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Table 1.1

Percent age of Total Popul ation Ensl aved, 1810-1860

Ameri can

Zone: 1810 1820 1840 1860

Uni ted States 16.5 15.9 14. 6 12.6

Sout hern St at es 33.5 34.1 40. 7 36. 8

Appal achi an Counti es of:
Al abam na 9.3 19. 2 20. 4
CGeorgi a na 8.2 13.8 21.3
Kent ucky 11.1 8.6 10. 8 6.9
Mar yl and 14.9 14.8 9.6 5.1
Nort h Carolina 11.1 16. 7 12.3 11. 3
Sout h Carolina na na 18.9 21. 4
Tennessee 9.1 9.1 9.7 9.9
Virginia 26. 4 19.1 27.6 24.6
West Virginia 10. 3 21.1 7.7 4.9
Regi on 17.2 15. 3 15. 3 13.9

Source: Derived from anal ysis of aggregated county totals in the published
Censuses for these years.



Table 1.2

Change in Popul ati on, 1820-1860

% I ncrease or (Decrease)

Aneri can in Popul ati on
Zone: Free Sl ave
Uni ted States 226. 2 158. 2

Appal achi an Counties of:

Al abama 795.1 2,130.1
Georgia & South Carolina 1,725.9 4,300.0

Kent ucky 172. 2 69.5
Maryl and 64. 2 (49.9)
North Carolina 112. 4 75.6
Tennessee 147. 8 183. 5
Virginia 66. 9 37.0
West Virginia 193.0 23.8
Mount ai nous Terrain 299. 2 317.8
Hill-Plateau Terrain 169. 9 101.6
Ri dge-Val l ey Terrain 117.9 108. 7
Sout hern Appal achi a 162. 4 105.5

Source: Cal cul ated from aggregated county totals in the published censuses
Popul ati on



Table 1.3

Bl ack Appal achi ans and Sl avehol ders in Sout hern Appal achia, 1860

Bl ack Appal achi ans

No. No.
Appal achi an Free No. % Tot al Sl ave-
Counties of: Bl acks Sl aves Popul ati on hol der s
Al abanma 96 36, 841 20.5 4,583
CGeorgi a 115 29, 744 21.5 3,916
Kent ucky 516 13, 280 7.6 2,564
Maryl and 2,769 5, 344 11.8 1,379
North Carolina 776 16, 439 12.7 2,528
Sout h Carolina 43 4,195 22.0 529
Tennessee 1,454 38, 666 10.9 7,321
Virginia 3, 863 115,192 25.3 14, 307
West Virginia 1, 085 18, 371 6.2 3,603
Regi on 10, 717 278,072 15.2 40, 370

Source: Derived from anal ysis of aggregated totals in the published Census
Popul ati on.



Table 1.4

Change in Appal achi an Sl avehol di ng, 1800-1860

% Land Owners Hol di ng Sl aves

Appal achi an Frontier

Counti es of: Year s 1860
Cher okee Nati on 7.5 0
Al abama 30. 8 39.2
Ceorgia &

Sout h Carolina 29.6 41.5
Kent ucky 35.0 14.0
Maryl and 26.5 31.2
North Carolina 20. 7 24. 3
Tennessee 23. 8 32.9
Virginia 46. 7 57.4
West Virginia 17.9 12. 4
Regi on 27.8 32.4

Source: The Cherokee estimte is derived fromanalysis of the 2,776 househ
in the manuscript "Census Roll, 1835, of the Cherokee Indians.” The frontie
estimates are derived from analysis of 1790-1800 county tax |lists; see Dun:
First American Frontier, Appendix, for nethods. The 1860 estimtes are deri
fromanalysis of the farm sanple drawn fromthe 1860 Census of Agriculture
manuscri pts; househol ds were cross-matched with the manuscript slave schedt




Omership of Land and Sl aves by Appal achi an Househol ds,

Table 1.5

1860

% Al l Househol ds

Land Omi ng Househol ds

Appal achi an Nonsl avehol ders Sl avehol der s
Counti es of Landl ess Landed Snal | Lar ge
Al abama 44.9 33.5 19.0 2.6
Ceorgia &

South Carolina 39.6 35.4 22.5 2.5
Kent ucky 35.7 55.3 8.9 0.1
Maryl and 42.9 39.3 17.6 0.2
North Carolina 46. 1 40. 8 12.2 0.9
Tennessee 45. 6 36.5 17.2 0.7
Virginia 51.3 20. 8 25. 4 2.5
West Virginia 48. 7 44.9 6.3 0.1
Regi on 45. 8 36.6 16. 4 1.2

Sour ce:

Derived from anal ysis of a systematic sanple (n
1860 Census of Popul ati on enuner at or
with the manuscript Sl ave Schedul es.
Large sl avehol ders owned 20 or

Smal |

more sl aves.

manuscri pts.

3,056) drawn fror

That sanpl e was cross- mat

sl avehol ders owned 1 to 19 sl ave



Table 1.6

Sl avehol di ng by Appal achi an Farm Owners, 1860

Nonsl ave- Sl avehol di ng Farm Owners

Appal achi an hol der s Smal | Pl antations Large Pl antations
Counti es of: No. % No. % No. %
Al abama 5, 884 60. 8 3, 343 34.5 450 4.7
Ceorgia &

Sout h Carolina 4,890 58.5 3,119 37.3 350 4.2
Kent ucky 11,190 86.0 1,821 13.9 1 0.1
Mar yl and 2,802 68. 8 1, 258 30.9 11 0.3
North Carolina 7,082 75.7 2,126 22. 7 150 1.6
Tennessee 13, 531 67.1 6, 389 31.7 245 1.2
Virginia 9,528 42. 6 11, 675 52.2 1,164 5.2
West Virginia 17, 086 87.6 2,416 12. 3 1 0.1
Regi on 71, 993 67.6 32, 147 30.2 2,372 2.2

Source: Derived fromanalysis of all farmowners included in the sanple of
farms (n = 3,447) drawn fromthe 1860 Census of Agriculture enunerator
manuscri pts. The sanple of farm owners was cross-matched with the manuscri g
Schedul es of Slaves. These percentages were then applied to the total count
farm owners in Dunaway, First Anerican Frontier, p. 79. Small plantations
1 to 19 slaves. Large plantations held 20 or nore sl aves.




Table 1.7

Conpari son of Slavehol di ng by Sout hern Farm Oawners

% of Farm Omers Hol ding Sl aves

Sout hern State Sout hern Sout hern
wi th Appal achi an Non- Appal achi an Appal achi an
Counti es Counti es Counti es
Al abanma 42 39.2
CGeorgia & South Carolina 60 41.5
Kent ucky 42 14.0

Mar yl and 48 31.2
North Carolina 51 24. 3
Tennessee 45 32.9
Virginia 62 57. 4
West Virginia na 12. 4
Entire Regi on 50 32.4

Source: Slavehol ding by Sout hern farm owners was derived from Foust, "Yeont

Farmer and Westward Expansion,” p. 20. Appal achian estimtes were derived f
Table 1.6.



Table 1.8

County Anal ysis: How Many Appal achian Farnms Were Large Plantations?

No. Counties W<th Large Plantations at This Level

Exceeded

Sout hern
Appal achi an Aver age
Counti es of: (8% +) 4% to 7% 0.1%to 3% None
Al abama 1 4 8 0
Ceorgi a 4 1 16 3
Kent ucky 0 1 13 14
Mar yl and 0 1 3 0
Nort h Carol i na 0 0 16 1
Sout h Carolina 0 1 0 0
Tennessee 0 1 36 3
Virginia 9 8 21 2
West Virginia 0 2 13 34
Regi on 14 19 126 57
Source: Ratio of slavehol ders who owned 20 or nore slaves to farns cal cul at

fromcounty totals in the published census of Population, 1860.



Table 1.9

Twenty- Fi ve of Sout hern Appal achia's Richest Planters, 1860

No.
Sl aves Tot al
Owned Pl ant er County Weal t h
188 Sel i na Col es Al bermarl e VA $389, 355
182 Wal ker Reynol ds Tal | adega AL $392, 500
181 El i zabeth Watts Roanoke VA $282, 810
175 W F. MKeson Bur ke NC $265, 000

167 T.W Meriwet her Al bermarl e VA $242, 850
162 Lewi s Tunlin Cass GA $284, 099

154 WIIliam Massie Nel son VA $250, 973
145 J.S. Row and Cass GA $277,513

133 James Wbods Nel son VA $221, 586
130 Howel | Rose Coosa AL $375, 000
130 WIlliamP. FarishAl bermarle VA $309, 780

128 Eli zabeth Carter Loudon VA $400, 000
123 James R. Kent Mont gonmery VA $321, 590
122 Ni chol as Wbodfin Bunconbe NC $165, 000
121 Jacob Har shaw Bur ke NC $147, 150
113 Major L.D. Franklin Jefferson AL $561, 000
110 J.W Harris Cass GA $228, 750
107 W Il ianmson Hawki ns Jefferson AL $159, 975
105 J.G Swain Tal | adega AL $180, 000
104 W Il iam Di cker soKanawha W/ $258, 000

103 P. W Cheney Chat ooga GA $140, 271
103 Col. Isaac T. Avery Burke NC $118, 750
102 Joseph H. Bradford Coosa AL $188, 000
102 Benj ami n Averett Tal | adega AL $148, 900
101 Leonard Marberry Coosa AL $171, 000

Source: Manuscript Slave Schedul es cross-matched with Census of Popul ation
enuner at or manuscripts



Table 1.10

County Anal ysis: How Many Appal achian Farnms Were Smal | Pl antati ons?

