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PREFACE
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The writer of this book was a volunteer officer in the Union
army throughout the war of the Great Rebellion, and his
service was in the field.

The book, having been written while the author was
engaged in a somewhat active professional life, lacks that
literary finish which results from much pruning and
painstaking. He, however, offers no excuse for writing it, nor
for its completion; he has presumed to nothing but the
privilege of telling his own story in his own way. He has been
at no time forgetful of the fact that he was a subordinate in
a great conflict, and that other soldiers discharged their
duties as faithfully as himself; and while no special favors
are asked, he nevertheless opes that what he has written
may be accepted as the testimony of one who entertains a
justifiable pride in having been connected with large armies
and a participant in important campaigns and great battles.

He flatters himself that his summary of the political
history of slavery in the United States, and of the important
political events occurring upon the firing on Fort Sumter,
and the account he has given of the several attempts to
negotiate a peace before the final overthrow of the
Confederate armies, will be of special interest to students of
American history.

Slavery bred the doctrine of State-rights, which led,
inevitably, to secession and rebellion. The story of slavery
and its abolition in the United States is the most tragic one
in the world's annals. The "Confederate States of America"
is the only government ever attempted to be formed,
avowedly to perpetuate human slavery. A history of the
Rebellion without that of slavery is but a recital of brave



deeds without reference to the motive which prompted their
performance.

The chapter on slavery narrates its history in the United
States from the earliest times; its status prior to the war; its
effect on political parties and statesmen; its aggressions,
and attempts at universal domination if not extension over
the whole Republic; its inexorable demands on the friends of
freedom, and its plan of perpetually establishing itself
through secession and the formation of a slave nation. It
includes a history of the secession of eleven Southern
States, and the formation of "The Confederate States of
America"; also what the North did to try to avert the
Rebellion. It was written to show why and how the Civil War
came, what the conquered lost, and what the victors won.

In other chapters the author has taken the liberty, for the
sake of continuity, of going beyond the conventional limits
of a personal memoir, but in doing this he has touched on
no topic not connected with the war.

The war campaigns cover the first one in Western
Virginia, 1861; others in Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi,
and Alabama, 1862; in West Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, and
Pennsylvania, 1863; and in Virginia, 1864; ending with the
capture of Richmond and Petersburg, the battles of Five
Forks and Sailor's Creek, and the surrender of Lee to Grant
at Appomattox, 1865. A chapter on the New York riots of
1863, also one on the "Peace Negotiations," will be found,
each in its proper place.

Personal mention and descriptions of many officers
known to the writer are given; also war incidents deemed to
be of interest to the reader.

But few generalizations are indulged in either as to
events, principles, or the character of men; instead, facts
are given from which generalizations may be formed.

The author is indebted to his friends, General George D.
Ruggles (General Meade's Assistant Adjutant-General, Army
of the Potomac, late Adjutant-General, U.S.A.), for important



data furnished from the War Department, and to his
particular friends, both in peace and war, General John
Beatty and Colonel Wm. S. Furay of Columbus, Ohio, for
valuable suggestions.

J. W. K.
December, 1899.
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Slavery is older than tradition—older than authentic history,
and doubtless antedates any organized form of human



government. It had its origin in barbaric times. Uncivilized
man never voluntarily performed labor even for his own
comfort; he only struggled to gain a bare subsistence. He
did not till the soil, but killed wild animals for food and to
secure a scant covering for his body; and cannibalism was
common. Tribes were formed for defence, and thus wars
came, all, however, to maintain mere savage existence.
Through primitive wars captives were taken, and such as
were not slain were compelled to labor for their captors. In
time these slaves were used to domesticate useful animals
and, later, were forced to cultivate the soil and build rude
structures for the comfort and protection of their masters.
Thus it was that mankind was first forced to toil and
ultimately came to enjoy labor and its incident fruits, and
thus human slavery became a first step from barbarism
towards the ultimate civilization of mankind.

White slavery existed in the English-American colonies
antecedent to black or African slavery, though at first only
intended to be conditional and not to extend to offspring.
English, Scotch, and Irish alike, regardless of ancestry or
religious faith, were, for political offenses, sold and
transported to the dependent American colonies. They were
such persons as had participated in insurrections against
the Crown; many of them being prisoners taken on the
battle- field, as were the Scots taken on the field of Dunbar,
the royalist prisoners from the field of Worcester; likewise
the great leaders of the Penruddoc rebellion, and many who
were taken in the insurrection of Monmouth.

