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To the Kirkpatricks All of us





Foreword

When H. D. Kirkpatrick learned that his North Carolina ancestors had owned enslaved people for generations, the family myth of a past as pastoral dairy yeomen shattered. The man who told him about his family’s history, when they reconnected after forty years, was Jimmie Lee Kirkpatrick, who had been a Black football hero at their Charlotte high school. Back then, Jimmie Lee had always called H. D. “Cuz.” Now it turned out that Jimmie Lee could actually be his cousin.

But this book is not the story of how H. D. and Jimmie Kirkpatrick found each other and their ancestors, or how the two of them became like family, although they did.

Instead, it’s an answer to H. D.’s first question after his discovery. He didn’t ask why those white Kirkpatricks became slaveholders. Historians could tell him that, with explanations including economic forces, labor supply, and Christian paternalism, and he read them all. Historians could also teach him what slavery was like, how it grew, and where it dominated the land and politics. But academic histories usually avoid exploration of the first question that popped into H. D.’s mind: “How does a man justify to himself that owning another human being as property is morally and ethically acceptable?”

H. D. later found that W. E. B. Du Bois had wondered the same thing. Du Bois wrote that “the psychological effect upon [the white master] was fatal. The mere fact that a man could be, under the law, the actual master of the mind and body of human beings had to have disastrous effects.” But Du Bois’s concerns lay elsewhere, and he never systematically explored those effects. Eugene Genovese came closest in The World the Slaveholders Made, but his explanations followed the economic imperatives of plantation slavery. Michael O’Brien followed the intellectual twists and turns that slave owners used to enable themselves to own other human beings in the magisterial two-volume book Conjectures of Order. H. D. realized that if he wanted an answer to his question, he would have to answer it himself.

Hugh DeArmond Kirkpatrick is a forensic psychologist. He spent forty years testifying in court on issues such as defendants’ “likely state of mind” when they committed crimes. Enslavement was a crime, one that masters committed not just once but on a daily basis, year after year. Kirkpatrick combed secondary and primary material; this book is an apt historiography of the historical literature on slavery, using those works and the slaveholders’ own words and actions to unearth their psychology.

He discovered that “the capacity to reach an emotional place in oneself that justifies owning another person seems insidiously complex.” Here he untangles that complexity in eleven chapters, using forensic methods to explore and classify the psychological mechanisms that slave owners used to enable them to justify their crimes and, often, even to see themselves as benevolent Christians. He argues that slaveholding was not simply a “peculiar institution”; rather, it created psychopathologies in individuals, families, and, ultimately, the collective Confederacy.

L. P. Hartley wrote, “The past is a foreign country. They do things differently there.” If so, we might be skeptical about applying twenty-first-century psychological analysis to nineteenth-century people. As an undergraduate psychology major who didn’t experience a jot of cognitive dissonance when I abandoned the field to earn a history PhD, I harbored a few doubts as well. However, Kirkpatrick’s pairing of history with his rigorous application of forensic psychological methods is always intriguing and convincing. Nineteenth-century people experienced cognitive dissonance too. For example, when the Presbyterian General Assembly took a vote in 1797 on the question “Is slavery evil?” the result was unanimous: yes. But the second question—“Are those who own slaves evil?”—came back as a firm no. Over the following four decades, cognitive dissonance and other compensating mechanisms slowly reshaped southern Protestantism to regard slavery not as evil but as a positive good. God made no mistakes; therefore, some were called to be servants and some masters. Only God could emancipate a slave.

Slaveholders became psychological acrobats. If a master raped a twelve-year-old slave, it was because (he thought) she was a hypersexual Jezebel. Although slaveholding families lived in fear of being murdered in their sleep in a slave uprising, white southerners somehow convinced themselves that those same enslaved people would fight for the Confederacy. Being a white woman on a plantation required exceptional mental gymnastics.

William Faulkner wrote of the South, “The past is never dead. It’s not even past.” Kirkpatrick does not flinch from the implications of his argument that a nation that experienced this sort of collective psychosis wrought a deep wound that Americans carried into the present. The legacy of these “collectively shared characteristics,” Kirkpatrick writes, “still lives in the hearts and behaviors of twenty-first-century Americans.”

It would be naive to think that the psychopathology that enabled slavery did not shape the nation’s economic, social, and political systems and replicate itself in those institutions over the century and a half that followed. Kirkpatrick writes in closing that he hopes that “people will begin to draw connecting lines from antebellum Southern racist slavery to twenty-first-century racism.” The hard history of slavery, here unsparingly depicted, is baked deep into the American psyche.

—Glenda Elizabeth Gilmore

Peter V. and C. Vann Woodward

Professor of History Emerita

Yale University





Preface


Put every crime perpetrated among men into a moral crucible, and dissolve and combine them all, and the resulting amalgam is slaveholding.

—Illinois Congressman Owen Lovejoy, 1860



In 1965, an eighteen-year-old African American man named Jimmie Lee Kirkpatrick transferred to my almost all-white high school from his all-Black high school. Jimmie and I were both seniors. We never became friends in high school. We would see each other in the hallway. We had the same last name. We’d go, “Hey, Cuz.”

We had grown up in the 1950s and 1960s in Charlotte, North Carolina, a segregated southern city. Jimmie was an outstanding football player. He figured that once a school redistricting plan was completed, he could transfer and would stand a better chance of getting noticed, maybe getting a football scholarship. It turned out to be true.

Now, Jimmie had what you call “game.” He averaged twelve yards a carry. He scored nineteen touchdowns and our football team won the regional state championship our senior year. Our team had some highly gifted athletes, but Jimmie stood out. He was Jim Brown caliber.

Jimmie got a football scholarship to Purdue. As a freshman, he was returning kickoffs and punt returns in the 1967 Rose Bowl.

Each year, North and South Carolina pick the best high school seniors to play in an all-star football game called the Shrine Bowl. In the fall of 1965—our senior year—Jimmie was not chosen. In fact, no Black player had ever been chosen. I was upset by that, because it seemed to me this omission was just blatant racism. The color of his skin kept Jimmie off that all-star team.

Because of his temperament and personality, Jimmie graciously accepted, in the press, his not being selected, publicly praising his two teammates (both white) who were chosen. Jimmie kept his disappointment to himself.

One of the South’s best civil rights attorneys, Julius Chambers, filed a class action lawsuit against the Shriners, challenging the obvious racial discrimination in the Shriners’ annual all-star selection process. Although it was too late to affect the 1965 player choices, Chambers’s lawsuit ultimately prevailed, and Black players were chosen for the Shrine game the following year and each subsequent year.

As the lawsuit made its way through the court, racist elements in our community violently voiced their objections to Chambers’s efforts. Chambers’s office and house were firebombed. In 1965. In my hometown. The Klan showed up. I was pretty upset by that.

As was true for many high school seniors, I was applying to college. My beloved brother, Robert Kirkpatrick, was completing his doctorate in English at Harvard, and he convinced me to make Harvard one of my college choices. His advice was simple and wise: “You’ve got to write an application essay that will capture the admission committee’s attention.”