No. Counties Wth Small Plantations at This Leve

Exceeded

Sout hern Less
Appal achi an Aver age t har
Counties of: (51.9% +) 40-49% 30-39% 20-29% 10-19% 5-9% 5%
Al abama 1 1 4 3 3 0 1
Georgi a 6 1 4 4 7 2 0
Kent ucky 1 0 0 5 8 9 5
Mar yl and 0 0 2 0 1 0 0
North Carolina 0 2 3 3 6 4 0
Sout h Carolina 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tennessee 4 2 10 7 15 1 1
Virginia 19 5 5 6 3 0 2
West Virginia 2 0 2 3 11 11 20
Regi on 34 11 30 31 54 27 29

Source: Ratio of slavehol ders who owned 20 or nore slaves to farns cal cul at
fromcounty totals in the published census of Population, 1860.



Table 1.11

Sl avery and Ownership of Farm Acreage, 1860

Smal | Lar ge

Nonsl| avehol ders Sl avehol der s Sl avehol ders

Avg. % Al | Avg. % Al | Avg. % Al
Appal achi an Acr es Farm Acr es Farm Acr es Far m
Counties of: Omed Land Omed Land Omed Land
Al abama 76 36.7 340 39.8 1,494 23.5

Ceorgia &

Sout h Carolina 81 39.8 279 41. 2 1, 151 19.1
Kent ucky 188 77.0 568 22.9 2,343 0.1
Maryl and 72 50. 8 315 47.5 1, 299 1.7
North Carolina 118 58. 3 458 31.8 2,013 9.9
Tennessee 133 37.9 893 53.4 3,776 8.7
Virginia 31 13.5 362 57. 4 1, 847 29.1
West Virginia 138 72.2 775 27.6 2,530 0.2
Regi on 108 45. 8 505 42.5 1, 885 11.7

Source: Derived from analysis of all farmowners included in the sanple of
farms (n = 3,447) drawn fromthe 1860 Census of Agriculture enunerator
manuscri pts. The sanple of farm owners was cross-matched with the Census of
Popul ation manuscripts and the manuscri pt Schedul es of Slaves. Small

sl avehol ders owned 1 to 19 slaves. Large sl avehol ders owned 20 or nore sl a\



Table 1.12

Sl avery and Wealth Distribution anmong Appal achi an Househol ds, 1860

% All Wealth Owned

Nonsl avehol ders Sl avehol ders
Appal achi an Landl ess Landed Smal | Lar ge
Counti es of Fam | i es Fam |l ies (1-19) (20+)
Al abama 3.1 12. 6 41.9 42. 4
Ceorgia &
Sout h Carolina 2.0 11.9 53.2 32.9

Kent ucky 2.5 47. 6 49.7 0.2
Maryl and 2.2 29.1 64. 4 4.3
North Carolina 2.5 27.1 40. 1 30. 3
Tennessee 2.2 21. 4 64.9 11.5
Virginia 2.1 6.7 45. 8 45. 4
West Virginia 4.3 62. 3 33.0 0.4
Regi on 2.6 19.6 48. 8 29.0

Source: Derived from analysis of a systematic sample (n = 3,056) drawn fror
1860 Census of Popul ati on enunerator nmanuscripts. That sanple was cross- mt
with the manuscri pt Slave Schedul es. Small sl avehol ders owned 1 to 19 sl ave
Large sl avehol ders owned 20 or nore slaves. For percentage of households ir
each group, see Table 1.5.



Table 1.13

Econom ¢ I nvestnents by Sector, 1860

No. Dol |l ars
No. Dol |l ars | nvested in
| nvested in Slaves Farns to
to Every Doll ar Every Dol | ar
Aneri can | nvested in: I nvested in
Zone: | ndustry Far ns | ndustry
United States 3.73 0.57 6.58
Nor t heast na na 0. 84
Appal achi an
Counties of:
Al abama 45,91 2.52 18. 22
Ceorgi a 28. 36 1.29 22.05
Kent ucky 5.70 0.42 13. 45
Mar yl and 0.83 0.17 4.90
North Carolina 34.87 0. 86 40. 48
South Carolina 37.59 1.11 33.76
Tennessee 6. 10 0.51 11. 97
Virginia 18. 15 0.73 24. 90
West Virginia 2.22 0.19 11. 88
Sout hern Appal achi a 9.15 0. 65 14. 11

Source: Investnents in manufacturing and farns aggregated from county total
t he published 1860 Censuses of Manufacturing and Agriculture. Investnents i
sl aves aggregated from county totals and prices in Lee, "Westward Movenent
Cotton Econony, " Appendi x. U. S. slave values estimted using published

popul ati on data and prices in Lee. Slaves older than 69 were not val ued as
i nvest nent s.



Table 1. 14
Change in Regi onal Manufacturing Position

within National Econony, 1810-1860

Manuf acturing G oss

Aneri can Per Capita % | ncrease
Zone: 1810 1860 or (Decline)
Uni ted States $21. 93 $60. 06 173.9
Sout hern Appal achia $42.40 $15. 81 (62.7)

Source: Aggregated fromcounty totals in the published 1810 and 1860 Census
of Manufacturing. To permt conparisons, 1810 values were converted to 186(
doll ars, using inflation adjustnments in David and Solar, "Hi story of the

of Living," pp.

1- 80.



Table 1.15

Perception of Poor Man's Opportunities by Different Appal achian Cl asses

Percepti on of Econonic Opportunities Expressed By Veterans
Maj or | andhol ders

hel ped the poor No chance for a poor
who were man. The big | and
"respectabl e" owners controll ed
and "deserving." everyt hing and kept
There were many t he poor man down.
advancenent Very limted economc

Appal achi an opportunities for opportunities for the

Cl ass “har d- wor ki ng" men. poor young nman

NONSL AVEHOL DERS: 35.2 64. 8

Landl ess Poor 6.0 94. 0

Poor Farm Omners 11.5 88.5

M ddl i ng Farm Omners 68. 6 31. 4

SLAVEHOLDERS 100.0 - -

ALL FAM LI ES 41.9 58.1

Source: Derived from analysis of questionnaire responses by all Civil

War veterans from Appal achi an counties (N=474) in Dyer & Moore, Civil War
Vet eran Questionnaires. 9 of the veterans were from5 counties of Al abam,
from 11 counties of Georgia, 24 from 12 counties of North Carolina, 1 from
Sout h Carolina, 384 from Tennessee, and 37 from 19 counties of Virginia.




Percentage of State Legislators Who Were Sl avehol ders,

Sources: Upper South estimate derived from Woster,

40. Lower South est
North Carolina esti
Appal achi an zones,

sl ave schedul es for

Table 1.16

CGeogr aphi cal Zone %
Upper South States 62. 2
Lower South States 68. 0

Appal achi an Counties of:

Al abanma 100.
Ceorgi a 85.
Kent ucky 60.
Mar yl and 46.
North Carolina 93.
Sout h Carolina 100.
Tennessee 70.
Virginia 77.
West Virginia 40.

QOO ONU1IO WO

1860

i mate derived from Woster, People in Power,

mat e derived from lnscoe, Muwuntain nmasters, p.

Politicians, Planters,
p. 41. West
125. For

names of |egislators were cross-matched with manuscri pt

1850 and 1860.



Table 1.17

Pl antations in the Muntains South, 1860

% Farm Omners that Were Pl antations

Ameri can Region Smal | Lar ge Al |
Appal achi an

Counti es of:

Al abama 30.5 3.3 33.8
Ceorgi a 32.4 2.8 35.2
Kent ucky 13.8 0.5 14. 3
Mar yl and 29. 4 0.2 29.6
Nort h Carolina 19. 4 1.2 20. 6
Sout h Carolina 37.1 3.6 40.7
Tennessee 26.1 0.9 27.0
Virginia 48. 4 4.3 52.7
West Virginia 12. 4 0.3 12. 7
Mountain Terrain 13.9 0.6 14.5
Hi |l -Pl at eaus 23.2 0.9 24. 1
Ri dge- Val | eys 40. 2 3.9 44. 1
Mount ai n Sout h 26. 6 1.8 28. 4
Entire U.S. 17.3 2.4 19. 7
Entire U.S. South 55.4 7.7 63.1

Source: Ratio of slaveholders to farm owners derived from anal ysis of count
totals in 1860 published census.



Table 2.1

Agricul tural Production by Appal achian Sl avehol ders, 1860

Part A. Percentage of All Crops CGenerated by Sl avehol ders

Appal achi an

Counti es of Corn Wheat Tobacco Cotton
Al abanma 54 64 6 75
Ceorgi a 59 71 18 74
Kent ucky 29 37 2

Mar yl and 70 68 53

North Carolina 56 60 71

Sout h Carolina 42 36 7 33
Tennessee 54 52 84 95
Virginia 69 79 77

West Virginia 33 37 10

Regi on 52 56 42 69

Part B. Percentage of Livestock Generated by Sl avehol ders

Appal achi an Hor ses/
Counti es of Hogs Cattle Sheep Mul es
Al abama 51 50 58 33
Ceorgi a 50 51 37 31
Kent ucky 21 26 20 13
Mar yl and 52 51 26 33
North Carolina 40 48 50 40
Sout h Carolina 39 53 41 22
Tennessee 45 49 53 27
Virginia 61 69 62 68
West Virginia 23 28 26 18

Regi on 43 48 43 33



Source: Derived from analysis of all slaveholders included in the sanple of
farms (n = 3,447) drawn fromthe 1860 Census of Agriculture enumerator
manuscri pts. The farm sanpl e was cross-nmatched with the manuscript Schedul ¢
Sl aves.