Of these, many were first sold in England to be
afterwards re-sold on shipboard to the colonies, as men sell
horses, to the highest bidder.

There was also, in some of the colonies, a conditional
servitude, under indentures, for servants, debtors, convicts,
and perhaps others. These forms of slavery made the
introduction of negro and perpetual slavery easy.



Australasia alone, of all inhabited parts of the globe, has
the honor, so far as history records, of never having a slave
population.

Egyptian history tells us of human bondage; the patriarch
Abraham, the founder of the Hebrew nation, owned and
dealt in slaves. That the law delivered to Moses from Mt.
Sinai justified and tolerated human slavery was the boast of
modern slaveholders.

Moses, from "Nebo's heights," saw the "land of promise,"
where flowed "milk and honey" in abundance, and where
slavery existed. The Hebrew people, but forty years
themselves out of bondage, possessed this land and
maintained slavery therein.

The advocates of slavery and the slave trade exultingly
quoted:

"And I will sell your sons and your daughters into
the hands of the children of Judah, and they shall
sell them to the Sabeans, to a people far off; for
the Lord hath spoken it."—Joel iii, 8.

They likewise claimed that St. Paul, while he preached
the gospel to slaveholders and slaves alike in Rome, yet
used his calling to enable him to return to slavery an
escaped human being—Onesimus.

The advocates of domestic slavery justified it as of
scriptural and divine origin.

From the Old Testament they quoted other texts, not only
to justify the holding of slaves in perpetual bondage, but the
continuance of the slave trade with all its cruelties.

"And he said, I am Abraham's servant."—Gen.
xxiv., 34.

"And there was of the house of Saul a servant
whose name was Ziba. And when they had called



him unto David, the King said unto him, Art thou
Ziba? And he said, Thy servant is he. . . .

"Then the King called to Ziba, Saul's servant, and
said unto him, I have given unto thy master's son
all that pertained to Saul, and to all his house.

"Thou, therefore, and thy sons, and they servants
shall till the land for him, and thou shalt bring in
the fruits, that thy master's son may have food to
eat," etc. "Now Ziba had fifteen sons and twenty
servants."—2 Samuel ix., 2, 9-10.

"I got me servants and maidens and had servants
born in my house; also I had great possessions of
great and small cattle above all that were in
Jerusalem before me."—Eccles. ii., 7.

"And he said, Hagar, Sarai's maid, whence comest
thou? and she said, I flee from the face of my
mistress Sarai.

"And the angel of the Lord said unto her, Return to
thy mistress, and submit thyself to her hands."—
Gen. xvi., 8, 9.

"A servant will not be corrected by words; for
though he understand, he will not answer."—Prov.
xxix., 19.

And from the New Testament they triumphantly quoted:

"Let every man abide in the same calling wherein
he was called. Art thou called being a servant?
care not for it; but if thou mayest be made free,
use it rather."—I Cor., vii., 20-22.



"Servants, be obedient to them that are your
masters according to the flesh, with fear and
trembling, in singleness of your heart, as unto
Christ," etc.

"And, ye masters, do the same things unto them,
forbearing threatening: knowing that your Master
also is in heaven; neither is there respect of
persons with him."—Eph., vi., 5-9.

"Servants, obey in all things your masters
according to the flesh, not with eye service, as
men pleasers; but in singleness of heart, fearing
God."—Col. iii., 22.

"Masters, give unto your servants that which is
just and equal; knowing that ye also have a
Master in heaven."—Col. iv., 1.

"Let as many servants as are under the yoke
count their own masters worthy of all honor, that
the name of God and his doctrines be not
blasphemed," etc.—I Tim., vi., 1, 2.

"Exhort servants to be obedient unto their own
masters, and to please them well in all things; not
answering again; not purloining, but showing all
good fidelity; that they may adorn the doctrine of
God our Saviour in all things."—Titus ii., 9, 10.

"Servants, be subject to your masters with all fear;
not only to the good and gentle, but also to the
froward."—I. Pet. ii, 18.