So I wrote about Jimmie: a Black classmate I barely knew, who had the same last name as mine, who was incredibly talented and had been an obvious subject of racial discrimination.

That was about the extent of it. My brother’s guidance and my essay about Jimmie got me an interview. The admissions officer and I talked about the situation in Charlotte, the firebombings, and the civil rights implications. I got into Harvard with a scholarship to boot. I would not see or hear about Jimmie Lee Kirkpatrick for the next forty-six years.

In 2012, Gary Schwab, a sports editor for the Charlotte Observer, stumbled onto Jimmie’s story in the archives of the paper, and the Observer located Jimmie in Portland, Oregon, where he lives with his wife and children. Schwab and his coauthor, David Price, did a great three-part series on Jimmie and his football/civil rights story. I read those three articles—collectively called “Breaking Through”—with great interest, because I sometimes wondered what had happened to him after high school.

I sent an e-mail message through the editor of the Observer to Jimmie, expressing my desire to speak with him if he was willing. One afternoon soon after, my secretary handed me a message and said, “Your cousin from Oregon called.” Then she added, “I didn’t know you had a cousin in Oregon.”

I chuckled. “That’s funny. I do now.” I returned Jimmie’s call, and we talked for two hours.

Professionally, as a forensic psychologist, I used my initials—H. D.—as my signature. That was how the signature line read on the e-mail I sent to Jimmie.

As Jimmie and I were talking, he asked, “What’s the ‘H’ stand for?”

“Hugh,” I responded.

There was this pause, and then he said, “I know a lot about your family.”

I said, “Really? What do you mean?”

Jimmie proceeded to tell me that he’d been doing genealogic research for about a decade, and with the help of another researcher, Jimmie had located the original baptism records from Sharon Presbyterian Church in Charlotte that showed his great-great-great-grandfather, Sam Kirkpatrick ([unknown]–1866), was enslaved by Hugh Kirkpatrick (1803–1883).1
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This was more than a little shocking to me. Hugh was my great-great-grandfather.

Recovering from this news and gathering my wits about me, I responded, “Okay, turnabout is fair play.” I then told Jimmie that I had written my college essay about him. And I said, “Your story about being discriminated against, got this white boy, who was the ancestor of the guy who held your ancestor in bondage, into the Ivy League.”

He said, “Really? You’re kidding me.”
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Subsequent to this life-changing telephone call, Schwab heard about our conversations and the time we began spending time together, and wrote another three-part series about Jimmie and me, about our family history. This second series was called “A Binding Truth.” Both Observer series won the prestigious Green Eyeshade Award.

Jimmie’s news about my paternal ancestors being slaveholders truly stunned me. The news Jimmie delivered to me and the conversations we have had and continue to have—now over the course of eight years—about our families and the peculiar institution of American slavery altered the course and direction of my life. This book is not a work of fiction. I consider the truth Jimmie gave to me to be a gift of immeasurable proportion.

Jimmie and I had deepening conversations in which I learned that, on the eve of the Civil War in 1860, Hugh Kirkpatrick enslaved thirty-two people, which put him in the “planter” class. Ten years earlier, the 1850 Federal Slave Schedule 2, taken in September 1850, shows he enslaved thirty-four people during that census (see figure on page xv).2 As was the custom, Hugh’s surname, Kirkpatrick, is the only one listed. His enslaved are identified by their age and gender only. He listed nineteen males, fifteen females. Fourteen of the male enslaved were fourteen years old or younger, the youngest being three, and nine of the female enslaved were fourteen years old or younger, the youngest being one year old.

I had grown up being told that my Kirkpatrick family—my father’s folks—earned its living as dairy farmers, which was true in some generations. But when they first came to the colonies in the mid-eighteenth century, my Scots-Irish, Associate Reformed Presbyterian family established plantations and kept enslaved people. It is quite possible the white Kirkpatricks were dairy farmers from their colonial beginning, but if they were, they were using enslaved labor in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Jimmie opened an ancestral door I did not know existed. In the months ahead, I learned that Hugh Kirkpatrick’s grandfather John (my great-great-great-great-grandfather; 1741–1808) arrived in the colonies around 1762 from Ireland and settled in what that same year became Mecklenburg County, North Carolina. The 1790 federal census showed that John enslaved three people (see figure on page xvi). John’s name is written five lines from the bottom of the left-hand column.

This book, Marse: A Psychological Portrait of the Southern Slave Master and His Legacy of White Supremacy, is a direct result of learning that I am a descendant of southern slaveholders, some of whom belonged to the so-called planter class because they owned thirty or more enslaved persons. I needed to try to understand Marse Hugh’s psychology, although this book is not just an effort to understand my great-great-grandfather. It is a journey into the mind and behavior of the white male elite southern slave master who psychologically managed to justify enslaving another human being. The research and writing I have done over the past eight years have turned into the psychological exploration captured in this book. Jimmie has become my good friend, my cousin, my family, my brother, and my mentor. Marse became my examinee.
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One afternoon, while doing some reading, I called Jimmie at his home in Portland to share a concern I thought he should know about. I had been pondering where my post–Civil War ancestors may have carried and stored their racism after the war was lost. I said to Jimmie, “Don’t be surprised if I find a Klan robe in the closet somewhere.”

Jimmie paused for a moment, then chuckled. “Cutty, I’m not going to be surprised. After all, Kirkpatrick has 3 Ks in it.”

Surprised by his response, I asked, “How long have you been thinking about that?”

And he said, “All—my—life.”

This book has some autobiographical flavor comparable to the personal-historical narrative found in The Making of a Racist by the historian Charles B. Dew, a book that blew my doors off.3 Dew’s personal story was so parallel to my own. My work also found inspiration from Edward Ball’s outstanding and courageous first book, Slaves in the Family.4 Another book that continues to have a profound impact on me is Wendell Berry’s The Hidden Wound.5

This book is not a genealogical exposition. The rationale for using the name “Marse” (a synonym for “Master”) in this book’s title is explained more fully in the introduction. This work is about trying to understand the psyche of the Marse, the southern white racist man who reached a bargain with himself and his beloved South that owning thirty or more human beings was perfectly acceptable. This book is not about one particular man; it is a psychological examination of a general historical class of southern, planter-class, slaveholding men.

The scheme of this work is psychohistorical, as seen through the lens and methodology of applied clinical and forensic psychology. These two fields were my professional specializations, in civil and criminal law, for more than forty-five years. My work here results in a psychological autopsy, utilizing psychological methods and an understanding of the history of those times.

In my work as an expert consultant and witness in forensic psychology, a typical criminal case would be one in which I was retained to try to help explain psychologically why an individual defendant acted in certain ways. I was usually asked to aid my client—either defense counsel or the court—in understanding likely or probable explanations for the defendant’s actions, some of which seemed, at first blush, to make no sense. I learned early on that human beings can and will do some horrible things to other human beings. I forensically examined my professional cases using an applied multimethod, multihypothesis approach. My final analysis of a defendant’s behavior might cause him or her to sink or swim within the relevant legal circumstances. My guiding principles for my professional work were objectivity and psychological truth.

