I have found the Anti-Slavery cause to be ...
the school in which human rights are more fully investigated, and better understood
and taught, than in any other [reform)] enterprise. . . . Here we are led to examine why
human beings have any rights. It is because they are moral beings. ... Now it naturally
occurred to me, that if rights were founded in moral being, then the circumstance of sex
could not give to man higher rights and responsibilities, than to woman. . ...

When I look at human beings as moral beings, all distinction in sex sinks to insig-
nificance and nothingness; for I believe it regulates rights and responsibilities no more
than the color of the skin or the eyes. My doctrine, then is, that whatever it is morally
right for man to do, it is morally right for woman to do. ... This regulation of duty by
the mere circumstance of sex . . . hasled to all that [numerous] train of evils flowing out
of the anti-christian doctrine of masculine and feminine virtues. By this doctrine, man
has been converted into the warrior, and clothed in sternness... whilst woman has
been taught to lean upon an arm of flesh, to . .. be admired for her personal charms, and
caressed and humored like a spoiled child, or converted into a mere drudge to suit the
convenience of her lord and master. . .. It has robbed woman of ... the right to think
and speak and act on all great moral questions, just as men think and speak and act. . ..

The discussion of the wrongs of slavery has opened the way for the discussion
of other rights, and the ultimate result will most certainly be. .. the letting of the
oppressed of every grade and description go free.

From Catharine Beecher, An Essay on Slavery and
Abolitionism (1837)

Most men, and many women, did not approve of women taking part in public debate.
The writer Catharine Beecher responded to the activities of the Grimké sisters by
urging them to accept that “heaven” had designated man “the superior” and woman
“the subordinate.”

I have ... been informed, that you contemplate a tour, during the ensuing year, for the
purpose of exerting your influence to form Abolition Societies among ladies of the
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" non-slave-holding States. . .. The object T have in view, is to present some reasons why it

' seems unwise and inexpedient for ladies of the non-slave-holding States to unite them-

j selves in Abolition Societies; and thus, at the same time, to exhibit the inexpediency of
the course you propose to adopt. . ..

i Heaven has appointed to one sex the superior, and to the other the subordinate

| station, and this without any reference to the character or conduct of either. It is there-

fore as much for the dignity as it is for the interest of females, in all respects to conform

~ totheduties of this relation. . . . But while woman holds a subordinate relation in society
to the other sex, it is not because it was designed that her duties or her influence should
be any the less important, or all-pervading. But it was designed that the mode of gain-
ing influence and of exercising power should be altogether different and peculiar.. ..
Woman is to win every thing by peace and love; by making herself so much respected,
esteemned and loved, that to yield to her opinions and to gratify her wishes, will be the
free-will offering of the heart. But this is to be all accomplished in the domestic and
social circle. . . . The moment woman begins to feel the promptings of ambition, or the
thirst for power, her agis of defence is gone. All the sacred protection of religion, all
the generous promptings of chivalry, all the poetry of romantic gallantry, depend upon
woman's retaining her place as dependent and defenceless, and making no claims, and
maintaining no right but what are the gifts of honour, rectitude and love.

A woman may seek the aid of cooperation and combination among her own sex,
to assist her in her appropriate offices of piety, charity, maternal and domestic duty;
but whatever, in any measure, throws a woman into the attitude of a combatant, either
for herself or others—whatever binds her in a party conflict—whatever obliges her in
any way to exert coercive influences, throws her out of her appropriate sphere. ... In
this country, petitions to congress,
in reference to the official duties of
legislators, seem, IN ALL CASES, QUESTIONS

to fall entirely without the sphere 1. What consequences does Grimkeé believe

of female duty. Men are the proper follow from the idea of rights being founded
persons to make appeals to the rul-

ers whom they appoint, and if their
female friends, by arguments and per-
suasions, can induce them to petition,
all the good that can be done by such 3. How do the two definitions of women’s free-
measures will be secured. dom differ from one another?

in the individual’s “moral being”?

2. How does Beecher believe women should
exert power within American society?
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From the Lincoln-Douglas Debates (1858)

The most famous political campaign in American history, the 1858 race for
the U.S. Senate between Senator Stephen A. Douglas (a former Illinois judge) and
Abraham Lincoln was highlighted by seven debates in which they discussed the pol-
itics of slavery and contrasting understandings of freedom.

pouGLas: Mr. Lincoln says that this government cannot endure permanently in the same
condition in which it was made by its framers—divided into free and slave states, He
says that it has existed for about seventy years thus divided, and yet he tells you that it
cannot endure permanently on the same principles and in the same relative conditions
in which our fathers made it.... One of the reserved rights of the states, was the right to
regulate the relations between master and servant, on the slavery question.