The advocates of slavery maintained that Christ
approved the calling as a slaveholder as well as the faith of
the Roman centurion, whose servant, "sick of a palsy,"



Christ miraculously healed by saying: "I have not found so
great faith, no, not in Israel."—Matt. viii., 10.

They also cited Dr. Adam Clark, the great Bible
commentator; Dr. Neander's work, entitled Planting and
Training the Church, and Dr. Mosheim's Church History, as
evidence that the Bible not only sanctioned slavery but
authorized its perpetuation through all time. In other words,
pro-slavery advocates in effect affirmed that these great
writers:

"Torture the hollowed pages of the Bible,
To sanction crime, and robbery, and blood,
And, in oppression's hateful service, libel

Both man and God."

While the teachings of neither the Old nor the New
Testament, nor of the Master, were to overthrow or to
establish political conditions as established by the temporal
powers of the then age, yet it must be admitted that large
numbers of people, of much learning and a high civilization,
believed human slavery was sanctioned by divine authority.

The deductions made from the texts quoted were
unwarranted. The principles of justice and mercy, on which
the Christian religion is founded, cannot be tortured into
even a toleration (as, possibly, could the law of Moses) of
the existence of the unnatural and barbaric institution of
slavery, or the slave trade.

Slavery was wrong per se; wholly unjustifiable on the
plainest principles of humanity and justice; and the
consciences of all unprejudiced, enlightened, civilized
people led them in time to believe that it had no warrant
from God and ought to have no warrant from man to exist
on the face of the earth.

The friends of freedom and those who believed slavery
sinful never for a moment assented to the claim that it was
sanctioned by Holy Writ, or that it was justified by early and



long-continued existence through barbaric or semi-barbaric
times. They denied that it could thus even be sanctified into
a moral right; that time ever converted cruelty into a
blessing, or a wrong into a right; that any human law could
give it legal existence, or rightfully perpetuate it against
natural justice; they maintained that a Higher Law, written
in God's immutable decrees of mercy, was paramount to all
human law or practice, however long continuing; that the
lessons taught by Christ in the Sermon on the Mount and in
all his life and teachings were a condemnation of it; and that
an enlightened, progressive civilization demanded its final
overthrow.

In America: Slavery is dead. We return to its history.
Greece had her slaves before tradition blended into

history, though, four centuries before Christ, Alcidamas
proclaimed: "God has sent forth all men free: Nature has
made no man slave."

Alexander, the mighty Macedonian (fourth century B.C.),
sold captives taken at Tyre and Gaza, the most
accomplished people of that time, into slavery.

Rome had her slaves; and her slave-marts were open at
her principal ports for traffic in men and women of all
nationalities, especially Christians and captives taken in war.

The German nations of the shores of the Baltic carried on
the desolating traffic. Russia recognized slavery and carried
on a slave trade through her merchantmen.

The Turks forbade the enslaving of Mussulmans, but sold
Christian and other captives into slavery. Christian and
Moor, for seven hundred years in the doubtful struggle in
Western Europe, respectively, doomed their captives to
slavery.

Contemporary with the discovery of America, the Moors
were driven from Granada, their last stronghold in Spain, to
the north of Africa; there they became corsairs, privateers,
and holders of Christian slaves. Their freebooter life and
cruelty furnished the pretext, not only to enslave the people



of the Moorish dominion, but of all Africa. The oldest
accounts of Africa bear testimony to the existence of
domestic slavery—of negro enslaving negro, and of
caravans of dealers in negro slaves.

Columbus, whose glory as the discoverer of this
continent we proclaim, on a return voyage (1494) carried
five hundred native Americans to Spain, a present to Queen
Isabella, and American Indians were sold into foreign
bondage, as "spoils of war," for two centuries.

The Saxon carried slavery in its most odious form into
England, where, at one time, not half the inhabitants were
absolutely free, and where the price of a man was but four
times the price of an ox.

He sold his own kindred into slavery. English slaves were
held in
Ireland till the reign of Henry II.

In time, however, the spirit of Christianity, pleading the
cause of humanity, stayed slavery's progress, and checked
the slave traffic by appeals to conscience.

Alexander III, Pope of Rome in the twelfth century,
proclaimed against it, by writing: "Nature having made no
slaves, all men have an equal right to liberty."