Forensic psychology, by definition, is the application of psychological methods and procedures to a circumstance in which there is a legal context or question, the understanding or comprehension of which might be helped by an exploration of its psychological dimensions. The forensic expert is asked to address at least one central question—the “referral question”—usually put to the expert by the retaining attorney or the court. For example, in a homicide case, the defense counsel might ask the expert, “What was the defendant’s likely state of mind at the time of the murder?”

I must clarify something important here. I am not answering whether or not Marse is a criminal. He was and he is. In today’s light, he is guilty of serious crimes. He committed crimes against humanity. He enslaved other persons. In his own antebellum legal and sectional culture, he was not a criminal, at least not most of the time. That’s the point, isn’t it? Marse had to become comfortable with being engaged in horrible, criminal acts at the most basic human level. As I apply various hypotheses to attempt to explain Marse’s psychology and behavior in certain areas, I will not be entertaining whether or not he engaged in criminal behavior. Such is my modern bias. Such is today’s clear truth.

Since it’s a given that Marse’s psychosocial history is replete with heinous crimes, such as abducting, transporting his enslaved prisoners in inhumane and often deadly conditions, maiming, using physical and psychological violence, imprisoning, sexually assaulting, enslaving, abusing and neglecting children, committing family-ectomy, flogging, and committing terror lynchings, to name a few, there is a clear, affirmative answer to the question, “Did he do these things?” His crimes are defined now through many sources, including first-person narratives by former enslaved persons, unmarked graves of enslaved persons, plantation records, an extensive retrospective social judgment lens, and an ever-expanding motherlode of historical research, particularly demonstrating the extent to which Marse’s powerful hands steered America’s brand of enslaved-labor capitalism. Additionally, the horrible “truth” about slavery is being unearthed and memorialized in powerful ways, such as the National Museum of African American History and Culture in Washington, DC, and two places in Montgomery, Alabama: the Legacy Museum: From Enslavement to Mass Incarceration and the National Memorial for Peace and Justice (see figure on page xix). America is having an emphatic reckoning with its Black slavery history as never before.

I began writing this book well before the cultural and political seismic shift that occurred (and continues to occur) in large measure in America because of a series of murders of Black men and women by white police officers, not the least of which was the lynching of George Floyd in Minneapolis on May 25, 2020. The video of Floyd’s murder allowed millions to see the truth of the underlying racism ravaging our country. If my book has any impact, my hope is that people will begin to draw connecting lines from antebellum Southern racist slavery to twenty-first-century racism.
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This book is not aimed at an understanding of “why” Marse committed these acts against Black Africans. My goal here is to explore a deeper, core question: How did Marse become psychologically comfortable with owning, as property, another human being? My focus will be on the so-called elite southern white slaveholders who enslaved thirty or more people, with special attention to the top echelon of enslavers who held hundreds in bondage and a few Grandees with over a thousand. Our nation’s first president, George Washington, was a slaveholder. As the historian Andrew Delbanco informed us, Washington, “as a child of eleven, had inherited ten slaves from his father. By 1770, he owned over a hundred.”6

It’s not enough to say the slaveholder enslaved people because he was a racist. It’s not sufficient to explain the slave master’s behavior in economic terms. The capacity to reach an emotional place in oneself that justifies owning another person seems insidiously complex. My great-great-grandfather, Marse Hugh, a man I was named after, reached this emotional place. So had his father and his father’s father. Obviously, the same was true for George Washington and his father.

Marse Hugh Kirkpatrick had at least three sons who fought for the Confederacy. Marse Hugh’s grandfather, a man I now consider Marse John Kirkpatrick (1741–1808), was my great-great-great-great-grandfather. A Scots-Irish Calvinist Presbyterian, he came to the colonies from the Ulster area of Ireland around 1762, apparently through the port of Charles Town, traveled north, and established a plantation just south of Charlotte, North Carolina. As noted above, he enslaved three people in 1790. He helped build Sardis Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church on his plantation land. These are my people. I initially undertook writing this book as a way of trying to make some sense out of my family history. I decided if I forensically investigated the mind of the white southern slave master, I might discover lots of things. My research and findings led me well beyond discoveries about my ancestors.

My client for the findings contained in this book is the court of public history. I have approached “Marse” here as the subject of a comprehensive forensic psychological examination. My findings about Marse’s psychology are based on my review and analysis of multiple collateral resources. Many of these resources were naturally the research and analysis of many brilliant, gifted historians who have devoted their entire careers to the subject of slavery. My primary sources include narratives and autobiographies by formerly enslaved people and the diaries, plantation logs, and publications of slaveholders, as well as the sermons and proslavery defenses of slavery by southern clergymen. Many scholars have written insightfully about various psychological aspects of slaveholders. There is also the significant work of the social psychologist Phillip Zimbardo, who has taught us so much about the corrupting potential of power. I gleaned from these scholars their psychological insights into the minds and behaviors of the slaveholders as I developed a comprehensive psychological portrait of the American white southern elite slave master utilizing collateral sources and my own skills and training.

The portrait of Marse I present is my interpretation of his ethics and behavior. My goal has been to reach findings in my analysis that are helpful toward an understanding of Marse and go well beyond a “more likely than not” evidentiary standard (51 percent in psychological statistical parlance) and perhaps beyond the “clear, cogent, and convincing” evidentiary standard (75 percent), aiming for a “beyond a reasonable doubt” standard (98–99 percent). The court of public opinion and public history will have to decide whether or not I succeeded.

There is no way I could have kept myself from writing this book. I have now identified three generations of my paternal family as slaveholders. I have become best friends with a Black high school classmate, Jimmie Kirkpatrick, whose ancestors were enslaved by my ancestors. I have visited the graves of these Black and white Kirkpatricks. The latter have etched marble headstones. In the same cemetery, the Black Kirkpatricks have rocks, and these were placed there only recently by a wonderful scout troop who took on this disgrace as a humanitarian project. I have attended a large Black Kirkpatrick family reunion in my hometown. Through wills and other public records, Jimmie and I have identified the names, genders, and ages of many of the enslaved people my ancestors owned. In 2018, I taught a course at the University of North Carolina at Charlotte titled “Up Close and Personal: the History of Slavery in Mecklenburg County.”

When I learned the harsh truth about my ancestors’ slaveholding history, I was working full-time as a forensic psychologist. I became conflicted. I had forensic cases that demanded my time and expertise, but what I felt compelled to do was dig more deeply into the world of slaveholding. A psychological path seemed to make sense. I retired from my private practice, dived into the history of American slavery, and began to swim in my southern pools of racist slavery. I framed my referral question, as I would do in any forensic psychological examination, as, “How does a man justify to himself that owning another human being as property is morally and ethically acceptable?”, identified my client as the general public, and began analyzing the relevant records. As I studied and chewed on the data about southern chattel slavery, I realized how deeply wounded I was from my family’s history. I became acutely conscious of how slavery is a significant emotional bridge from America’s past to its present and future. I understand how slavery wounded us all in one way or another. The trauma of the wound of slavery is rocking America to its core right now. This book is a summary of the different paths I took, my findings, and the bases for those findings. It’s also a book that is different than how I initially imagined it, because the time for staring down racist white supremacy in the face is right now.