Now, my friends, if we will only act conscientiously upon this great principle of
popular sovereignty which guarantees to each state and territory the right to do as it
pleases on all things local and domestic instead of Congress interfering, we will con-
tinue to be at peace one with another.

LNcorN: Judge Douglas says, “Why can't this Union endure permanently, half slave
and half free?” “Why can't we let it stand as our fathers placed it?” That is the exact diffi-
culty between us. . .. I say when this government was first established it was the policy
of its founders to prohibit the spread of slavery into the new territories of the United
States, where it had not existed. But Judge Douglas and his friends have broken up that
policy and placed it upon a new basis by which it is to become national and perpetual.
AllT have asked or desired anywhere is that it should be placed back again upon the
basis that the founders of our government originally placed it—restricting it from the
new territories. . ..

Judge Douglas assumes that we have no interest in them—that we have no right to
interfere. ... Do we not wish for an outlet for our surplus population, if I may SO exXpress
myself? Do we not feel an interest in getting to that outlet with such institutions as we
would like to have prevail there? Now irrespective of the moral aspect of this question
as to whether there is a right or wrong in enslaving a negro, I am still in favor of our new
territories being in such a condition that white men may find a home. I am in favor of
this not merely for our own people, but as an outlet for free white people everywhere, the
world over—in which Hans and Baptiste and Patrick, and all other men from all the
world, may find new homes and better their conditions in life.

pouGLas: For one, I am opposed to negro citizenship in any and every form. I believe
this government was made on the white basis. I believe it was made by white men,
for the benefit of white men and their posterity forever. . . . I do not believe that the
Almighty made the negro capable of self-government. I say to you, my fellow-citizens,
that in my opinion the signers of the Declaration of Independence had no reference to
the negro whatever when they declared all men to be created equal. They desired to
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express by that phrase, white men, men of European birth and European descent . . .
when they spoke of the equality of men.

uivcorn: I have no purpose to introduce political and social equality between the
white and the black races. There is a physical difference between the two, which in my
judgment will probably forever forbid their living together upon the footing of perfect
equality, and inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that there must be a difference, I, as
well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race to which I belong, having the superior
position. ... ButThold that notwithstanding all this, there is no reason in the world why
the negro is not entitled to all the natural rights enumerated in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. I hold that he is as much
entitled to these as the white man. I agree with Judge Douglas he is not my equal in
many respects—certainly not in color, perhaps not in moral or intellectual endowment.
But in the right to eat the bread, without leave of anybody else, which his own hand
earns, he is my equal and the equal of Judge Douglas, and the equal of every living man.

poucLas: He tells you that I will not argue the question whether slavery is right or
wrong. I tell you why [ will not doit.... T hold that the people of the slaveholding states
are civilized men as well as ourselves, that they bear consciences as well as we, and that
they are accountable to God and their posterity and not to us. It is for them to decide
therefore the moral and religious right of the slavery question for themselves within
their own limits. . .. He says that he looks forward to a time when slavery shall be abol-
ished everywhere. I look forward to a time when each state shall be allowed to do as it
pleases.

LiNcoLn: [ suppose that the real dif-
ference between Judge Douglas and his
friends, and the Republicans, is that the QUESTIONS
Judge is not in favor of making any dif- 1. How do Lincoln and Douglas differ on
ference between slavery and liberty . . .
and consequently every sentiment he
utters discards the idea that there is
any wrong in slavery. . . . That is the
realissue. Thatis the issue that will con-

what rights black Americans are entitled
to enjoy?

2. Why does Lincoln believe the nation can-
not exist forever half slave and half free,

tinue in this country when these poor
tongues of Judge Douglas and myself
shall be silent. It is the eternal struggle
between these two principles—right
and wrong—throughout the world.

whereas Douglas believes it can?

. How does each of the speakers balance

the right of each state to manage its own
affairs against the right of every person to
be free?
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From Petition of Committee in Behalf of
the Freedmen to Andrew Johnson (1865)

In the summer of 1865, President Andrew Johnson ordered land that had been dis-
tributed to freed slaves in South Carolina and Georgia returned to its former owners.
A committee of freedmen drafted a petition asking for the right to obtain land. John-
son did not, however, change his policy.