Efficacious as the Christian religion has been to destroy
or mitigate evil, it has failed to render the so-called
Christian slaveholder better than the pagan, or to improve
the condition of the bondsmen.

It may be observed that when slavery seemed to be
firmly planted in the Republic of the United States of
America, Egypt, as one of the powers of the earth, had
passed away; her slavery, too, was gone—only her
Pyramids, Sphinx, and Monoliths have been spared by time
and a just judgment. Greece, too, had perished, only her
philosophy and letters survive; Israel's people, though the
chosen of God, had, as a nation, been bodily carried into
oriental Babylonian captivity, and in due time had, in
fulfillment of divine judgment, been dispersed through all



lands. God in his mighty wrath also thundered on Babylon's
iniquity, and it, too, passed away forever, and the prophet
gives as a reason for this, that Babylon dealt in "slaves and
the souls of men."

Rome, once the mistress of the world, cased as a nation
to live; her greatness and her glory, her slave markets and
her slaves, all gone together and forever.

Germany, France, Spain, and other slave nations
renounced slavery barely in time to escape the general
national doom.

Russia, though her mighty Czars possessed absolute
power to rule, trembled before the mighty insurrections of
peasant-serfs that swept over the bodies of slain nobles and
slave-masters from remote regions to the very gates of
Moscow. Catherine II., Alexander I., Nicholas I., and
Alexander II. listened to the threatened doom, and, to save
their empire, put forth decrees to loosen and finally to break
the chains of twenty millions of slaves and serfs. Even
Moorish slavery in Northern Africa in large part passed away.
Mohammedan, Brahmin, and Buddhist had no sanction for
human slavery.

England heard the warning cry just in time to save the
kingdom from the impending common destiny of slave
nations.

It was not, however, until 1772, that Lord Mansfield, from
the Court of the King's Bench of Great Britain, announced
that no slave could be held under the English Constitution.
This decision was of binding force in her American colonies
when the Declaration of Independence was adopted, and
the "Liberty Bell" proclaimed "Liberty throughout all the land
to all the inhabitants thereof."

The argument that the institution of slavery was
sanctified by age ceased, long since, to be satisfying to
those who learned justice and mercy in the light of Christian
love, and who could read, not only that human slavery had
existed from the earliest times, but that it had existed



without right, only by the power of might, not sanctioned by
reason and natural justice, and that in its train a myriad of
coincident evils, crimes, and immoralities had taken birth
and flourished, blasting both master and slave and the land
they inhabited, and that God's just and retributive judgment
has universally been visited on all nations and peoples
continuing to maintain and perpetuate it.

Murder has existed in the world since Cain and Abel met
by the altar of God, yet no sane person for that reason
justifies it. So slavery has stalked down the long line of
centuries, cursing and destroying millions with its damning
power, but time has not sanctioned it into a right. The
longer it existed the more foul became the blot upon
history's pages, and the deeper the damnation upon
humanity it wrought.

When all the civilized nations of Europe, as well as the
nations and even tribes of Asia, had either abolished slavery
and taken steps effectually to do so, it remained for the
United States to stand alone upholding it in its direst form.

The nations of the ancient world either shook off slavery
in attempts to wash away its bloody stain, or slavery wiped
them from the powers of the earth. So of the more modern
nations.

Our Republic, boastful of its free institutions, of its
constitutional liberty, of its free schools and churches, of its
glories in the cause of humanity, its patriotism, resplendent
history, inventive genius, wealth, industry, civilization, and
Christianity, maintained slavery until it was only saved from
its common doom of slave nations by the atoning sacrifice
of its best blood and the mercy of an offended God.

More than two centuries (1562) before Lord Mansfield
judicially announced freedom to be the universal law of
England, Sir John Hawkins acquired the infamous distinction
of being the first Englishman to embark in the slave trade,
and the depravity of public sentiment in England then
approved his action. He then seized, on the African coast,



and transported a large cargo of negroes to Hispaniola and
bartered them for sugar, ginger, and pearls, at great profit.
Here commenced a traffic in human beings by English-
speaking people (scarcely yet ceased) that involved murder,
arson, theft, and all the cruelty and crimes incident to the
capture, transportation, and subjection of human beings to
the lust, avarice, and power of man.