I chose the word “Marse” for part of this book’s title not only because it’s a synonym for “Master,” but also because it offers an ambiguity. It refers to a collective class title, the caste of the American southern slave master. It also refers to an individual: master. My great-great-grandfather may well have been called Marse Hugh.

There are four reasons why I think there is value in utilizing forensic psychological methods in an exploration of Southern elite slaveholding. First, the original definition of “forensic” derives from the Greek word that means “public forum.” Under Roman law, the word meant “in a court of law.” I am using its original meaning: an examination in a public forum. Second, forensic psychological methods, when applied comprehensively and competently, force the examiner to be fair and objective. A forensic examination of a human being demands an analysis of the good, the bad, and the ugly. A balanced approach guards against bias. I have a bias: Slaveholding was wrong and immoral. It was a crime against humanity. Does this conclusion bear out? Do the historic data support or negate such a conclusion? Is such a conclusion defensible in light of the historic data? Third, seeking a comprehensive evaluation of the subject requires an examination of as many relevant resources as possible. I do not claim to have exhausted all the many possible resources. A finding or a conclusive statement must stand on a minimum of two sources. In this way, a forensic psychological exam is akin to investigative journalism. A story based on two independent sources can likely stand up. A forensic finding based on a minimum of two independent sources can likely stand up. A fourth reason is that a forensic examination must rest on the examiner considering multiple and often rival hypotheses. For example, did slaveholding add to the character strengths of the slave master or diminish them? Did slaveholding produce only deleterious effects on the enslaved? Was there any validity to the slaveholder’s claim that the enslaved benefitted from slavery?

As shocking as it was for me to learn about my family’s slaveholding history, I feel deeply grateful for the truth Jimmie Kirkpatrick revealed to me about my family—no, our families. My primary goal in the writing of this book is to reveal some relevant and hopefully healing, psychological truth about antebellum southern racist slavery.





Introduction: The Psychology of the Deceased

Marse as an enslaver is dead. This book aims to explore, define, and conceptualize a psychological portrait of a dead man: a historically well known, both despised and revered, somewhat romanticized and idealized dead man. It is a psychohistorical autopsy of a man named “Marse,” an outdated title synonymous with “Master,” “Mars,” “Mas,” “Marster,” “Mausta,” “Mastah,” or other variations of address commonly used by Black enslaved people and white freemen to acknowledge by title and position the American southern slave master. This book portrays characteristics or traits collectively shared by a particular class of slaveholders framed by thirty-one years in the antebellum South (1830–1861). They inserted themselves early into the list of key players who developed what would become the American colonies. The southern American Marse has had a long life. After an examination of the deceased’s mind and behavior, the book explores an argument that Marse is really not dead. For most of my life, I thought he was. I was wrong. As I developed and wrote this book, I realized that the Marse of the past still lives in many of the hearts and behaviors of twenty-first-century Americans.


THE PSYCHOLOGICAL QUESTION IS, “HOW”?

At a general, almost legendary level, there remains little doubt about why the southern slave master did what he did. There may be a continuing debate about whether or not slavery was the single greatest cause of the Civil War, but Marse the slaveholding statesman stands in a clear light. As a racist white elitist, he held Black people in bondage. He saw Black Africans as inferior subhumans. History has had Marse in its crosshairs for a long time. As a white American Southerner, Marse embraced and developed a bound labor system and an economy that were racist to their cores. This slavery-based system is commonly referred to as the South’s “peculiar institution.” The question that compels me here is how did he psychologically do what he did? Just how did a slave trader justify what it took to abduct, chain, imprison, sexually exploit, punish, transport, control, and murder captured people? How did Marse justify to himself that owning another human being was morally acceptable? It seems impossible to objectively look at American southern slavery—the South’s peculiar institution—and not judge it as right or wrong.

While most historians well understand slavery in general and American slavery in particular, much more can be said about the psyche (the inner psychodynamics) of the slave master. When I began my research for this book, I quickly came upon the work of historians Elizabeth Fox-Genovese and Eugene Genovese, who have contributed brilliantly to understanding the mind of the slave master.1 The work of historian James Roark is also instructive as he offered sharply identified insights into the mind of the slave master once the master had no slaves, and how Marse’s mind reconstituted itself after “the impact of secession, war, defeat, emancipation, and Reconstruction.”2




THE RELEVANCE OF THE TITLE “MARSE”

I have chosen “Marse” because it is an apt title for the subject of this work: the elite white American slaveholding Southerner. In his discussion of the book Eneas Africanus (an apparent proslavery racist parody) by American journalist and poet Harry Stillwell Edwards (1855–1938), the word “Marse” appears as Charles Dew relates the character Eneas’s outcry to his “master’s” question, “Eneas, you black rascal, where have you been?” Eneas responds, “Oh, Lord! Marse George! Glory be ter God! Out o’ de wilderness!”3

I found additional support for calling this project “Marse” from a most unexpected source. With the help of one of General Robert E. Lee’s officers, Major Robert Stiles (1836–1905), I offer a further explanation for my choice of the word. Although “Marse” was a title given to a white master by his Black enslaved people, it was far more than a Black dialectical form of “Master.” In his book Four Years under Marse Lee, Major Stiles explained his use of the word “Marse” as not only a nickname given to General Lee by his men but a word with several explicit meanings.4

Beyond the word’s use as a nickname, Stiles’s second explanation is surprising: “In the first place, it is military.… This quaint title yet rings true upon the elemental basis of military life—unquestioning and unlimited obedience. It embodies the strongest possible expression of the short creed of the soldier:



‘Theirs not to reason why

Theirs but to do and die.’”



Stiles informs us that it is a distinctively southern title, “applied in reverent affection, but also in defiant yet pathetic protest. It was, in some sense, an outcry of the social system of the South assailed and imperiled by the war and doomed to perish in the great convulsion.”5

This dimension of the word is surprising because it puts the white Confederate soldier and the Black enslaved on an equitable power-dynamic playing field not often considered: “The title ‘Marse Robert’ fitted at once the life of the soldier and the life of the enslaved, because both were based on the principle of absolute obedience to absolute authority.”6 Stiles continued: The term “undoubtedly originated among our negroes, being an expression of their affectionate reverence for their masters, by metaphor transferred to the one great ‘Lord and Master’ of us all.” By Stiles’s report, southern white men in general and rebel soldiers especially often referred to God as the “Old Master.”7

According to Stiles, the reverential application of “Marse” to Lee was also paying homage to the man’s character and bearing. Character was a major focus among nineteenth-century people. Marse Robert was revered.

