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Abstract:

This essay utilises four case studies to explaevétnious causes, experiences and results
of escape from slavery in the late-eighteenth amty-@ineteenth century British Atlantic
World. These are: Johnny Beckles in Barbados, J&Moi@gomery in Scotland, Castle
Slaves at Cape Coast Castle on the West Africad Gohst; and Harriet and Beverly
Hemings in Virginia. This essay argues that whilme sought escape from slavery and
even their race, others sought sanctuary withivestaciety and even on plantations,
while others used escape as a means of pressariobdnges in their lives and work as

enslaved people.
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What did it mean for an enslaved person to runyaw#he eighteenth-century?
The answer may appear fairly obvious to historiaiBritish North America. A good
deal of excellent scholarship has focused on therdidements placed in North American
newspapers by slave-owners eager to recapturepitogierty. The life experiences and
the motivations of long-forgotten enslaved men, warand children speak loudly
through the angry words of those who pursued tla,even the biases of slave-owners
reveal a great deal about the identity and the @gehtheir human property. American
historians have used runaway advertisements irr ¢od#evelop our understanding of the
nature of slavery and resistance in the slave-hgldiates, and the attempted journeys to
freedom undertaken by a few of those held in boadag

The surviving narratives of escaped slaves hakaraed our understanding of
this journey from slavery to freedom. Harriet Tubmmacalled that by running away she
had ‘crossed the line’ from enslavement to freedehile Frederick Douglass wrote of
his transition from bondage to ‘free life’ asffae manin the Northern states. Indeed,
Tubman'’s iconic status as a heroic bound womannesisted her enslavement was
recognised by Secretary of the Treasury Jacobw witeen he announced that her
struggle for liberty made Tubman the most appré@riamerican woman to grace a
newly designed $20 bifl Building on the words of these runaways and thvespaper
advertisements placed by many thousands of runalasg owners, historians have
tended to present escape as ‘a dramatic form staese’ by means of which ‘many
runaways were seeking personal freedom while soarked against the system of
slavery itself.® Historians, myself included, have sought out exaspf running away

as embodying a resistance to slavery that pervadédlelineated the community of the



enslaved. In this light running away is an implicjpoliticized act, a defiant assertion of
individual liberty.

Yet freedom and liberty are necessarily abstradthastorically contingent
concepts, and what they meant and how they furedidwo or three centuries ago in
North America, in the Caribbean, in West Africa amdhe British Isles may have varied
considerably. Did all runaways seek to exchangelage for liberty in the manner of
Dougless and Tubman? By defining the quest fodseeas a rebellious political act, we
may risk de-historicizing slavery and losing sighenslavement as a remarkably
malleable labor form, exercised, experienced aodpes] in extraordinarily different
ways across the eighteenth- and early-nineteemttuigeBritish Atlantic World.

The history of the enslaved is much more thamgy sif the winners who resisted
successfully in the manner of Douglass and Tubmalrilze losers who did not, and
nowhere is this more apparent than in the histbrymmaways in the British Atlantic
World. Running away from slavery was a more congpid and a more varied act than
we have often realized, in part because slaveryafas more multifaceted form and
experience of labor than we may have imagihed.

In this essay | will explore four case studieswfaway slaves in the late-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth century Britistaitiic World, in order to illuminate the
very different forms that running away might takke,varied causes, and the dramatically
different objectives of those who ran. Not all seufgeedom in the ways and terms that
we might expect, and not all were resisting slaveyie manner that we might assume. |

hope to deploy these disparate acts of running aweagveal how different racial slavery



could be in all of the places in which the Britigflized it, and how different were the

lives and experiences of the enslaved themselves.

Barbados

I shall begin with Barbados, England’s first lagmale slave society, and the
island on which modern, integrated plantations vikese developed. The surviving
records do not reveal when Johnny Beckles ran dnway his Barbados master. He most
likely eloped during the 1770s when still a teemaged young and courageous enough
to try to escape from — and into — perhaps the uhessely populated plantation society
in the Americas. For by the time that Beckles ethfgarbadian integrated sugar
plantations had been in place for well over a agniand the island had become a small
and densely populated hell. Between 1627 and 1888690,000 enslaved Africans
disembarked on the island, over four times the rermobenslaved Africans taken to the
far larger Chesapeake colonies during the samedberi

Runaways were rarely a significant problem for Bgpanters. The small size of
Barbados, the lack of suitable terrain for the dgw@ent of Maroon communities and
the difficulty of either leaving the island or remiag concealed all made long-term
escape even more difficult than it would have belsewhere in British America.
Barbados was an island of only 166 square mileallsnthan the combined boroughs of
Brooklyn and Queens in present-day New York Cilirere were no mountains, no

forests and no significant caves on Barbados, nmnineshort for runaways to seek



permanent refuge. Escape off the island was alilypibssible, and most of the enslaved
who abandoned their posts did so only temporaalhgconding to see friends and family
and to temporarily escape the back-breaking labbsugar agriculture and manufacture.
Masters rarely advertised for these short-termratbes, and appear to have accepted
‘petite marronage’ as a safety valve and a cobusiness. Few indeed were the
runaways who could escape altogether, and this latge must have made it even more
difficult for the enslaved in Barbados to contenplang-term escage.