We the freedmen of Edisto Island, South Carclina, have learned from you through Major
General 0. O, Howard . . . with deep sorrow and painful hearts of the possibility of [the]
government restoring these lands to the former owners. We are well aware of the many
perplexing and trying questions that burden your mind, and therefore pray to god (the
preserver of all, and who has through our late and beloved President [Lincoln’s] proc-
lamation and the war made us a free people) that he may guide you in making your
decisions and give you that wisdom that cometh from above to settle these great and
important questions for the best interests of the country and the colored race.

Here is where secession was born and nurtured. Here is where we have toiled nearly
all our lives as slaves and treated like dumb driven cattle. This is our home, we have made
these lands what they were, we are the only true and loyal people that were found in
possession of these lands. We have been always ready to strike for liberty and humanity,
yea to fight if need be to preserve this glorious Union. Shall not we who are freedmen and
have always been true to this Union have the same rights as are enjoyed by others? ...
Are not our rights as a free people and good citizens of these United States to be consid-
ered before those who were found in rebellion against this good and just government? . . .

[Are] we who have been abused and oppressed for many long years not to be
allowed the privilege of purchasing land but be subject to the will of these large land
owners? God forbid. Land monopoly is injurious to the advancement of the course of
freedom, and if government does not make some provision by which we as freedmen
can obtain a homestead, we have not bettered our condition. . ..

We look to you . .. for protection and equal rights with the privilege of pur-
chasing a homestead—a homestead right here in the heart of South Carolina.

From a Sharecropping Contract (i866)

Few former slaves were able to acquire land in the post-Civil War South. Most ended
up as sharecroppers, working on white-owned land for a share of the crop at the end
of the growing season. This contract, typical of thousands of others, originated in
Tennessee. The laborers signed with an X, as they were illiterate.

Thomas J. Ross agrees to employ the Freedmen to plant and raise a crop on his Rosstown
Plantation. . . . On the following Rules, Regulations and Remunerations.
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The said Ross agrees to furnish the land to cultivate, and a sufficient number of
mules & horses and feed them to make and house said crop and all necessary farming
utensils to carry on the same and to give unto said Freedmen whose names appear
below one half of all the cotton, corn and wheat that is raised on said place for the year
1866 after all the necessary expenses are deducted out that accrues on said crop. Outside
of the Freedmen'’s labor in harvesting, carrying to market and selling the same the said
Freedmen . .. covenant and agrees to and with said Thomas J. Ross that for and in con-
sideration of one half of the crop before mentioned that they will plant, cultivate, and
raise under the management control and Superintendence of said Ross, in good faith,
a cotton, corn and oat crop under his management for the year 1866. And we the said
Freedmen agrees to furnish ourselves & families in provisions, clothing, medicine and
medical bills and all, and every kind of other expenses that we may incur on said plan-
tation for the year 1866 free of charge to said Ross. Should the said Ross furnish us any
of the above supplies or any other kind of expenses, during said year, [we] are to settle
and pay him out of the net proceeds of our part of the crop the retail price of the county
attime of sale or any price we may agree upon—The said Ross shall keep a regular book
account, against each and every one or the head of every family to be adjusted and set-
tled at the end of the year.

We furthermore bind ourselves to and with said Ross that we will do good work
and labor ten hours a day on an average, winter and summer. . . . We further agree that
we will lose all lost time, or pay at the rate of one dollar per day, rainy days excepted. In
sickness and women lying in childbed are to lose the time and account for it to the other
hands out of his or her part of the crop. . . .

We furthermore bind ourselves that we will obey the orders of said Ross in all things
in carrying out and managing said crop for said year and be docked for disobedience.
Allis responsible for all farming uten-
sils that is on hand or may be placed
in care of said Freedmen for the year

1866 to said Ross and are also respon- QUESTIONS
S‘ifb]e 10 8a1d Rpe il care?essly, mali: 1. Why do the black petitioners believe that
ciously maltreat any of his stock for owning land is essential to the enjoyment of

said year to said Ross for damages to Foeedom’
be assessed out of our wages.

Samuel (X) Johnson, Thomas (X)
Richard, Tinny (X) Fitch, Jessie (X)

2. In what ways does the contract limit the
freedom of the laborers?

Simmons, Sophe (X) Pruden, Henry 3. What do these documents suggest about
(X) Pruden, Frances (X) Pruden, Elijah competing definitions of black freedom in
(X) Smith the aftermath of slavery?
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