Sir John Hawkins' success coming to the notice of the
avaricious and ambitious Queen Elizabeth, she, five years
later (1567), became the open protector of a new expedition
and sharer in the nefarious traffic, thus becoming a
promoter, abettor, and participant in all its crimes.

To the "African Company," for a long period, was granted
by England a monopoly of the slave trade, but it could not
be confined to this company. In 1698, England exacted a
tariff on the slave cargoes of her subjects engaged in the
trade.

From 1680 to 1700, by convention with Spain, the
English, it is estimated, stole from Africa 300,000 negroes to
supply the Spanish West Indies with slaves. By the treaty of
Utrecht (1713) Spain granted to England, during thirty
years, the absolute monopoly of supplying slaves to the
Spanish colonies. By this treaty England agreed to take to
the West Indies not less than 144,000 negroes, or 4800
each year; and, to guard against scandal to the Roman
Catholic religion, heretical slave-traders were forbidden.
This monopoly was granted by England to the "South Sea
Company."

England did not confine her trade to the West Indies. In
1750, it was shown in the English Parliament that 46,000
negroes were annually sold to English colonies.

As early as 1565, Sir John Hawthorne and Menendez
imported negroes as slaves into Florida, then a Spanish
possession, and with Spain's sanction many were carried
into the West Indies and sold into slavery.



II. INTRODUCTION OF SLAVERY INTO THE COLONIES
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In August, 1619, a Dutch man-of-war sailed up the James River in
Virginia, landed and sold to the colony at Jamestown twenty negroes as
slaves. This event marked the beginning of negro slavery in English-
American colonies. Two centuries and a half did not suffice to put an
end the Ethiopian slavery and the evils of a traffic begun on so small a
scale.

One year later (1620) the Puritans landed at Plymouth Rock,
bringing with them stern religious convictions and severe morals which
soon ripened into written laws and were likewise woven into social,
political, and religious life, the resultant effect of which, on human
existence in America, is never to end. One year later still, cotton was
first planted in the virgin soil of America, where it grew to perfection,
and thenceforth becoming the staple production, made slavery and
slave-breeding profitable to the slaveholder.

The earliest importation of negro slaves into New England was to
Providence Isle in the shp Desire (1637).

From Boston, Mass. (1645), the first American ship from the colonies
set sail to engage in the stealing of African negroes. Massachusetts
then held, under sanction of law, a few blacks and Indians in bondage.
But slavery did not flourish in New England. It was neither profitable
nor in consonance with the judgment of the people generally. The
General Court of Massachusetts, as early as 1646, "bearing witness
against the heinous crimes of man-stealing, ordered the recently
imported negroes to be restored, at the public charge, to their native
country, with a letter expressing the indignation of the General Court."
Unfortunately, persons guilty of stealing men could not be tried for
crimes committed in foreign lands.

But the African slave trade, early found to be extremely profitable,
and hence popular, did not cease. England, then as now, the most
enterprising of commercial nations on the high seas, engrossed the
trade, in large part, from 1680 to 1780. In 1711, there was established
a slave depot in New York City on or near what is now Wall Street; and
about the same time a depot was established for receiving slaves in
Boston, near where the old Franklin House stood. From New England
ships, and perhaps from others, negroes were landed and sent to these
and other central slave markets.



But few of these freshly stolen negroes were sold to Northern
slaveholders. Slave labor was not even then found profitable in the
climate of the North. The bondsman went to a more southern clime,
and to the cotton, rice, and tobacco fields of the large plantations of
the South.

As late as 1804-7, negroes from the coast of Africa were brought to
Boston, Bristol, Providence, and Hartford to be sold into slavery.

Shipowners of all the coast colonies, and later of all the coast
States of the United States, engaged in the slave trade.

But it was among the planters of Maryland, Virginia, and the
Carolinas that slaves proved to be most profitable. The people in these
sections were principally rural; plantations were large, not subject to
be broken up by frequent partition, if at all. The crops raised were
better suited to cultivation by slaves in large numbers; and the hot
climate was better adapted to the physical nature of the African negro.