To put a fine point on the meaning of “Marse,” Stiles wrote, “There is no way in which I can illustrate more vividly the almost worship with which Lee’s soldiers regarded him than by saying that I once overheard a conversation beside a camp fire between two Calvinists in Confederate rags and tatters, shreds and patches, in which one simply and sincerely inquired of his fellow, who had just spoken of ‘Old Marster,’ whether he referred to the one up at headquarters or the One up yonder.”8
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Furthering his elucidation of the meaning of “Marse,” Stiles reveals Lee’s beliefs about Black slaves’ relationship to authority. When Lee was asked his opinion about allowing armed slaves to join the Confederate cause, Stiles stated, Lee believed such an experiment would naturally work because “that unhesitatingly and unlimited obedience to authority—the first great lesson of a soldier—was ingrained, if not inborn, in the Southern slave.” This opinion by Lee foreshadows one of the self-defeating traits of the American southern elite slaveholder to be discussed in the body of this book—the trait of self-deception. Just how much applied denial have Americans—myself included—used to pretend Marse is dead?







Chronology

Significant Slavery Sequencing





	1502
	African slaves arrived in the new world, meaning that the enslavement of Africans in the so-called new world began in the Caribbean, well over a century before bound Black labor was brought to Virginia in 1619.



	
	Quoting Frazier, Erskine informs us: “The slave plantation served simultaneously as an agent of European colonization, a means of staple agricultural production within an expanding world capitalist market, and the incubator of a highly stratified system of race relations and a unique African-American culture. Because of the peculiarly authoritarian character of plantation slavery, the interdependence of the modes of political, economic, and cultural domination . . . was the problem ... of plantation societies: their compulsive need for a disciplined, dependent labor force.”1




	
	“It was the decimation of Native American populations in the 1500s that was a major factor in encouraging the importation of African replacements.”2




	1503
	“In the papal permission of 1503 for the enslavement of Africans the Catholic Church stated: 'being as they are hardened in their habits of idolatry and cannibalism, it is agreed that I [the Pope] should issue this decree. ... I hereby give license and permission ... to capture them



	
	. . . paying us the share that belongs to us and to sell them and utilize their services without incurring any penalty thereby, because if the Christians bring them to these lands and make use of their services they will be more easily converted to our faith.'”3




	1530-1570
	“Although capturing and moving slaves across the ocean had begun during Columbus' voyages, it is reasonable to say that 'the brief sugar boom from 1530 to 1570 . . . saw the origins of the slave trade.'”4




	
	“It has been noted, in a variety of contexts, that over eleven million Africans survived the Middle Passage and were forced to work on plantations in the New World. Of this number about 450,000 arrived in the United States.”5




	17th C
	

Major influx of Scots and English to Ulster, Ireland; after James VI came to the throne, at least 200,000 Presbyterians migrated from lowland Scotland to Ulster.











	17th C
	Throughout most of this century, indentured servants filled the bulk of the colonies’ labor needs.6




	1619
	First Black African slaves brought to Jamestown, Virginia, by English privateers who had seized the enslaved people from a Portuguese ship.



	1640
	War between Scots-Presbyterians and England.



	
	By this year, there were forty thousand Scots in Ulster. “Between 1640 and 1655, [the Caribbean islands] were transformed into sugar colonies . . . the English began their slave trade which lasted from 1651 to 1808, and which introduced an estimated 1,900,000 Africans to the Caribbean.”7




	1650
	Battle at Nations Ford (Mecklenburg County, NC) between the Catawbas and Cherokees, resulted in one thousand dead in the Catawba tribe and eleven hundred in the Cherokee tribe.



	1657
	The first known permanent white settler in North Carolina, Nathaniel Batts, had a house at the western end of Albemarle Sound.



	1663
	March 24, 1663, King Charles II (formerly titled prince of Wales) granted a charter for the colony of Carolina that made eight proprietors the “true and absolute lords and proprietors of the province.”8 Among these eight men were: Sir John Colleton, a royalist, who was appointed to the Council of Foreign Plantations, a resident of Barbados; Sir William Berkeley (governor of Virginia); Sir Anthony Ashley Cooper (later earl of Shaftsbury), chancellor of the exchequer; Sir George Cartaret, vice chamberlain of the household and treasurer of the navy; Edward Hyde, earl of Clarendon and the king's first minister and lord high chancellor of England; William Craven, the earl of Craven; George Monck, duke of Albemarle, among other things, who (according to Powell, 54), had been a general in Cromwell's army but switched over to help the monarchy be reestablished; and finally John Lord Berkeley, a strong supporter of the crown.9




	
	The duke of York, with a group of investors, launched the Company of Royal Adventurers Trading to Africa, later to become the Royal African Company. Four of these investors were among the Lords Proprietors who established North Carolina.



	1665
	Proprietors planned three counties in Carolina: Albemarle, Clarendon, and Craven.



	1669
	The Fundamental Constitutions of Carolina, “supposedly written by philosopher John Locke, Ashley Cooper's protege, who served for a time as secretary to the Proprietors.” William S. Powell, North Carolina Through Four Centuries, 1989, 57. This document carved Carolina into a feudal system run by nobility.



	1680s
	The shift from indentured servants to slave labor began to occur in the colonies.



	1680
	Virginia passed its first slave code.



	1683
	South Carolina passed its first “Act to Prevent Runaways.”10




	1691
	A Virginia trader named Daniel Pugh kidnapped and sold several Tuscarora Indians “onto ships bound for Caribbean sugar plantations.”11




	1700
	There were a million Scots in Ireland.



	
	At least forty thousand and perhaps well over fifty thousand enslaved people were held in the colony of North Carolina.











	1708
	The governor of South Carolina estimated there were fourteen hundred Indian slaves in South Carolina among a total population of 12,580.12




	1710
	New Bern, North Carolina, was settled and founded.



	1711
	The Tuscarora War began in North Carolina, when the Tuscarora in September captured Christoph von Graffenreid, founder of New Bern, and John Lawson, an influential surveyor. “When talks with the captives broke down, Tuscarora, Coree, Neuse, Bear River, and other Indians who had gathered at Catechna (hereafter referred to as the Catechna Alliance) executed Lawson and launched a devastating surprise attack against settlements along the Pamlico, Neuse, and Trent Rivers and Core Sound.”13




	1712
	Separation of North and South Carolina occurred, with the commissioning of Edward Hyde as the first governor of North Carolina.



	1727
	Another mass exodus of Scots-Irish took place from Ulster province, following a succession of three bad harvests in a row, the “great potato famine.” Many of these came to America as indentured servants.



	1729
	King George II purchased seven of the eight proprietors’ shares of Carolina. According to Kratt, the king may have done so because of the proprietors’ mismanagement.14




	1730
	“As late as 1730, Quaker merchants in Philadelphia were importing and selling West Indian Negroes.”15




	1730-1745
	Large migration of Highland Scots to North Carolina—including Flora Macdonald.