Table 2.2

Sout hern Appal achia's Agricultural Labor Force, 1860

Appal achi an VWite Mles Sl aves Free Bl acks
Counti es of No. % No. % No. %

Al abama 32, 889 64.1 18, 380 35.8 74 0.1
Georgi a 26, 546 66. 3 13,411 33.5 89 0.2
Kent ucky 45, 090 88.4 5,518 10. 8 397 0.8
Mar yl and 16, 776 82.8 1, 361 6.7 2,131 10.5
North Carolina 29, 363 78.1 7,609 20.3 598 1.6
Sout h Carolina 3,019 64. 8 1,608 34.5 33 0.7
Tennessee 81, 294 82.9 15, 577 15.9 1,119 1.2
Virginia 68, 347 61.1 40, 488 36. 2 2,973 2.7
West Virginia 63,529 90. 3 5,942 8.5 835 1.2
Regi on 366, 853 75. 6 109, 894 22.7 8, 249 1.7

Source: Slave and free black | aborers were cal cul ated using published censt
counts and percentages from Table 2.5 and Tabl el2.3. Wite | aborers were
cal cul ated using the published count of white nales older then fifteen and
percent ages in Dunaway, First Anmerican Frontier, Table 3.6, p. 78.




Table 2.3

Occupati ons of Adult Appal achian Sl aves Enployed by Their Owmn Masters

% Enpl ovyed by Mast er

Wor k Assi gnnment Mal e Femal e Al |
Sl ave Driver 10. 2 2.6 5.9
Field & outdoor farm work 29.2 10.0 19.9
Field + artisan 29.3 35.8 31.4
Li vest ock specialists 8.2 - - 3.6
Mast er' s house servants -- 4.7 2.7
House + field 2.0 - - 0.9
House + field + artisan 2.0 23. 7 14. 2
House + arti san 5.4 14. 8 10. 7
Comrerci al Laborers 4.8 - - 2.1
| ndustrial Laborers 7.5 - - 3.3
House + artisan + child care

for slave children 1.4 8.4 5.3

Source: Analysis of all adult occupations (n = 337; males = 147; females =
identified in the Appal achian slave narratives. This table excludes those
sl aves who were hired out (n = 84).



Table 2.4

Labor Managenent Styles of Sl avehol ding Farm Owners

% Farns Using Labor Managenent Style
Omner's Style Smal | Medi um Lar ge

Daily task assignnent
with m ni mal supervision 4.8 2.3 5.4

Omer worked in fields as
"l ead man" over | aborers 71. 4

Omer supervised directly
from house, buggy or horse 14.358.1 28. 6

Owner used overseer to
organi ze and supervi se 14.0 35.7

Gang | abor system using
overseer plus slave
drivers or forenen 30.3

Omer used only slave drivers
or forenmen under his
supervi si on 9.5 25.6

Source: Derived from anal ysis of 82 Appal achian slave narratives and 38 Ci\
War veteran questionnaires in which the owner's | abor nmanagenent style was
descri bed. Farnms were categorized using size descriptions provided by the
sl aves or veterans. There were 21 small farms, 43 medium farnms and 56 | ar ge
farnms represented in these sources. Seventy (32.5% of the region's counti ¢
are represented in these sources.



Table 3.1
Appal achi an Sl avehol di ng by Economi c Activity, 1860

Part A. How Were Sl avehol ders Enpl oyed?

Appal achi an % Sl avehol ders Enpl oyed in:
Counties of: Agri c. Commer ce | ndustry M xed
Al abama 76. 8 9.2 8.2 5.8
Georgi a 69. 8 8.6 14.1 7.5
Kent ucky 65. 4 8.5 14. 2 11.9
Mar yl and 40. 1 17.5 28.7 13.7
North Carolina 72.5 5.3 8.6 13.6
Sout h Carolina 63. 3 10. 4 17.2 9.1
Tennessee 74. 4 6.6 9.0 10.0
Virginia 65. 8 9.3 18.7 14. 6
West Virginia 57.4 13.0 17.3 12.3
Regi on 65. 4 9.3 14. 1 11.2
Part B. How Were Slaves Utilized?

Appal achi an % Sl aves Enpl oyed by Masters in:
Counties of: Agri c. Commer ce | ndustry M xed
Al abama 74.8 10.0 8.9 6.3
Georgi a 67.6 9.2 15. 2 8.0
Kent ucky 62.3 9.9 18.5 9.3
Mar yl and 38.2 22. 4 26.5 12.9
North Carolina 69. 4 10.0 14. 7 5.9
Sout h Carolina 57.5 12.1 20.0 10. 4
Tennessee 60. 4 13. 4 15.9 10. 3
Virginia 52. 7 14. 3 20. 2 12.8
West Virginia 48. 5 15.7 21.0 14. 8
Regi on 57.0 13.9 17.5 11.6

Source: Derived fromanalysis of a systematic sanple of 1,000 Appal achi an sl avehol ders
drawn fromthe 1860 manuscri pt Slave Schedul es, then cross-matched with the manuscri pt
Census of Population. "M xed" refers to farm ng conbi ned with sone nonagri cul tural
pursuit. This is an under-estimte of black nonagricultural |aborers since it allocates



slaves to the occupations identified by their masters and does not count slaves hired by
agricultural owners to nonagricultural enterprises.



Table 3.2

Sout hern Appal achia's Adult Nonagricul tural Labor Force, 1860

Appal achi an % Laborers who Sl aves and Free Bl acks
Counti es of were VWhite % Laborers % Popul ation
Al abama 52.2 47. 8 20.5
Ceorgi a 59. 8 40. 2 21.5
Kent ucky 45. 5 54.5 7.6
Maryl and 69.0 31.0 11.8
North Carolina 48. 0 52.0 12.7
Sout h Carolina 47.5 52.5 22.0
Tennessee 41. 3 58.7 10.9
Virginia 43. 2 56. 8 25.3
West Virginia 82.9 17.1 6.2
Regi on 56.1 43.9 15.2

Source: Slave and free black | aborers were cal cul ated using published censt
counts and percentages from Table 3.1 and Table 3.3. Wite | aborers were
cal cul ated usi ng Dunaway, First Anerican Frontier, Table 3.6, p. 78. Popul:¢
information derived from Table 1.3. This is an under-estimte of bl ack
nonagricultural |aborers since it allocates slaves to the occupations
identified by their masters and does not count slaves hired by agricul tural
owners to nonagricultural enterprises.




Table 3.3

Occupati ons of Free Bl ack Appal achi ans Aged 15-59, 1860

Econom ¢ Sect or % Enpl oyed

Agriculture 45.0

Commerce and Trade 7.6
Transportation 6.1

Cl ergy and Teachers 0.4
Househol d Servants 7.8
Manuf acturing and M| 1ing 17.1
Extractive I ndustry 5.
| nformal Econony 11.

Source: Derived from analysis of a sanple of free black househol ds fromt he
1860 Census of Popul ati on manuscripts (n = 1,200). Town commerce includes f
bl acks who worked for white-owned retail enterprises or who owned their ow
shops. The informal econony includes nonwage sources of income, such as:
peddl ers, washwonmen, prostitutes, woodchoppers, fishernmen, seanstresses.



Table 3.4

Adj usted Estimates of Slave Nonagricul tural Occupations

% Al |l Sl aves Aged 15-59

Enpl oyed

Cccupati on by Owners Hired Tot a
Drivers 5.9 5.9
Full-time Donestic Service 13. 4 1.8 15.2
Manuf acturing Artisans and Laborers

Ful I -time 7.1 7.1

Part-tinme 8.7 8.7
Extractive Laborers 1.6 5.0 6.6
Comrerce and Trade 3.0 2.7 5.7
Transportation Artisans and Laborers 3.3 5.1 8.4
Tot al 35.9 21.7 57.6

Source: Derived from anal ysis of Appal achian slave narratives. For detail,
Tabl e 3.5. For calcul ation of slave hireouts, see Table 5.09.