The first inhabitants of the South preferred a rural life, and on large
plantations. The Crown grants to early proprietors favored this,
especially in the Virginia and Carolina colonies. The Puritans did not
love or foster slavery as did the Cavalier of the South. Castes or
classes existed among the Southern settlers from the beginning,
which, with other favoring causes, made it easier for slavery to take
root and prosper, and ultimately fasten itself upon and become a
dominating factor in the whole social and political fabric of the South.
Slavery there soon came to be considered of paramount importance in
securing a high social status or a high, so-called, civilization.

But we have, by this brief résumé, sufficiently shown that the
responsibility for the introduction and maintenance of slavery and the
slave trade does not rest exclusively on any of our early colonies,
North or South, nor on any one race or nationality of the world; it
remains now to show, in a summary way, how slavery and the slave
trade were treated and regarded by the different sections of the United
States after allegiance to England was thrown off.

While slavery died out from local and natural causes, if not wholly
for moral, social, and religious reasons, in the States north of Maryland,
it flourished and ripened into strength and importance in States south,
casting a controlling influence and power over the whole of the United
States socially, and for the most part dominating the country
politically. The greatest statesmen and brightest intellects of the North,
though convinced of the evils of slavery and of its fatal tendencies,
were generally too cowardly to attack it politically, although but about
one fifth of the whole white population of the slave states in 1860, or



perhaps at any time, was, through family relationship, or otherwise,
directly or indirectly interested in slaves or slave labor.

Old political parties were in time disrupted, and new ones were
formed on slavery issues.

The slavery question rent in twain the Methodist Episcopal and
Presbyterian churches. The followers of Wesley and Calvin divided on
slavery. It was always essentially an aristocratic institution, and hence
calculated to benefit only a few of the great mass of freemen.

In 1860, there was in the fifteen slave States a white population of
8,039,000 and a slave population of 3,953,696. Of the white population
only 384,884 were slaveholders, and, including their families, only
about 1,600,000 were directly or indirectly interested in slaves or their
labor. About 6,400,000 (80 per cent.) of the whites in these States had,
therefore, no interest in the institution, and yet they were wholly
subordinated to the few who were interested in it.

Curiously enough, slavery continued to exist, until a comparatively
recent period, in many of the States that had early declared it
abolished. The States formed out of the territory "Northwest of the
River Ohio" cannot be said to have ever been slave States. The sixth
section of the Ordinance of 1787 prohibited slavery forever therein.
The slaves reported in such States were only there by tolerance. They
were free of right. The Constitution of Illinois, as we shall presently see,
did not at first abolish slavery; only prohibited the introduction of
slaves.

The rebellion of the thirteen colonies in 1776 and the war for
independence did not grow out of slavery; that war was waged neither
to perpetuate nor to abolish it. The Puritan and Cavalier, the opponents
and the advocates of slavery and the slave trade, alike, fought for
independence, and, when successful, united in the purpose to foster
and build up an American Republic, based on the sovereignty of
individual citizenship, but ignoring the natural rights of the enslaved
negro.

The following table, compiled from the United States Census
Reports, may be of interest.

It shows the number of slaves reported in each State and Territory
of the United States at each Federal census.

North
1790 1800 1810 1820 1830 1840 1850 1860

Cal. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .

Conn. . .
. . .

2,759 951 310 97 25 17 . . . . . .



Ills. . . . .
. . . .  . . . 168 917 747 331 . . . . . .

Ind. . . .
. . . . . 135 237 190 3 3 . . . . . .

Iowa . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 . . . . . .

Kansas .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

Maine .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 . . . . . . . . .

Mass. . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 . . . . . . . . .

Mich. . .
. . . . . .  . . . 24 . . . 32 . . . . . . . . .

Minn. . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .

Neb. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . 15

N. H. . .
. . . 158 8 . . . . . . 3 1 . . . . . .

N. J. . . .
. . 11,423 12,422 10,851 7,557 2,254 674 236 18

N. Y. . . .
. . 21,324 20,343 15,017 10,088 75 4 . . . . . .

Ohio . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 3 . . . . . .

Oregon
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Penn. . .
. . . 3,737 1,706 796 211 403 64 . . . . . .

R. I. . . .
. . 952 381 108 48 17 5 . . . . . .

Utah . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 29

Vermont
. . . . . 17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Wis. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 . . . . . .