Johnny Beckles was different, however, for he sbtgescape his owner and
plantation forever. And, for what must have seeltileda lifetime, he succeeded, melting
away into British America’s most densely populapéahtation society. He ran away
‘many years before the storm of 1780, and wasrecaptured until 1805. For at least a
guarter-century, Johnny eluded his master, angdbeg slave who eloped when at the
peak of his physical powers was about forty-fivargeold when he was finally
recaptured. Johnny Beckles may have evaded cdptuse long because although he
was a runaway, he did not escape from plantatewresy to freedom, at least not in the
way we might expect. When Johnny was finally digred he was living in the slave
quarters on the Pool Plantation in St. John Pafisk.white man who discovered Johnny
reported that ‘from the best information | can eot| [Beckles] has been living in the
Pool Negro-yard’ for two or more decades, and fbgsince the day he ran away.

Why would an enslaved youth run away, permanefittyn one plantation in
order to take up residence on another? His goaapmot to have been libeggr se
although Beckles may have sought to escape froantecplarly harsh master or overseer.

Perhaps he sought a more permanent version oéngotrary familial reunions of short-



term runaways, for it is possible that his clogastily members were on the Pool
Plantation, or perhaps in the years after his esBmekles may have formed a family on
the Pool Plantation. By this point Barbados was étoran increasingly creolised society
in which slave births were finally beginning to outmber slave deaths, and especially
when compared with Jamaica or South Carolina fei&eckles’ fellow slaves had been
born in Africa® Consequently, the island’s enslaved black majavitye developing a
more stable culture in which they sought to live anjoy life as best they could. By the
late-eighteenth century there was the potentiahfoy a materially, socially and
culturally better life in Barbados than had beejoyed by the enslaved of a half-century
or a century earlier.

The advertisements placed by Bajan slave-own@arda recapture their escaped
slaves make clear that many believed the runavealgave secreted themselves on or
near other plantations. When an enslaved masonch&@regjory escaped from Joseph
Best, the master concluded that the runaway wabduaed by people of his own
profession, and the watchmen in plantations.” Bestisual observation reveals the ways
in which runaways might secure sanctuary and ptiotreamongst friends, family and
co-workers on other plantations. Ann Archer beleetleat her runaway Arch was
‘harboured at the place of his late owner’; Marg &er daughter Bella-Ann were, their
owner believed, harboured either on Perry’s Esiatioe’s River Plantation, and
eighteen-year old Bella-Ann managed to remain caleckfor at least five months;
Phibah, who was three months pregnant when shepexscaas thought by her owner to
be ‘harboured in the parish of St Philip’ at oneseVeral different estates including those

owned or operated by John Serjeant, James Gi#&amuel Batsan, or Mary Wiltshire.



While Alexander Purchase did not know where Philvak, he was sure she was
concealed on another plantatibn.

Barbados newspapers contain many such assertiomsnsrs of their belief that
those who had escaped were ‘harboured’ or ‘condeafeother plantations. James
Hackett re-advertised for two long-term runaway€whe received new information
about where they might be concealed. Phibba halyliinaway before, for Hackett's
initials were branded on each of her cheeks, yehsid been able to avoid recapture for
at least fifteen years during which time she haskdhseveral children, while Hazard had
been absent for six months. Hackett had thoughtthaard had been ‘harboured by the
Slaves belonging to the Estate of Col. John Jaexeased, and Mrs. Elizabeth Bushell'.
However,

from some late Intelligence, the Subscriber has &ermed that the Woman

and her Children, together with the Fellow, Hazare, harboured by the Slaves

belonging to the Estate called the Guinea, the &tppf the Hon. George

Walker, Esq?

Even on a small island like Barbados, it was clepdssible for some long-term runaway
to live on or near other plantations for extendedquls, raising families and living life
under slavery but in a location and with peopléeir own choosing.