Table 3.5

Elite Nonagricultural Slave Cccupations on Plantations

Occupati ons uU. S. Appal achi a

ELI TE SLAVE MANAGERS

Drivers 1.8 5.9
Full-time Donmestics 9.9 13. 4
ELI TE SKI LLED ARTI SANS

Bl acksm th 2.1
Car pent er/ Joi ner 1.8
Cabi net maker 1.9
MIlwight or MIler 0.6
Wheel wri ght 0.6
Distiller 0.6
Cooper 0.7
Manuf acturing Laborers 0.4
Extractive Laborers 1.6
COMMVERCI AL MANAGERS AND LABORERS

Toll Collectors 0.3
Li vest ock Drovers/ Speci alists 1.7
Transportation Specialists 3.1
St ore and Shop Laborers 1.2
Total Elite Managers 11.7 19. 6
Total Skilled Artisans 12.9 16. 3
Total Elite Occupations 24.6 35.9

Source: U. S. estinmates were cal culated from O son, "COccupational Structure,
139. Appal achian estimates were derived from anal ysis of Appal achi an sl ave
narratives. Extractive |aborers mned, tinmbered, or processed m neral ores.
Manuf acturing | aborers worked in mlls, tanneries, blacksmth shops,
distilleries, cotton gins, tobacco manufactories, or textiles shops on

pl antati ons. Some slaves collected tolls for ferries, roads, or bridges ow
by their masters. Transportation specialists drove wagons and stages or pi
boats for their plantations. For greater detail about subsistence artisans,
Table 9.1



Table 3.6

Sl ave and Free Bl ack Popul ation in Sel ected Appal achi an Towns, 1860

% Total Popul ation

Town t hat Was Bl ack
Tal | adega, Al abama 52

Rome, Georgi a 48

Ri chmond, Kent ucky 35
Hager st own, Maryl and 27

Franklin, North Carolina 31
Knoxvill e, Tennessee 30

Lexi ngton, Virginia 21

W nchester, Virginia 40

Martinsburg, West Virginia 32

Source: Cal cul ated from anal ysis of Census of Popul ation enunerator manusct
and manuscri pt Slave Schedul es



Table 5.1

The Forced M gration of Appal achi an Sl aves, 1840-1860
A. 1840-1860 Sl ave Popul ati on
Esti mat ed
1860 Sl ave

Popul ati on
W th

Appal achi an Actual Sl ave Popul ations Nat ur a

Counties of: 1840 1860 | ncrease
Al abanma 14, 278 36, 841 22, 695
Ceorgi a 9,778 29, 744 15,542
Kent ucky 11,573 13, 280 18, 395
Mar yl and 7,803 5, 344 12, 403
North Carolina 12,904 16, 439 20, 511
Sout h Carolina 2,715 4,195 4, 315
Tennessee 26, 155 38, 666 41, 573
Virginia 100, 358 115, 183 159, 516
West Virginia 18, 488 18, 368 29, 386
Regi on 204, 052 278, 060 324, 336

B. Qut-mgrations (-) and In-mgrations (+) of Slaves

| nt er -r eqgi onal

Slave M grations

Appal achi an Tot al M grations I nterstate
Counties of: M grations with Masters Sal es
Al abama + 14, 146 + 2,164 + 11,982
Georgi a + 14, 202 + 2,173 + 12,029
Kent ucky - 5,115 - 783 - 4,332
Maryl and - 7,059 - 1,080 - 5,979
Nort h Caroli na - 4,072 - 623 - 3,449
Sout h Carolina - 120 - 18 - 102
Tennessee - 2,907 - 445 - 2,462
Virginia - 44,333 - 6,783 - 37,550
West Virginia - 11,018 - 1,686 - 9, 332



Regi on - 74,624 - 11, 418 - 63, 206
+ 28, 348 + 4,337 + 24,011




Tabl e 5.1 Source Notes

Sources: Actual popul ati ons were aggregated from county totals in the
and 1860 Censuses of Popul ations. The third colum estimates the nunber of
sl aves that should have resided in the region in the region as a result of
natural increase at the same |evel as slave population growh for the entit
US (+ 58.95% . Total mgrations equals the third colum m nus the actual
popul ati on. The percentage from Table 5.3 was utilized to calculate total
m grations with masters. The total number of mgrations m nus the nunber of
mgrations with masters equals the nunber of interstate slave sales.



Table 5.2

1840- 1860 Cohort Analysis for Appal achian Sl aves

A. What Happened to the 1840 Cohort Aged 0 to 9?

Appal achi an % Loss or (Gain) in Slaves
Counties of: Mal es Femal es Tot al
Al abama (16. 3) (22.8) (19.5)
Ceorgi a (49.9) (54.8) (52. 3)
Kent ucky 41. 4 40. 5 41. 0
Mar yl and 56. 4 48. 7 52.8
North Carolina 42.7 37.0 39.9
Sout h Carolina 38.1 22.4 30.1
Tennessee 25. 7 18.9 22. 4
Virginia 38.9 42.9 40. 9
West Virginia 46. 6 41. 4 44. 1
Regi on 38.8 38.5 38.7

B. What Happened to the 1840 Cohort Aged 10 to 59?

Appal achi an % Loss or (Gain) in Slaves

Counties of: Mal es Femal es Tot al

Al abanma 6.9 3.0 4.9
CGeorgi a (20.0) (26. 3) (23.2)
Kent ucky 55.2 51.1 53.1
Mar yl and 75.7 67.0 71.5
North Carolina 44. 4 41. 8 43.1
Sout h Carolina 43. 3 32. 4 37.7
Tennessee 42. 3 36.7 39. 4
Virginia 44.0 43. 4 43.7
West Virginia 55.6 48. 6 52.3
Regi on 44. 1 40. 7 42. 4

Sources: Derived from anal ysis of aggregated county totals in the 1840 and 1860 publi shed
Censuses. Adjustnents are made for deaths, manum ssions and runaways using averages in
Statistics of the United States in 1860, 286, 37-8. Statistics for the 1840 cohort aged O




to 9 was conpared with the 1860 cohort aged 20 to 29. Statistics for the 1840 cohorts aged
10 to 59 were conpared with the 1860 cohort aged 30 to 79.



Table 5.3

Forced M gration Strategies of Appal achian Masters

Type of Slave Narratives Used

Forced M gration Strategy Appal achi an Ot her Al
I nterstate Sal es 85. 1% 84. 5% 84. 7%
Interregional Mgration with Mster 14. 9% 15. 5% 15. 3%

Source: Derived from analysis of slave narratives in which slaves were
transferred outside the Appal achian region. 110 were Appal achian narrati ves
were found outside the region. In addition to the nine states in which
Appal achi an counties are situated, | also searched the narratives of Loui si
M ssi ssi ppi, Okl ahoma and Texas. | included all forced m grations of

Appal achi an sl aves across state lines, including for instances in which sl¢
reported their forced nmigrations from Appal achia as a young child or the f¢
m gration of their parents.



Table 5.4
I nterregional Mgration of Appal achian Slaves, 1840-1860

Part A. Al Slaves Exported (-) or Inported (+)

Sout hern Entire Appal achi an Counti es
Zone St ate No. % Tot al
Al abanm + 27,284 + 14, 146 + 51.9
CGeorgi a + 19,873 + 14, 202 + 71.5
Kent ucky - 50, 481 - 5,115 - 10.1
Mar yl and - 43,125 - 7,059 - 16.4
North Carolina - 44,6871 - 4,072 - 9.1
South Carolina - 94,000 - 120 - 0.1
Tennessee - 12, 865 - 2,907 - 22.6
Virginia - 171, 491 - 55,351 - 32.3
Regi on - 416, 833 - 74,624 - 17.9

+ 47,157 + 28, 348 + 60.1

Part B. Slaves Exported (-) or Inported (+) through
Interstate Sal es

Sout her n Entire Appal achi an Counti es
Zone State No. % Tot al
Al abama + 23,164 + 11,982 + 51.7
CGeorgi a + 16,872 + 12,029 + 71.3
Kent ucky - 42,858 - 4,332 - 10.1
Mar yl and - 36,613 - 5,979 - 16.3
North Carolina - 38,095 - 3,449 - 9.1
South Carolina - 79, 806 - 102 - 0.1
Tennessee - 10,922 - 2,462 - 22.5
Virginia - 145,596 - 46, 882 - 32.2
Regi on - 353,890 - 63, 206 - 17.9

+ 40, 036 + 24,011 + 59.9

Source: Appal achi an sl ave exports/ inports derived from T Table 5.1. State totals from
Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, p. 12. For Part B, | subtracted fromstate totals that
15. 1% of slaves who migrated with masters; see Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, p. 45n
There was heavy migration into northern Al abama and northern Georgia during this era since



the Indians were renoved in the |late 1830s. For this table, West Virginia counties are
included in the Virginia totals.



Table 5.5

Sl ave Exportation Rates Each Decade, 1840-1860

Entire States Appal achi an Zone
Sout hern Export. | mport. Export. | mport.
Zone Rat e Rat e Rat e Rat e
Al abama + 3.8 + 26.3
CGeorgi a - 2.4 + 45.7
Kent ucky - 15.8 - 13.9
Mar yl and - 19.7 - 28.4
North Carolina - 7.3 - 9.9
Sout h Carolina - 13. 4 - 2.8
Tennessee - 10.3 - 7.0
Virginia - 12.0 - 13.9
West Virginia na - 18.7
Regi on - 10.8 - 13.1

Source: Calcul ated using Table 5.4. The "exportation rate" is defined as tt
esti mated nunber of slave mgrations due to interstate trading, expressed ¢
percent age of the estimated nunmber of slaves who would have resided in the
Appal achian zone in 1860 if no outward or inward m gration had occurred. T
"inmportation rate" is defined as the estinmated nunmber of inports resulting
interstate slave purchasing, expressed as a percentage of the estimted nur
of slaves who would have resided in the Appal achian zone in 1860 if no out\
or inward mgration had occurred. Statistics for the entire states are fror
Sutch, "Breeding of Slaves," Table 2.