	1731
	The famous English preacher George Whitefield came to the colonies, his second of seven visits—his preaching up and down the eastern seaboard, sparking the “Great Awakening.” Citing Drake, Erskine in The Plantation Church points out that “Negro spirituals” in part developed because of the “camp meetings” which began with the first Great Awakening in 1739.



	
	“The Great Awakening had the effect of highlighting the importance of religious instruction for enslaved persons which was seen by many within the church as a religious duty that would enhance the master-slave relationships and at the same time increase productivity on the plantations. It was a win-win situation for both the church and the master. The truth is, slavery emerged as a Christian institution.” Pg. 76 in Erskine.



	
	Whitefied (sometimes spelled Whitfield) was a strong supporter of the legalization of slavery. It is said he had four thousand acres and fifty slaves. “Whitefield in Georgia advocated the introduction of slavery and rum for the economic development of the colony. He even owned slaves himself.” Pg. 75 in Erskine, The Plantation Church.




	1735-1770
	Seventy thousand to seventy-five thousand enslaved people were brought into Georgia and North Carolina.



	1749
	Anson County, North Carolina, established. Mecklenburg County later was carved out of Anson County.



	1750
	Forty thousand enslaved people lived in the low country (South Carolina, Georgia) of the South, whereas 145,000 lived in Virginia and Maryland.



	
	By 1750, “each colony in the various regions of British North America had gone through comparable stages of development”:



	
	1. invasion and conquest of native Americans and their lands



	
	2. the replacement of indigenous peoples by increasing numbers of European Americans, including significant indentured labor











	
	3. increasing numbers of enslaved African Americans



	
	4. sufficient efforts by whites began a significant, viable export trade.16




	1754-1755
	A succession of North Carolina governors made a special effort to attract colonists from Ulster and Scotland.



	1756
	Enslaved people comprised some 16 percent of the population of both Newport, Rhode Island, and New York City. “Princeton’s first nine presidents were all slaveholders at various points in their lives.”17




	1762
	Mecklenburg County was named after the birthplace of the new bride of King George III of England—Queen Charlotte of Mecklenburg-Strelitz, Germany.18




	1763
	Kratt informs us that in this year, George August Selwyn’s agent, Henry McCulloch, sent surveyors to the emerging Charlotte Town, to sell and execute deeds, for lands already settled by the Scots-Irish, who did not take kindly to Selwyn and McCulloch’s efforts. These proud Scot-Irish “attacked the surveyors, breaking their instruments and measuring chains.”19




	1765
	The so-called Sugar Creek War (aka the “Selwyn land riots”) in Mecklenburg County, a fight over land ownership between Lord Selwyn’s men, led by Henry McCulloh [McCulloch], and a local band, led by Thomas Polk. According to Morrill, quoting Bowers, Polk eventually had a personal land holding of “over 15,000 acres” and he and his relatives “owned 81 slaves.”20




	1768
	Charlotte, North Carolina, was established on 360 acres of land purchased from George Augustus Selwyn.



	
	The people of Mecklenburg County declared, “We shall ever be more ready to support the government under which we find the most liberty.”21




	1771
	Queens College for men was established in Charlotte, but King George III refused to approve its charter. Its name was changed to Queens Museum, but still not approved by the king. Nevertheless, in defiance of the crown, it operated without a charter as the first college in North Carolina.



	1774
	Hezekiah Alexander built his house in Mecklenburg County. Morrill says the Alexander clan owned more than 160 slaves.22




	1775
	By this year, probably two hundred thousand Ulstermen immigrated to America, mostly all Presbyterians. Vann says between two and three hundred thousand Scots-Irish were living in America.



	
	Leyburn estimated that one hundred thousand Scots-Irish came as indentured servants.23




	1776
	Thomas Jefferson, who held three hundred enslaved individuals in bondage, drafted the Declaration of Independence.



	1777
	North Carolina passed a law designed to curb emancipation; the law denounced “the evil and pernicious practice of freeing slaves in this state.”24




	1780-1784
	Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Connecticut, and Rhode Island abolished slavery within their borders.



	1783
	Erskine informs us that, after the American Revolution, many American Blacks founded churches wherein Africa was a central and crucial part of their identity. Revivals in the South contributed significantly to the conversion of Blacks to Christianity: “In this emotionally charged atmosphere, enslaved people encountered a form of Protestant worship that resembled the religious celebration of their African homelands.” 25












	
1785
	David Walker, an African American, was born in Wilmington, North Carolina; he would become the first African American to offer a written indictment of slavery. In the late 1820s he published An Appeal to the Coloured People of the World. He argued, among other things, that Egyptian slavery was nowhere near as racist as American slavery.26




	1786
	Between 1786 and 1788 Josiah Collins brought enslaved West Africans to dig the Somerset Canal (in North Carolina) between the Scuppernong River and Lake Phelps to establish Somerset Place Plantation, drain the pocosin wetlands, harvest timber, and develop agricultural cropland.



	1787
	The Constitutional Convention was held. In one of its decisions, it prevented Congress from outlawing slavery for twenty years. The effect was that between 1787 and 1807, more enslaved people were brought into the United States than during any two other decades in history.27




	
	The Fugitive Slave Clause was added to the Constitution.



	
	Quobnah Ottobah Cugoano wrote Thoughts and Sentiments on the Evil and Wicked Traffic of the Slavery and Commerce of the Human Species.




	1790
	February 24: The first Presbytery of the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church in the South was organized in Long Cane, Abbeville, South Carolina, also known as the Presbytery of the Carolinas and Georgia. It was under the leadership of Dr. Thomas Clark. This is the date given for the founding of the Sardis ARP Church in Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.



	
	A thousand tons of cotton were being produced every year in the South.28




	
	“In 1790 the United States produced about 3,000 bales of cotton. The figure increased to 178,000 in 1810 and ballooned to more than 4 million bales on the eve of the Civil War.”29




	1790s
	A massive slave revolt occurred in Haiti. In 1791 the population of Haiti included 450,000 enslaved people, 30,000 free persons of color, and only 40,000 whites.30 “In 1791, the Blacks of Haiti rose up against both the whites and free persons of color and a 12-year armed struggle began that ended with the Proclamation of the Republic of Haiti in 1804.”31




	1792
	In response to the revolt in Haiti, South Carolina introduced legislation to prohibit the importation of slaves.



	1793
	The invention of the cotton gin. According to Kolchin, this device allowed for the separation of the seeds from the short-staple cotton in a relatively efficient way. Short-staple cotton was easier to grow and could grow in more places than the long-staple variety of cotton. This allowed for a tremendous expansion of cotton production throughout the South.



	
	This invention “enabled farmers to ship about twelve times as much cotton to market than they could before, and the world price decreased by approximately one half. This meant that industrious individuals who owned substantial amounts of land and the requisite labor supply could increase their annual income by 600 per cent. Before the cotton gin, virtually no cotton was grown in the Piedmont.”32




	1798
	John Kirkpatrick (the author’s great-great-great-great-grandfather) owned more than seven hundred acres and four slaves. At the time of his death in 1808, he enslaved over fourteen people.