Other Barbados runaway advertisements providesagil that family members
often provided refuge and a desired destinatiorfstaved runaways who sought longer
term escape. Anthony, ‘a thin young man’ who basedwner Thomas Hurst’s initials on
his cheek, was supposed ‘to be harboured amonglaisons, and has been seen with

them at the estate of Mr. Jacob Lewis’. Abel Him@ds unsure where twenty-nine-year-



old George had run to: a skilled musician, Georgghti- his owner thought — be with
his wife Jubah on Lancaster Plantation, with anoiige in Speightstown; of with his
mother Hester, another runaway thought to be wethdaughters at yet another
plantation. Gumm had come to Barbados from Grerauthso was less familiar with his
new home: when Gumm escaped his owner SamueltBootght it likely that the
runaway would make his way to relatives ‘at thel®8lantation, & another at the Pyne.’
William Butler believed it quite likely that fortyear —old Affey was secreted on the
plantation of Sir William Fitzherbert, ‘as she f@ldren by the black driver on said
estate named Exeter’. This advertisement appeamrdarly over the ensuing six-weeks,
after which Affey was recaptured or Butler tirectioé expense of advertising for her.
Similarly Peter was ‘supposed to be harboured atldtin Roach’s, where he has a
wife’. 11 Reunion with family members was a clear and peensisnotive for escape, and
slave owners were convinced that escapees cowdddoessfully harboured and
concealed on plantations, often for extended pesriod

As property the enslaved could be stolen, arglpbssible that an owner or
overseer of Pool Plantation had colluded in Becldesape from his owner. Was Beckles
really able to remain in the slave quarters on Pdahtation for more than a quarter-
century without the knowledge of the plantation'amagers? A surprisingly large
number of Caribbean runaway advertisements inderat@ea or even a specific
plantation on which the owner believed a runawaghinbe concealed. There could be
any number of reasons for such white complicitglave escape. For example, if Beckles
did have close family, friends and community onRlo®| Plantation, allowing him to

remain present may have created a more stableyfamil community at his destination
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whose other members were themselves less likedgdape, and thus less likely to
disrupt the plantation economy. Or he may haveditba valuable skill. Beckles almost
certainly lived the best years of his life on trePPlantation, and whether directly or
indirectly the plantation’s owners likely deriveidsificant benefits from the presence of
a slave they did not own, even he if he did noaaty labour for them, or live and work
independently from the slave quarters without tkeowledge.

On occasion other Bajan owners of enslaved peoptehad absconded made
clear that they believed that free blacks or whited aided, were concealing or were
illegally benefitting from the work of runaways. tRenah had good reason to escape,
given that her owner John Fayerman described hieea@sng a permanent ‘mark from
the lash of a whip across her stomach, and twatheone of her sides’. Fayerman
described Pothenah as ‘an excellent good washeelass field negro’, and he related
that the runaway was ‘supposed to be employed imgdoee person’ in the Scotland
district of Barbados. When the carpenter Grigg etbim the spring of 1783, the
runaway'’s well-known carpentry skills, as well asme other reasons’, led his owner
John Moltsey to suspect a conspiracy. Moltsey betiehat Grigg ‘has been seduced by
some ill-disposed person or other to absent’ hifbeltaken into custody, and then sold
to the white or free black person with whom he bandspired. The advertisement ended
with the offer of a significant reward of half Gg'g value to be awarded to anyone who
‘can fairly prove that he has been, or shall beleggal... by any white person, free
negro, or mulatto’. Similarly Sam, who was Africharn with filed teeth and who spoke
‘broken English’ escaped from his owner Sarah G#t@ 1789 He had run away from

her at least once before, five years previouslg, @ittens believed that Sam was both
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‘harboured and employed in St. Philip’s parish ptace near the estate called
Brancker's.'?

For Johnny Beckles, running away had not meamsaape from plantation
slavery. Having successfully escaped from one maBexkles quite possibly went on to
do much the same kind of work on the Pool Plameathat he would have done under his
legal owner. It is even possible that he may haenlstung by the overseer’s lash, been
verbally and physically abused, and had his bodgkered by the incredibly arduous
work of planting, fertilising, harvesting and prgeeng sugar cane. Alternatively, he may
have succeeded in living in secret in or near thetption’s slave quarters while avoiding
plantation labor, perhaps doing other work and gesleven passing as a free man off the
plantation, and contributing to family and the ensld community in which he lived.
Either way, Beckles had chosen the place and ttreremity of enslaved in which he
would live much and perhaps even most of his Rerhaps his parents, and perhaps too a
family that he then formed were on Pool Plantatidmus Beckles did not run away from
slavery, and he did not challenge the institutibelavery. He ran not from slavery to
freedom as we usually understand it, but from s enslavement to a liminal status

within an enslaved community very similar to theedrom which he had escaped.