Table 5.6

How Sout hern Appal achi an Masters Sold Their Sl aves

Masters Utilizing Techni gue

Sal es Met hod No. %
MASTERS SOLD SLAVES LOCALLY: 29.3
Direct seller-buyer transaction 46

Sal e arranged through a

| ocal m ddl eman 6
Local auction blocks utilized 8
MASTERS EXPORTED SLAVES OUT OF COUNTY OF RESI DENCE: 65. 8

Took sl aves to a distant
regi onal slave market 55

Sold slaves to a trader engaged

in interstate specul ation 80
NO CLEAR METHOD SPECI FI ED 10 4.9
Total No. Masters Described 205

Source: 167 Appal achian slave narratives include discussion of slave tradir
however, sonme slaves reported information about nore than one master.



Table 5.7

Appal achi an Sl ave Traders: A Sanpl e

Second Househol d Wealth

County Cccupati on Real Estate Per sona

Fl oyd GA | abor er $600 $150
Cass GA | and specul at or $4, 000 $4, 000
Cat oosa GA --- $5, 000
Frederick MD nerchant $2, 500 $3, 500
Bur ke NC --- ---
Cher okee NC $1, 000 $4, 700
Rhea TN --- $1, 200
Jefferson TN wagoner $40, 000 $71, 000
Gles VA $1, 500 $12, 000
Gles VA --- ---
Gles VA --- ---
Franklin VA --- $200
Fauqui er farmer $17, 680 $29, 985
Mont gonmery VA $4, 500 $9, 000
Mont gonmery VA --- $150
Greenbrier W $2, 000 ---
Ber kel ey W/ --- $100
Randol ph W/ $1, 500 $300
Tyler W --- $300
Pocahont as W $440 $500

Source: Derived from anal ysis of the household sanple (n = 3,056) drawn

systematically fromthe Census of Popul ation enunmerator manuscripts in Dun¢
First American Frontier. Fromthat sanple, | isolated every household in w
a nenmber was enunerated as a "slave trader," "Negro dealer," or "specul ator




Table 5.8

Local Slave Sal es by Southern Appal achi ans, 1860

Appal achi an % Sl ave

Counties of: No. Sl ave Sal es Popul ation
Al abama 3, 146 8.5

Ceorgi a 2,544 8.6
Kent ucky 1,127 8.5
Maryl and 448 8.4
North Carolina 1, 384 8.4
Sout h Carolina 359 8.6
Tennessee 3,298 8.5
Virginia 9, 444 8.2
West Virginia 1,503 8.2
Regi on 23, 253 8.4

Sour ce: Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, p. 45, estimates that 10% of L
Sout h sl aves through age 29, 5% of slaves in their thirties, and 2% of sl a\
ol der than 39 were traded locally each year. These estimates were applied t
t he aggregated sl ave popul ation statistics, by age group, for the Appal ach
counti es.



Table 5.9

Esti mates of Hireouts of the Slaves Aged 15-59,

Part A.

1860

% Appal achian Sl ave Narratives Reporting Hireouts

Appal achi an % Sl aves No. Sl aves
Counti es of: Hi red Qut Hi red Qut
Al abama 9.4 1, 668
CGeorgi a 11.6 1,615
Kent ucky 15. 4 968
Mar yl and 46. 2 1, 296
North Carolina 14. 3 1,074
Sout h Carolina 50.0 928
Tennessee 29.8 5,483
Virginia 40. 6 40, 783
West Virginia 16. 0 1,497
Regi on 24.9 55, 312

Part B. Slave Hiring by Econom c Activity

Economic Activity % Al |

Hi rds. Hired % All Sl aves

Agricul ture 13.1
Donesti c Service 7.2
Comrerce & Trade 10.
Transportation 20.
Manuf act uri ng 28.
Extractive Industries 20.
Tot al 24.

N O1Tw~N

(o]

7,246
3,983
5,918
11, 228
15, 764
11,173

55, 312

= W

a~NON-
Or kL

24.9

Source: Derived from anal ysis of 280 Appal achian sl ave narratives. Nunber
estimtes were calculated by nmultiplying percentages from sl ave narrative
Appal achi an sl ave popul ati on aged 15-59,

anal ysis by total
1860 census.

aggregated from



Table 5.10

I nci dence of Slave Selling by Masters

Action reported in narratives Al U S Appal achi a
Mast ers sol d sl aves. 33.5% 60. 6%
Mast ers never sold sl aves. 66. 5% 39.4%

Sources: Findings for all U S. slaves from Fogel, Galantine, and Manni ng,
Wt hout Consent or Contract, 3: 346. Information about Appal achian sl aves
derived from anal ysis of Appal achian slave narratives. 167 of the narrati ve
i ncl ude di scussion of whether or not nmasters engaged in selling. 109 of t he
narratives are silent about this topic. Only three narratives state directl
t hat masters never sold sl aves.




Table 5.11

Appal achi an Sl avehol ders' Mtivations for Selling Slaves

Narratives Reporting

Mot i vation of Slavehol der No. %

Specul ation or profit-seeking 101 60. 5
Economi c difficulty or indebtedness 26 15.5
Only sold unruly sl aves 10 6.0
Sale of old, ill or infertile slave® 4.8
Estate settlenment or dissolution 8 4.8
Only sold "free issue" children 4 2.4
Master's notivation uncl ear 10 6.0

Total Nunber Narratives VWiich
Di scussed the Sl avehol ders'
Sl ave Tradi ng Motivations 167 100. 0

Source: Analysis of 167 Appal achian slave narratives that include discussi
sl ave trading by masters.



Table 5.12

Conpar ative Application of Slave Labor to Staple Crop production

Part A. Conparative Crop Production by Slavehol ders, 1860
Average Crop Production per farm
CGeogr aphi cal Avg. Bal es Avg. Lbs.
Zone: Cott on Tobacco
Entire South 1.8 2,000.0
Appal achi an Counties of:
Al abanma 1.8 - -
CGeorgi a 0.7 5.0
Kent ucky - - 2.2
Maryl and - - 57.0
North Carolina - - 219.0
Sout h Carolina 0.1 0.3
Tennessee 1.0 299.0
Virginia - - 162.0
West Virginia - - 6.0
B. Conparative Utilization of Slave Labor Tine, 1860

Part

Geogr aphi cal Aver age Staple Crop Labor
Zone: Hours per Full Slave Hand
United States 1, 399

Appal achi an Counties of:

Al abanma 1,671

Ceorgi a 679

Kent ucky 65

Mar yl and 93

North Carolina 225

Sout h Carolina 189

Tennessee 193

Virginia 282

West Virginia 157

Sout hern Appal achi a 349



Tabl e 5.12 Source Notes

Source: Part A derived from analysis of the sanple of 3,447 farns
systematically drawn fromthe 1860 Census of Agriculture manuscripts in
Dunaway, First Anerican Frontier. Labor productivity estimtes for the enti
South are from Gay, History of Agriculture, 1: 468; James D. Foust and Da
Swan, "Productivity and Profitability of Antebellum Slave Labor: A M cro-
Approach,™ Agricultural History 44 (1970), 46. Southern estimtes are aver:
| abor productivity of slaves on farns averaging |less than ten slaves. For |
B, tobacco and cotton production were aggregated fromthe published 1860 Ct
of Agriculture and then nultiplied by estimted production time. For the |z«
time required to produce cotton and tobacco, see Chang, Agriculture and

| ndustrialization, p. 186. The time per full hand is equivalent to the tote
crop production tinme divided by the total nunber of full slave hands. For t
rati os used to estimate the nunber of full slave hands based on age and se)
see Battalio and Kagel, "Structure of Antebellum Southern Agriculture,"” p.




Table 5.13

I nci dence of Slave Trading in Southern Appal achia, 1860

% S|l ave Popul ation Involved in Transactions

| nter- Al |
Appal achi an Local state Types of
Counties of: Hi reout s Sal es Sal es Tr adi ng
Al abama 9.4 8.5 1.6 19.5
Ceorgi a 11.6 8.6 2.0 22.2
Kent ucky 15. 4 8.5 1.6 25.5
Mar yl and 46. 2 8.4 5.6 60. 2
North Carolina 14. 3 8.4 1.1 23.8
Sout h Carolina 50.0 8.6 0.1 58.7
Tennessee 29. 8 8.5 0.3 38.6
Virginia 40. 6 8.2 1.6 50. 4
West Virginia 16. 0 8.2 2.6 26. 8
Regi on 24.9 8.4 1.6 34.9

Sources: Hires and |ocal sales derived from Table 5.8 and Table 5.9. 1
interstate sales include one year's transactions from Table 5.1. Percent age
were cal cul ated by dividing the nunber of transactions by the total slave
popul ati on.