	
1800
	“At the end of the eighteenth century, the average sugar plantation [in the Caribbean] was staffed with 180 enslaved individuals; in Virginia and Maryland the average plantation had less than 13 enslaved people.”33




	
	According to King, the Reformed Presbytery had passed an act that no slaveholder would be kept in the church. “The people heartily favored this position even though the bulk of the Reformed Presbyterian Church was located in the South. Since the Associate Reformed Church remained silent on this question, and more and more of Associate Reformed people purchased enslaved people, the Reformed Presbyterians found less and less in common with their Associate Reformed brothers. Instead of remaining in the South to testify against the evils of slavery, however, these Covenanters moved away from the problem.”34 King says many moved to the northwestern states.



	1802
	Salem Academy established by the Moravian community. Recently, the college has been coming to some terms with its slaveholding history and issued an apology.




	1807
	Southern Mecklenburg’s several largest landowners now individually possessed between three and six enslaved people.



	
	The British Parliament abolished the slave trade but not slavery itself.



	1808
	By a congressional ban, importation of enslaved people ceased. Sublette and Sublette emphasize the tremendous impact this date and this law had on changing the nature of slavery in the South. Slavery moved from the importation phase to the breeding phase. Interstate slave trading became big business.35




	1810
	The enslaved population of America was twice what it had been in 1770.



	1819
	By this time, Jefferson himself came to the defense of southern “rights” against those who would limit the spread of slavery into Missouri.



	
	An economic depression occurred, e.g., South Carolina experienced an abrupt end to prosperity.



	1820
	The United States passed India as the world’s largest cotton producer.



	1822
	The population of Charleston was 24,780, only 10,653 of whom were white.



	1823
	Richard Furman writes his Exposition of the Views of Baptists, the most important proslavery argument to come out of Charleston, South Carolina, in the 1820s. Furman’s arguments were used to respond to the “religiously inspired Vesey plot.” Furman argued that the Providence of God had saved Charleston from a slave revolt. He advocated that a master might hold an enslaved person “according to Christian principles” and that evil attached to slavery only through the “individual who abuses his authority. ”



	1828
	William Lee Jr. and his wife, Mary Ann McKnight, established their plantation off McAlpine Creek in Mecklenburg County.



	
	John C. Calhoun argues that individual states have the constitutional right to “nullify” laws imposed by the federal government.36




	
	The firm of Franklin and Armfield was organized. It became the largest slave-trading enterprise in the South, operating out of Alexandria, Virginia. Before they retired, each partner had accumulated fortunes in excess of a half million dollars.37












	
1830s
	Brazil imported more than four hundred thousand enslaved people.38




	
	Between 1830 and 1860, Virginia exported more than three hundred thousand enslaved people; North Carolina, about one hundred thousand. Much of this exporting had to do with the western movement of the country to other “promised lands.”



	
	The North Carolina General Assembly passed the Free Negro Code, which attempted to restrict free Blacks’ contact with antislavery advocates and enslaved people.39




	1831
	William Lloyd Garrison published his newspaper The Liberator in Boston.



	1832
	John C. Calhoun resigned as Andrew Jackson’s vice president and reentered the US Senate to fight a federal tariff that was benefiting only Northern manufacturers.



	
	South Carolina claims the right to nullify federal laws.



	
	Thomas R. Dew of William and Mary published “Professor Dew on Slavery,” a description of the economic and moral necessity of slavery.



	1835
	Davidson College was established by the Concord Presbytery.



	
	The American Anti-Slavery Society declared an information war on the South. It began to deluge southern mailboxes with antislavery material.40




	183&
	Congress enacts the “gag rule,” automatically tabling without debate all petitions on the subject of slavery.41




	1838
	Slavery abolished in Jamaica.



	
	Frederick Douglass escaped to New York City from slavery in Baltimore, Maryland.



	1840s
	Mecklenburg County instituted “slave patrols” whose outward purpose was “to prevent negroes from holding meetings at night and on Sundays.”



	1845
	Even though the Synod of the South remained essentially silent on the issue of slavery—i.e., it never condemned slavery—it passed an act in 1 845 “which in effect recognized that slaves had souls. Some slaveholders did not admit that their slaves had souls, and were, therefore, not entitled to hear the gospel and be educated in the tenets of the Christian religion. Some slaves showed no respect for the institution of marriage; neither did some masters respect the dignity of marriage among slaves. Often negro families would be split when husbands, wives or children would be sold.”42




	
	The Baptist Church split over slavery. The Southern Baptists now saw their ministers free to promote slavery as a Bible institution.43




	
	Frederick Douglass’s Narrative of the Life of Frederick Douglass, an American Slave, is published.



	
	Texas is admitted to the union as a slave state.



	1847
	Charles Colcock Jones of Georgia wrote a book entitled Suggestions on the Religious Instruction of Negroes in the Southern States, which was published by the Presbyterian Board of Publications.











	
1848
	Calhoun held a caucus of southern senators and representatives in the Senate chamber and gave his “Address of the Southern delegates in Congress to the Constituents,” advocating slavery as a state right and that forcing the emancipation of enslaved people was an act of aggression.44




	
	James Watt Kirkpatrick (the author’s great-grandfather) was born in the Sharon Township. At age sixteen, he volunteered in the Confederate army.



	
	The California Gold Rush begins.



	1849
	Harriet Tubman escapes from slavery and soon begins the Underground Railroad.



	1850
	By the second quarter of the nineteenth century, the Sharon District’s enslaved population outnumbered its white population. In a population of approximately 800 persons, 374 were white and 426 were Black.



	
	Dr. Joseph Ross of the Sharon Township (Mecklenburg County) had accumulated more than one thousand acres of land and twenty-four enslaved people. “He was ably prepared to discourage any local outbreaks of abolitionist sympathies.”45




	
	Forty-four percent of the population of Mecklenburg County was enslaved.46




	
	Passage of the Fugitive Slave Law.



	
	Charlotte had approximately 456 slaves, constituting 44 percent of the town’s population. Charlotte had 36 free Black inhabitants.47




	
	The slave trade officially ended in the United States.



	1851
	Harriet Beecher Stowe’s Uncle Tom’s Cabin is first serialized.



	1852
	Alabama’s legal code codified the slave’s dual character: (1) his status was as property (chattel); (2) the slave was a person to whom the master owed food, clothing, and care. The customary phrasing across the South was slaves were referred to as “chattels personal.”



	1854
	The Republican Party is formally organized.



	1856
	Proslavery forces sack Lawrence, Kansas.



	
	The US Supreme Court ruled in its Dred Scott decision, wherein “Chief Justice Roger B. Taney had stated explicitly that Black people have ‘no rights which the white man is bound to respect.’”48 The Supreme Court of the US declared in its Dred Scott decision that the enslaved man Dred Scott could not sue for his freedom “because he was not a person, but property.”49 This decision meant that enslaved people were not citizens.