——— ——— ——— ——— ——— ——— ——— ———
Totals . .
. . . 40,370 35,646 27,510 19,108 3,568 1,129 262 64

 
South

1790 1800 1810 1820 1830 1840 1850 1860
D. C. . .
. . .  . . . . . 3,244 5,395 6,377 6,119 4,694 3,687 3,185



Ala. . . .
. . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,879 117,549 253,532 342,844 435,080

Ark. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,617 5,476 19,935 47,100 111,115

Del. . . .
. .  8,887 6,153 4,177 4,509 3,292 2,605 2,290 1,798

Florida .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,501 25,717 39,310 61,745

Ga. . . .
. .  29,264 59,404 105,218 149,654 217,531 280,944 381,682 462,198

Ky. . . . .
.  11,830 40,434 80,561 126,732 165,213 182,258 210,981 225,483

La. . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . 34,660 69,064 109,588 168,452 244,809 331,726

Md. . . .
. .  103,036 105,635 111,502 107,397 102,994 89,737 90,368 87,189

Miss. . .
. . . . . . . . 3,489 17,088 32,814 65,659 195,211 309,878 436,631

Mo. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . 3,011 10,222 25,091 58,240 87,422 114,931

N. C. . .
. . . 100,572 133,296 168,824 205,017 245,601 245,817 288,548 331,059

S. C. . . .
. . 107,094 146,151 196,365 258,475 315,401 327,088 384,984 402,406

Tenn. . .
. . . 3,417 13,584 44,535 80,107 141,603 183,059 239,459 275,719

Tex. . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58,161 182,566

Va. . . . .
.  293,427 345,796 392,518 425,153 469,757 449,087 472,528 490,865

———- ———- ————- ————- ————- ————- ————- ————-
Totals . .
. . . 657,527 857,095 1,163,854 1,519,017 2,005,475 2,486,326 3,204,051 3,953,696

———- ———- ————- ————- ————- ————- ————- ————-
Grand
totals . 697,897 892,741 1,191,364 1,538,125 2,009,043 2,487,455 3,204,313 3,953,760



III. DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
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The Declaration of Independence, though accepted at once
and to be regarded through all time by the liberty-loving
world as the best and boldest declaration in favor of human
rights, and the most pronounced protest against oppression
of the human race, is totally silent as to the rights of the
slaves in the colonies. It is true that Jefferson in his draft of
this instrument, in the articles of indictment against King
George III., used this language:

"He has waged cruel war against human nature
itself, violating its most sacred rights of life and
liberty in the persons of distant people who never
offended him, captivating and carrying them into
slavery in another hemisphere, or to incur
miserable death in the transportation thither, . . .
determined to keep open a market where white
men should be bought and sold; he has
prostituted his negative for suppressing every
legislative attempt to prohibit or restrain this
execrable commerce."

To conciliate Georgia and South Carolina, this part of the
indictment was struck out. These colonies had never sought
to restrain, but had always fostered the slave trade.
Jefferson, in his Autobiography (vol. i, p. 19), suggests that
other sections sympathized with Georgia and South Carolina
in this matter.

"Our Northern brethren . . . felt a little tender
under these censures: for though their people had



very few slaves themselves, yet they had been
considerable carriers of them to others."

Jefferson said King George preferred the advantage:

"of a few British corsairs to the lasting interests of
the American States and to the rights of human
nature, deeply wounded by this infamous
practice."

While it is not true, as has often been claimed, that
England is solely responsible for the introduction of slavery
into her American colonies, it is true that her King and
Parliament opposed almost every attempt to prohibit it or to
restrict the importation of slaves. Colonial legislative
enactments of Virginia and other colonies directed against
slavery were vetoed by the King or by his command by his
royal governors. Such governors were early forbidden to
give their assent to any measure restricting slavery in the
American colonies, and this policy was pursued until the
colonies became independent.

The treaty of peace between Great Britain and the United
States, signed at Paris, September 3, 1783, contained a
stipulation that Great Britain should withdraw her armies
from the United States "with all convenient speed, and
without causing any destruction, or carrying away any
negroes or other property of the American inhabitants."
Both governments thus openly recognized, not only the
existence of slavery in the United States, but that slaves
were merely property.

While slavery was deeply seated in the colonies and had
many advocates, including noted divines, who preached the
"divinity of slavery," there were, in 1776, and earlier, many
great men, South as well as North, who looked confidently
to an early emancipation of slaves, and who were then