Table 5.14

Local Slave Trading and Agricultural Commodities, 1860

$ Value of Local Commerce Sl ave
Local Local Sal es of Tradi ng as
Appal achi an Sl ave Agri cul tural Per cent age
Counties of: Tr adi ng Commodi ti es of Tot al
Al abama 2,525,361 1,031, 904 71.0
Georgi a 2,074, 360 1,423, 490 59. 3
Kent ucky 949, 536 1,162,742 45. 0
Mar yl and 487, 813 938, 469 34.2
North Carolina 1,152, 169 1,014, 559 53.2
Sout h Carolina 377,516 160, 248 70.2
Tennessee 3, 099, 656 2,621, 146 54.2
Vi rginia 11,913,781 3,888, 344 75. 4
West Virginia 1,291, 283 2,630, 022 32.9
Regi on 23,871,475 14,870, 924 61. 6

Source: Slave trading is the aggregated val ue of

| ocal

sal es and hires

derived from Tables 5.8 and 5.9. For nethods to estinmate slave prices, see

Table 5.16. The val ue of

"l ncorporation,"p.

| ocal

agricul tural

sales is derived from Dunaway,



Tabl e 5. 15

Conpar ati ve Change in Market Value of Commodities, 1840-1860

Avg. Annual Prices % | ncrease
in 1860 Doll ars or Decline

Commodi ty 1840 1860 in Val ue
Tobacco (per pound) . 086 . 080 - 7.0)
Pork (per barrel) 18. 460 19.080 + 3.4
Beef (per barrel) 16. 560 13. 200 -20.3)
Fl our (per barrel) 6. 700 6.910 + 3.1
Corn Meal (per barrel) 3. 320 3.480 + 4.8
Salt (per bushel) . 501 . 270 -46.1
Coal (per bushel) . 270 .166 -38.5
Cotton (per pound) . 089 . 109 +22.5
Sl aves 1,123. 38 1, 353. 330 +20. 5

Source: Average annual prices for tobacco, cotton, pork and beef were
cal cul ated using data from Col e, Whol esale Commodity Prices. Average prices
prime field hands were cal cul ated using Evans, "Sone Econom c Aspects,"” Tal
1. Prior to conparison over time, all prices were converted to 1860 doll ar
val ues, using David and Solar, "Hi story of Cost of Living," Table 1.




Table 5.16

Econom ¢ Si gnificance of Slave Trading,

1860

$ Val ue $ Val ue of $ Val ue of
Appal achi an Sl ave Local Interstate
Counti es of: Hi reout s Sl ave Sal es Sl ave Sal es
Al abama 202, 015 2,323, 346 - 589,714
Georgi a 195, 596 1,878, 764 - 592,667
Kent ucky 117, 237 832, 299 213, 636
Mar yl and 156, 961 330, 852 294, 365
North Carolina 130, 074 1,022, 095 170, 318
Sout h Carolina 112, 392 265, 124 4,923
Tennessee 664, 057 2,435,599 121, 093
Virginia 4,939, 311 6,974, 470 1, 848, 885
West Virginia 181, 305 1,109, 978 459, 760
Regi on 6, 698, 948 17,172,527 4,295, 361
Source: Nunber of traded slaves derived from Tables 5.1, 5.8, and 5. 9.

t he Appendi x for methods used to estimte value of slave trading. The m nus
signs indicate the value of slaves inported fromoutside the region; that i
dol l ars were flowi ng out of the Appal achian counties of Al abama and Geor gi ¢
purchase sl aves. By adjusting estimates from Sutch, "Breeding of Slaves,"

3 and Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, 142, | made the foll ow ng age and se»
di stributions of hired slaves: males: age 15-19 .065, age 20-29 .354, age
. 069, age 40-49 .028; femnles: age 15-19 .075, age 20-29 .333, age 30-39 .(
age 40-49 .023. The prinme nmarketable cohort were mal es aged 20-29 who aver:
$142 year when hired out; see Starobin, "Industrial Slavery," p. 422. Price
for other cohorts were estimted as proportions of the value of prinme hands
usi ng an average of the three scales in Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, p.
These annual hiring rates were utilized:

Age Cohort Mal es Femal es
15-19 $126 $105
20- 29 $142 $118
30- 39 $109 $ 91
40- 49 $ 67 $ 55

In interstate transactions,
who averaged $1,482 in 1859;

the prime marketable cohort were mal es aged 20-
see Tadman, Specul ators and Sl aves, p. 290. Pr



for other cohorts were estimted as proportions of the value of prinme hands
usi ng and average of the three scales in Tadman, Specul ators



Tabl e 5.16 Source Notes, continued

and Sl aves, p. 283. These interstate sales values were assuned:

I nterstate slave prices

Age Mal es Femal es
Under 10 469 450
10- 14 1,141 956
15- 29 1,482 1,126
30- 39 1,274 897
40- 49 800 645
50-59 467 345
60+ 188 89

The age and sex distribution of slave exports was derived from Sutch, "Bree
of Slaves," Table 3.

% All Exported Sl aves

Age Mal es Femal es

Under 10 . 092 . 087

10- 14 . 051 . 050

15-29 . 229 . 227

30- 39 . 069 . 053

40- 49 . 028 . 023

50-59 . 030 . 029

60+ . 017 . 015

For |l ocal slave sales, | assuned the sane age and sex distribution as for

interstate trades; however, | estinmated prices at 3/4 of interstate trade.



Part A. Val ue of Mjor

Table 5.17

Sl ave Tradi ng and O her

Econom ¢ Sectors (Local

Econom ¢ Activities,

1860

Sal es and Exports)

Appal achi an Sl ave Agri cul tural | ndustri al
Counti es of: Tr adi ng Agri cul tural | ndustria
Al abama 3,115,075 6, 760, 407 1,517, 850
Georgi a 2,667,027 4,126,924 1, 043, 997
Kent ucky 1,163,172 6, 291, 810 2,049, 084
Mar yl and 782,178 2,265, 097 5, 830, 589
North Carolina 1, 322, 487 4,705, 450 641, 202
Sout h Carolina 382, 439 336, 675 36, 085
Tennessee 3,220, 749 13,599, 710 5, 664, 644
Virginia 13,762, 666 8, 800, 853 8,947,721
West Virginia 1, 751, 043 3, 059, 869 8,948, 751
Regi on 28, 166, 836 49, 946, 795 34,679, 923
D. Slave Trading in Conparison with Oher Econom c Sectors

Dollars in Slave Trading % Total G oss
Appal achi an to Every $1.00 From From
Counties of: Agriculture | ndustri al Sl ave Trading
Al abama 0. 46 2.05 27.3
Georgi a 0. 64 2.55 34.0
Kent ucky 0.19 0. 57 12.2
Maryl and 0. 35 0.13 8.8
North Carolina 0. 28 2.06 19. 8
Sout h Carolina 1.14 10. 60 50. 6
Tennessee 0. 24 0.57 14. 3
Virginia 1.56 1.54 43.7
West Virginia 0. 57 0. 20 12. 7
Regi on 0.56 0.81 25.0

Source: Slave trading is the aggregated value of |ocal sales, hires, and interstate
sal es derived from Table 5.16. The val ue of |ocal sales and distant exports of
agricultural commodities is derived from Dunaway, "Incorporation,” pp. 1102, 1128.



I ndustrial products include extractive byproducts and manufactured goods. The val ue of
i ndustrial conmodities was aggregated fromcounty totals in the published 1860 Census of
Manuf act uri ng.



Table 6.1

Slave's Risk of Death as Ratio of White Mortality, 1850

Sane Gender as Sl ave
CGeogr aphi cal Zone Mal e Femal e

Entire United States 1.20 1.20

Appal achi an Counti es of:

Ceorgi a 2.14 2. 67
North Carolina 1.67 1.78
Sout h Carolina 1. 46 2.00
Tennessee 1.70 1.60
Virginia 1.45 1.56
West Virginia 1.60 2.33
Regi on 1.67 1.78

Source: Calculated fromMortality Statistics of the Seventh Census, pp. 19:
249-51, 255-57, 259-61, 285-87, 289-91. Mortality data were not published f
t he Appal achi an counti es of Al abama, Kentucky or Maryl and.




Table 6.2

Sl ave's Ri sk of Death,

1850

Rati o of Slave Mortality
to White Mortality

CGeogr aphi cal Zone Mal e Femal e Al |
U.S. South 1.31 1.17 1.24
Appal achi an Counti es of:

Ceorgi a 2.14 2.67 2.41
North Carolina 1.67 1.78 1.73
Sout h Carolina 1.46 2.00 1.73
Tennessee 1.70 1.60 1.65
Virginia 1.45 1.56 1.51
West Virginia 1.60 2.33 1.97
Sout hern Appal achi a 1.67 1.78 1.73

Source: Calculated fromMrtality Statistics of the Seventh Census, pp. 19:

249-51, 255-57, 259-61, 285-87, 289-91
t he Appal achi an counties of Al abama, Kentucky or

Mortality data were not

Mar yl and.

publ i shed f



Table 6.3

Per Capita Food Production on 1860 Appal achi an Far ns,
Expressed in Corn Equival enci es

Type of Production

No. Sl aves Tobacco Grains &
Owned or Cotton Li vest ock Non- Farm Al
0 17.1 42. 3 13.0 36. 2
1-9 9.6 15.4 6.2 15.6
10-19 11. 4 94. 8 8.8 57.5
20- 49 21.9 105. 2 10. 7 68.9
50+ 23.5 135.0 11.1 84.8

Source: Derived from analysis of a systematic sanple of 3,447 farns that w«
drawn fromthe 1860 Census enunerator manuscripts. For methods, see Dunawa)
The First American frontier, pp. 329-30, 385n.




Table 7.1

Slave Fam |y Disruptions Caused by Forced Labor M gration Strategies

Forced Labor M gration Strategy % | nci dent s
Sale of famly menbers by masters 59.1
Qut-of-state mgration by nasters 4.1
Fam |y nmenbers given to masters' children 3.5
Fam |y menbers owned by nei ghboring masters 14. 6
Fam |y nmenbers hired out by masters 15.8
Fam |y menbers assigned to different
farms owned by the sanme nmaster 2.9

Source: Derived fromcontent analysis of 171 incidents in the Appal achian ¢
narratives. Some slaves reported nore than one fam |y disruption.