	
	Lincoln helps form the Republican Party in Illinois.



	
	Massachusetts Senator Charles Sumner is almost beaten to death by South Carolina representative Preston Brooks on the floor of the US Senate chamber.



	1858
	There was a reconciliation merger among the Synods of the West, Illinois, New York, and the Associate Synod to form the United Presbyterian Church of North America. The Synod of the South did not join, in part over the matter of slaveholding.



	1859
	John Brown leads a raid on the federal arsenal at Harpers Ferry, Virginia. Colonel Robert E. Lee stopped Brown’s attempt at an enslaved uprising.











	
1860
	Lincoln is nominated for president at the Republican National Convention and is elected on November 6.



	
	The secessionist drumbeats began loudly in the Deep South: Mississippi, Alabama, South Carolina, and Georgia. These four states sent secessionist commissioners—the “Apostles of Disunion”50—into neighboring states to spread the secessionist message. “In all some fifty-two men served as secession commissioners in the critical weeks just before the Civil War.”51




	
	On December 20, South Carolina secedes from the Union.



	
	“In 1860 more than 85 percent of the [North Carolina] state legislators were slaveholders, the highest percentage in the South.”52




	
	Several Black churches were founded near Sharon: Lloyd Church, Matthews-Murkland Presbyterian, and Smithfield Baptist.



	
	By 1860, a million tons of cotton were being produced every year in the South. Kolchin says the South’s production surpassed 4 million bales on the eve of the Civil War. “Cotton created a seemingly insatiable demand for slave labor.”53




	
	“Millions of enslaved people and their ancestors had built the enormous wealth of the United States; indeed, in 1860, 80 percent of the nation’s gross national product was tied to slavery.”54




	
	“By the 1860s five hundred enslaved people could fetch close to half a million dollars in Cuba.”55




	
	“By 1860, the American South was producing two-thirds of all the commercially grown cotton in the world and about four-fifths of the cotton that Great Britain’s mammoth textile industry consumed every year.”56




	
	The enslaved population in the South had grown from a half million in 1790 to 4 million by 1860.57 “Slaves born in Africa comprised only 20 per cent of the Black population at the end of the American Revolution and by 1860 almost 100 per cent of the slaves in the United States were native born.”58




	
	“In 1860 the average sales price for a healthy, young bondsmen [sic] was equivalent to the price of an average house.”59




	
	“In 1860, there were in the South 385,000 owners of slaves distributed among 1,516,000 free families. Nearly three-fourths of all free Southerners had no connection with slavery through either family ties or direct ownership.” In North Carolina, one-fourth (25 percent) of families owned slaves.60




	
	By 1860, enslaved individuals constituted about one-third of the population of the South.61 “At prices quoted on the markets of the day, those nearly four million human beings were worth something like $3 billon.”62




	
	By the time of the Civil War, there were nearly 4 million enslaved people in the United States.



	
	By 1861, seven southern states seceded.











	
	In July, Timothy Meaner bought a sailboat and tried to smuggle 110 enslaved people into Mobile (Alabama) Bay. They offloaded their enslaved captives and, fearing they were about to be caught, they burned and sank the boat Clotilda.




	 
	The typical master owned between four and six enslaved. The federal Census Bureau reserved the term “planter” for a master who owned at least twenty slaves. “Only one out of eight southern masters belonged to this group— some forty-six thousand in total. But as a group, they controlled more than half of all the South’s slaves and an even larger share of its total agricultural group.”63 As is noted elsewhere in this book, the almost complete consensus among historians that, as determined by the federal census, twenty or more enslaved people held by an enslaver put him or her into the “planter class” According to my research, the federal census never defined the “planter class” as being determined by twenty or more enslaved people.



	 
	“In 1860, slaves composed approximately 40 per cent of the local population (6,800 of 17,000), making Mecklenburg County one of the highest in terms of the number of bondspeople in the North Carolina Piedmont.”64




	 
	’The true planter aristocracy embraced ten thousand families that owned fifty or more slaves apiece.” These were the people who had the right of way in business and politics.65




	 
	An interesting example is the Rev. Charles Colcock Jones, who spearheaded the campaign to bring a proslavery form of Christianity to southern bondspeople: he owned 129 enslaved people on three plantations in coastal Georgia’s Liberty County.66




	 
	Hugh Kirkpatrick (the author’s great-great-grandfather) owned thirty-two enslaved people in 1860, one of whom was Jimmie Lee Kirkpatrick’s great-great-great-grandfather, Sam Kirkpatrick.



	 
	“At the very apex of the South’s social pyramid stood about fifty southern planters, each of whom owned at least five hundred slaves. . . . The richest planter in NC was Thomas P. Devereux, the father of Catherine Devereux Edmondston. ... He enslaved more than one thousand people.”67




	 
	More than a third of the legislative seats in North Carolina, Alabama, and Mississippi belonged to full-fledged planters. In South Carolina, planters held more than half of the legislative seats.68




	 
	To understand the power and influence of slaveholders even more: in a Senate speech in 1858 by James Henry Hammond, he said, “We, the slaveholders of the South, took our country in her infancy, led it to independence, and have since then continued ‘ruling her for sixty of the seventy years of her existence.’”69 Since the American Revolution, nearly all of the occupants of the White House were slaveholders (Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Tyler, Polk, and Taylor).



	 
	The 1860 census estimated that one in ten enslaved people cultivated tobacco; another one in ten raised sugar, rice, or hemp; and more than half worked in cotton fields.











	


	The population of Charlotte, North Carolina, was 2,265.



	 
	On November 30, the Mississippi legislature authorized Governor Pettus to appoint secessionist commissioners to every slave state, to inform these other states of Mississippi’s forthcoming secessionist convention, and “to seek the support of those states for whatever measures would promote the ‘common defense and safety’ of the South.”70




	 
	On December 20, two Alabama commissioners addressed a joint session of the North Carolina legislature calling for Southern unity. On this same day, South Carolina passed its ordinance of secession. The vote was unanimous (169-0).



	1861
	On December 26, the South Carolina convention appointed seven commissioners to send to Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas. Virginia and North Carolina were later added to the list. On January 9, South Carolina batteries opened fire on the Star of the West, an unarmed federal vessel trying to bring supplies to Fort Sumter.



	 
	On January 22, a public meeting at the Mecklenburg County courthouse chaired by Hugh Kirkpatrick (the author’s great-great-grandfather and namesake) was reported in the Western Democrat. Kirkpatrick and the duly assembled called for immediate support of North Carolina’s secession.



	 
	In his inaugural speech in March , Lincoln said, “I have no purpose directly or indirectly to interfere with the institution of slavery in the States where it exists: I believe I have no lawful right to do so and I have no inclination to do so.”71




	 
	Harrietjacobs, after escaping from slavery in North Carolina, published her Incidents in the Life of a Slave Girl.




	1863
	Lincoln signed the Emancipation Proclamation.
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