Table 7.2

Sl ave Househol d Conposition

Per cent age S| ave Househol ds

Househol d Residential Pattern Loui si ana Appal achi a
Solitaire 18. 4 6.2
Non- nucl ear 1.2 3.3
Ext ended Fam |y 1.8 4.7
Sinple Fam |y 73.1 85. 8
Married Couple 8.1 8.5
Married Couple with Children 48. 7 20.0
Single Female with Children 14.5 55.4
Single Male with Children 1.8 1.9

Sources: Louisiana slave household conposition from Mal one, Sweet Chari ot,
15. Appal achi an househol d conposition derived from anal ysis of 217 sl ave
narratives and of slave lists in the manuscript collections of 52 Appal achi
sl avehol ders.




Table 7.3

Fam |y Structure Experienced by Appal achian Sl aves

Fam |y Structure %

2 Parent Famlies

2 parents living together 28.5
2 parents but father owned by anot her master 16.1
2 parents until separated by master's sale,

hi reout, or mgration 25.1
2 parents until one spouse died 1.9

1 Parent Fam lies/ Headed by Mot hers

Absent sl ave or free black father 4.3
Absent White father 9.9

Children or Single Adults Living outside Famlies

Wth slave kin
Wth White nmasters

©-
© w

Source: Derived from anal ysis of 280 Appal achian sl ave narratives.
mal e- headed househol ds were two in which the wife had died.

The only



Table 8.1
Appal achi an Sl ave Marri ages

Part A. How Was the Marriage Formalized?

Met hod to Recogni ze Marri age %
Rel i gi ous cerenony 9.9
St eppi ng over broonstick 77.7
No ritual except master's perm ssion 12. 4

Part B. Who Sel ected the Slave's Spouse?

Deci si onmaker s %
The sl ave spouses al one 58.1
Mast ers al one 7.7
Sl ave spouses and Masters jointly 15.3
Masters jointly with famly menbers

of slave spouses 14.0
Overseers 4.9

Sources: Part A derived from analysis of 121 Appal achi an sl ave narratives;
B derived from anal ysis of 105 Appal achian slave narratives.



Table 8.2

Evi dence of Maxim zation of Slave Reproduction for Market, 1860

No. Infants Rati o of
Under 1 per Chi |l dren
Rati o of Sl ave 1, 000 Worren of (0-14) to
Sout hern Wonmen to Men, Chi | dbeari ng Adul ts
Zone Aged 15 to 39 Age (15-39)
Sl ave-selling states 1.01 177 1.19
Sl ave- buyi ng states 0.99 153 0. 95
Entire South 0. 99 169 1.07
Appal achi an Counties of:
Al abama 1.06 206 1.26
CGeorgi a 1.04 200 1.33
Kent ucky 1.07 215 1.31
Mar yl and 1.11 104 1.02
North Carolina 1.10 196 1.40
Sout h Carolina 1.18 192 1.49
Tennessee 1.04 196 1.30
Virginia 0. 95 187 1.25
West Virginia 1.05 143 1.14
Sout hern Appal achi a 1.02 189 1.27

Source: Estimtes were calculated fromthe aggregated county totals in the
publ i shed 1860 Census of Popul ati on. The slave-selling states were: Del awar
CGeorgi a, Kentucky, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, anc
Virginia;, the slave-buying states were: Al abama, Arkansas, Florida, Louisiz¢
M ssi ssippi, Mssouri, and Texas. Southern ratios in the first two col ums
from Sutch, "Breeding of Slaves," Tables 6 and 11. Chil dbearing wonmen inclt
all femal es between the ages of 20 and 39 and one-half of the femal es bet w
15 and 19.



Table 8.3

Number of Live Births to Mdthers of Appal achi an Ex- Sl aves

Aver age Nunber
Chil dren Reported Accur at e
Chi | dhood Tie to Mot her % Respondent s by Ex-sl ave Count ?

Ex-sl ave rai sed by nother 47. 2 13.2 yes

Mot her di ed when ex-sl ave
was a child 10. 2 2.7 yes

Ex-slave's nmother in
poor health 5.1 2.3 yes

Mot her had no nore children
after her husband died 1.9 4.0 yes

Mot her/chil d separated when
ex-sl ave was young 17.1 4.0 no

Ex- sl ave uncertain how
many si blings had died
or been sold away 8.3 6.8 no

Ex-sl ave uncertai n about
si blings who did not live
wi t h not her 5.1 7.0 no

Ex- sl ave uncertain how

many children the nother

bore by mal es other than

their fathers 5.1 5.0 no

Aver age nunber children
reported by all ex-slaves 8.1

Aver age nunber children
when i naccurate esti mates
are omtted 10. 4

Source: Analysis of 216 Appal achian slave narratives



Table 8.4

Femal e Slave's Risk of Death as Ratio of Male Mortality, 1850

VWi te Sl ave

CGeogr aphi cal Zone Mal es Mal es
U.S. South 1.08 0. 82
Appal achi an Counti es of:

Ceorgi a 2.29 1.07
North Carolina 1.78 1.07
Sout h Carolina 1.46 1.00
Tennessee 1.60 0. 94
Virginia 1.56 1.08
West Virginia 2.10 1.31
Regi on 1.78 1.07

Source: Calculated fromMortality Statistics of the Seventh Census, pp. 19:
249-51, 255-57, 259-61, 285-87, 289-91. Mortality data were not published f
t he Appal achi an counti es of Al abama, Kentucky or Maryl and.




Table 8.5

Profitability of Mules and Sl ave Children

Average Market Price in 1860 Doll ars

Mal e Femal e
Age Mul e Sl ave Sl ave
1 year 75 100 90
2 years 130 125 112
3 years 120 135 121
5 years 170 150 130

Sources: Lanmb, "Miule in Southern Agriculture,” pp. 19, 24; Tadman, Specul at
and Sl aves, pp. 287-88




Table 9.1

Subsi stence Artisans and Elite Occupati ons anmong Appal achi an Sl aves

% S|l aves Enpl oved on Pl ant ati ons

Cccupati on Mal es Femal es Al |
ELI TE OCCUPATI ONS 50.5 22.1 35.9
SUBSI STENCE ARTI SANS 24.5 82.7 55.6
Shoemaker 5.4 3.7 4.4
Tanner + Shoemaker 4.7 2.1
Tanner 3.5 1.2
Textil es Production 1.4 52.1 28.8
M dwi f e/ Herb Doct or 2.0 11.0 7.1
Basket maker 2.7 8.5 59
Potter 4.2 2.3
Soapmaker 2.1 1.0
Candl emaker 1.1 0.7
Mapl e Syrup or Sorghum

Mol asses Production 2.0 0.9
Casket maker 1.4 0.6
Banj o/ Fi ddl e Maker 1.4 0.6

Source: Analysis of all adult occupations (n = 337) identified in the

Appal achi an sl ave narratives. This table excludes those slaves who were hir
out (n = 84). For greater detail about elite artisans, see Table 3.5. Sone
sl aves worked in two or nore occupations.



Table 13.1

Mal es Sl aves (Aged 16 to 45) in the Union Arny

% Mal es Sl aves Enlisted Bl ack Appal achi an Sol di ers
Esti mat ed

Entire Appal achi an Number as % of
Regi on State Counti es Enlisted U. S. Total
Al abanma 6 65 5,228 2.9
Ceorgia &
Sout h Carolina 4 30 2,146 1.2
Kent ucky 57 75 2,093 1.2
Mar yl and 28 40 492 0.3
North Carolina 8 25 809 0.5
Tennessee 39 65 5, 316 3.0
Virginia 6 50 13, 052 7.3
West Virginia - - 50 2,084 1.1
Entire U S. 14 - - - - - -
Appal achi a - - 50 31, 220 17. 4

Source: Columm 1 was derived from Freedom s Soldier's, pp. 16-17. Colum 2
esti mat ed usi ng Appal achi an sl ave narratives and arny docunents in Freedom
vol. 2. Colum 3 was cal cul ated by applying Columm 2 to 1860 county popul at
totals for male sl aves aged 16 to 45. Colum 4 was cal cul ated using county
totals in the 1860 Census of Popul ati on.




Table 14.1

How Appal achi an Sl aves Learned They Were Emanci pated

% Cases Reported in

Who told slaves they were free? Narratives
Uni on sol diers during the war 46. 7
Omer after Emanci pation Proclamation (1863) 0.3

Uni on soldiers or Freednen's Bureau after war's end 33.0
Omer after war's end (voluntarily) 6.7

Yout h not emanci pated by fornmer owner;
hel d as an i ndentured orphan 13.3

Source: Analysis of Appal achian slave narratives



Table 14.2

VWhere di d Appal achian sl aves go after Emanci pation?

% Cases Reported

Action by slave famly in Narratives
Stayed with former owner: 80. 8

1 year or |ess 11.5

2 to 4 years 38.6

5 to 9 years 19.2

10 years or | onger 11.5
Left owner immedi ately 19. 2
Stayed in hone county 85.0
M grated by 1870 15.0

Source: These findings from anal ysis of Appal achian slave narratives are
supported by Census data; see Table 14. 3.



Table 14.3

Change i n Southern Appal achi an Popul ati on, 1860-1870

Appal achi an % |l ncrease or (Decrease)

Counties of: Bl ack White
Al abama ( 3.7) (3.9)
Georgi a ( 5.3) 3.7
Kent ucky ( 5.0 10. 3
Mar yl and ( 7.0 13.6
North Carolina 7.0 14. 2
Sout h Carolina 15.2 5.9
Tennessee 8.1 8.9
Virginia (7.1 2.4
West Virginia (14.7) 17.6
Appal achi an Regi on ( 5.8) 8.2
United States 22.6 9.9

Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of county totals in the U S. Cens
Office, Population in 1860 and U S. Census O fice, Conpendium 1870.




Table 14. 4

Bl ack Popul ati on Density and Popul ati on Decli ne

Aver age Bl ack Popul ation in Counties
Showi ng Popul ation Declines, 1860-1870

Less than Mor e t han
Appal achi an 33% pop. 50% pop.
Counti es of decline decline
Al abama 3, 003 570
Georgia & South Carolina 1, 497 335
Kent ucky 205 63
North Carolina 1,271 301
Tennessee 1,112 242
Virginia 3, 251 957
West Virginia & Maryland 482 158
Regi on 1,578 411

Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of county totals in the U S. Cens
Office, Population in 1860 and U. S. Census O fice, Conpendium 1870.




Table 14.5

Occupati ons of Appal achi an Ex- Sl aves, 1870

Appal achi an % Enpl oyed in Occupational Category
Counti es of Agri cul tural Nonagri cul t ur al M xed
Al abama 60. 6 25.9 13.5
Georgi a 49.7 35.6 14. 7
Kent ucky 93.1 5.9 0.1
Maryl and 48. 2 34.5 17.3
North Carolina 62. 3 25.0 12.7
Sout h Carolina 70.0 20.0 10.0
Tennessee 51.8 31.7 16. 5
Virginia 68. 2 13.1 18. 7
West Virginia 60. 7 19.5 9.8
Regi on 61.7 24.7 13. 6
Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of all independent black househol

(2,711) and all black individuals residing with whites (4,912) in the

Appal achi an counties of Jackson AL, Floyd GA, Knox KY, Alleghany NMD, Buncor
NC, Pickens SC, Knox TN, Wthe VA, and Jefferson W/, as reported in the 18’
Census of Popul ati on enunerat or manuscri pts



Table 14.6

Ot her Characteristics of Appal achian Ex-Sl aves, 1870

Char acteristic %
Adults who were illiterate 74. 3
Househol ds that were | andl ess 96. 6

Househol ds living next door to blacks

Wi th same surname 38.8
Fam |y units headed by a single parent 42. 4
Househol ds containing two or nore famlies 43.9
Househol ds with 2 or nore surnanes 22.5

Fam |y units residing as | aborers
in white househol ds 25.5

Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of all independent black househol
(2,711) and all black individuals residing with whites (4,912) in the

Appal achi an counti es of Jackson AL, Floyd GA, Knox KY, Alleghany MD, Buncor
NC, Pickens SC, Knox TN, Wthe VA, and Jefferson W/, as reported in the 18’
Census of Popul ati on enunerat or manuscri pts



Table 14.7

Weal th Distribution in Black Appal achi an Househol ds, 1870

Weal t h Accunul at ed % Househol ds
0 69. 6
1-99 0.2
100- 299 17.8
300- 899 9.9
900 or nore 2.5
Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of all independent black househol

(2,711) and all black individuals residing with whites (4,912) in the

Appal achi an counties of Jackson AL, Floyd GA, Knox KY, Alleghany NMD, Buncor
NC, Pickens SC, Knox TN, Wthe VA, and Jefferson W/, as reported in the 18
Census of Popul ati on enunerat or manuscri pts



Table 14.8

Post bel | um Ur bani zati on of Bl ack Appal achi ans

Appal achi an % Househol ds
Counties of: Rur al Ur ban
Al abama 67.3 32.7
Ceorgi a 58. 6 41. 4
Kent ucky 84.1 15.9
Mar yl and 51.5 48. 5
North Carolina 74. 3 25.7
Sout h Carolina 85.0 15.0
Tennessee 81.9 18.1
Virginia 74.6 25.4
West Virginia 90.0 10.0
Regi on 76.1 23.9
Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of all independent black househol

(2,711) and all black individuals residing with whites (4,912) in the

Appal achi an counties of Jackson AL, Floyd GA, Knox KY, Alleghany NMD, Buncor
NC, Pickens SC, Knox TN, Wthe VA, and Jefferson W/, as reported in the 18’
Census of Popul ati on enunerat or manuscri pts



Table 14.9

I ncidents of White Violence agai nst Appal achi an Ex- Sl aves, 1866- 1868

Part A. Violent Incidents per 1,000 Bl acks

Appal achi an
St at e Counti eRRest of State

Al abama
Ceorgi a

Kent ucky

North Carolina
Sout h Carolina
Tennessee
Virginia

OCroRPPFPOoOOo
AR OROO®O
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Regi on 0.

Part B. Popul ati on Density and Raci al Viol ence

Appal achi an % State's Black % State's Viol ent
Counti es of: Popul ati on | nci dent s

Al abanma 7.5 12. 7

Ceorgi a 5.2 9.9

Kent ucky 3.3 14.5

North Carolina 5.0 22.9

Sout h Carolina 0.6 1.2
Tennessee 14. 2 20.5
Virginia 22.7 31.0

Regi on 8.9 18.6

Source: Derived fromanalysis of 1,162 incidents reported in Records Rel ati
to Murders and Qutrages toward Freednen. Popul ation statistics were derivec
fromU S. Census Ofice, Conpendium 1870.




Tabl e 14. 10

Types of Racial Hate Crinmes agai nst Appal achi an Ex- Sl aves, 1866-1868

Part A. Type of white violence agai nst ex-slaves

Type of violent incident % all reported incidents

Rai ds on political neetings,
assaults on bl ack voters or candi dates 11.4

Destruction or damage to bl ack churches,

raids on religious services, assaults

on black mnisters, threats or assaults

on church nenbers 6.9

Destruction of black businesses,
assaults on sel f-enployed bl acks 0.9

Destructi on of black schools, assaults
on teachers or white contributors 16. 3

Lynchi ngs or nurders 24.1

Physi cal assaults, rapes, threats,
or property destruction 40. 4

Part B. Who perpetrated the violent incidents?

Vi ol ent actors % all reported incidents
1 to 3 whites 54.2
Ku Kl ux Kl an 15.2

A white group or nob
ot her than Ku Kl ux Kl an 30.6




Source: Derived fromanalysis of 1,162 incidents reported in Records Rel ati
to Murders and Qutrages toward Freednen.



Tabl e 14. 11

Bl ack Office Hol ders during Reconstruction

Appal achi an % State's 1870 % State's El ected
Counties of: Popul ation O ficials

Al abama 7.5 13.9

Ceorgi a 5.2 6.7

North & South Carolina 3.1 1.1
Tennessee 14. 2 20.0
Virginia 22.7 1.1

Regi on 9.4 4.4

Source: Appal achians el ected 26 of the 592 office holders listed in Freedot
Lawmakers, pp. 245-60. Kentucky, Maryland, and West Virginia were not inclt
in the directory of office holders. Popul ation statistics derived from U. S.
Census O fice, Conpendium 1870.




Tabl e 14. 12

Literacy of Appal achian Ex-Slaves in the 1930s

Age of Ex-slave at emmanci pation

Degree of Literacy under 9 9-15 16- 25 26+ Al
Literate 70.5 46. 6 14. 6 7.7 44. 7
Probably functionally illiterate;

only a few nonths schooling 9.5 9.3 9.8 5.1 8.9
Illiterate 20.0 44. 1 75.6 87.2 46. 4

Source: Anal ysis of Appal achian slave narratives



Tabl e 14. 13

Di d Broken Appal achian Slave Fam |ies Rebuild after Emanci pation?

Nature of Famly Disruption during Slavery

Chi l dren

Post bel | um St at us Spouses Separ at ed Si bl i ngs
of Broken Fam |y Separated from Parents SeparatedAl |
Never saw again after

sal e or renoval 72.0 78.1 50.0 74.3
Knew wher eabout s but

not reunited 8.0 12.5 50.0 11.8
Husband | eft current

famly to return to

previous fanmly 4.0 - - - - 1.7
Wfe already remarried

when fornmer husband

returned 4.0 - - - - 1.7
Fam |y reunited 12.0 9.4 -- 9.8

Source: Analysis of Appal achian slave narratives



Tabl e 14. 14

Resi dency of Appal achi an Ex- Sl aves in | ndependent Househol ds, 1870

Appal achi an % in black househol ds
Counties of: Adul ts Chi | dren

Al abama 72.3 70.8
Georgi a 83.0 92.3

Kent ucky 91.3 90.5

Mar yl and 69. 2 68. 3
North Carolina 76. 3 83.1
Sout h Carolina 74. 1 68. 7
Tennessee 78. 3 91.8
Virginia 76.9 76. 8

West Virginia 61.7 66. 4

Regi on 74.5 78.6

Source: Derived fromstatistical analysis of all independent black househol

(2,711) and all black individuals residing with whites (4,912) in the

Appal achi an counties of Jackson AL, Floyd GA, Knox KY, Alleghany NMD, Buncor
NC, Pickens SC, Knox TN, Wthe VA, and Jefferson W/, as reported in the 18’
Census of Popul ati on enunerat or manuscri pts