Beith, Ayrshire, Scotland

Virginia-born Jamie Montgomery escaped from ensiaa#met in Port Glasgow in
south-western Scotland in late April of 1756. Wewra great deal more about this case
than many others because Montgomery’s escape amiuaV recapture resulted in a

lawsuit which preserved the words of runaway andteralike. This will enable me to



12

recount his story in more detail and at greategtiethan is possible with most runaways.

Montgomery’s owner, Robert Shedden, had lived aorked at the heart of the
expanding tobacco frontier in western Virginia ag of an expanding cohort of Scottish
merchants2 Operating in Fredericksburg, the fast growing sé&potsylvania County
on the Rappahannock River, Shedden had purchasgatimg enslaved teenaged boy
named Jamie from Joseph Hawkins, one of the coaintgre successful planters, and a
‘gentleman’ and captain of the militia cavalry caamg“ No record of Jamie or his
family appears to have survived in Virginia, andkmew of this transaction only
because the original bill of sale — the legal prafobwnership — is today held by the
National Archives of Scotland. Other documentshis &archive confirm that Jamie was
Virginia-born, and it appears likely that he was son of an enslaved woman owned by
Hawkins. Given the massive forced migration of amstl Africans to Virginia during the
mid-eighteenth century it is quite possible tha¢ oneven both of Jamie’s parents had
been born in Africa. We do not know exactly how déinie was, but he was most likely
a young teenager, a boy who had grown up in ayferge community of enslaved
Africans working on the Spotsylvania County tobaptamtations of Joseph Hawkins.

It was not unusual for successful Scottish facém® merchants to purchase
slaves who would undertake physical labour in ttrailing houses, but it was not for this
reason that Shedden purchased Jamie. Instead Shealdl@greed to buy the young boy
from Hawkins, send him him back to Scotland whexevould be apprenticed to a joiner,
and then bring the skilled slave back to Virginm &ell him back to Hawkins for the
same price with a bonus of one thousand poundsbatto'® Quite what prompted

Hawkins to have this young slave boy sent to Sodtfar this training is unclear:
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perhaps Shedden had revealed that his younger Blstabeth was married to Robert
Morrice, a skilled carpenter in their home towrBefith in Ayrshire'®

It is likely that Jamie had spent much of his chddd in the company of people
whose skin was the same colour as his. His pacerdthers in this community would
have told tales of their own earlier lives in WA#ttica, and perhaps some had related the
horrors of the Middle Passage. Jamie would havesdithe food, the developing
language and the culture of the emerging Africarefican community of Virginia. But
Ayrshire was a long way from Virginia. How diffetem small town in Scotland must
have seemed to a young African American boy tamfhis family and community in
Virginia? Arriving late in the year the short, dat&ys, the food, the language, the
weather, and of course white Scottish society Fyieig must have seemed alien to
Jamie. Midway between Paisley and Ardrossan, Bedgth a small but growing town
surrounded by arable and dairy farmland, and ir©1#AB town was home to almost 700
adult parishioners eligible for examination for assion to communion in the local
church. These included a wide number of skilledtsn@en including masons, saddlers,
shoemakers, smiths, coopers and carpenters, ane das settled into the household of
Robert and Elizabeth Morrice where he began hiseapiceship-’

While Jamie was quite possibly the only dark-skchperson in Beith, there were
in fact more people of African descent in eighteergntury Britain than we might
expect. By the end of the eighteenth century Africeonstituted Britain’s largest non-
white community, and one recent estimate suggkeatdy 1800 some ten thousand black
people lived in London alon€.Such numbers are no more than informed guessei, bu

is clear that Africans lived, worked and died thgbaut Georgian Britain, not least
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because many planters, merchants, ships’ offidexsors and even clergymen who
returned from the Americas brought black slave$ wiem, often taking them to rural
homes and estates. Ayrshire was no exception, gheenoastal county’s trading links
with America and its popularity as a rural retraaiongst Glasgow merchants and
factors.

Robert Shedden paid Robert Morrice £40 as Jampgseaticeship fee and a
further two shillings per week for Jamie’s bed, taband clothing? We do not know if
Jamie was Morrice’s only apprentice, or if he wae of several in a larger business, but
he likely lived alongside, ate his meals and sk Morrice’s apprentices or his
children. It would also appear that Jamie attercredch with the Morrice family, along
with most residents of Beith. This was quite likéhg first time Jamie had been able to
attend church regularly: Virginia had fewer thame ¢trundred clergymen, and only one
church per thousand white residents: it would motibtil the evangelical revivals of the
later eighteenth century that enslaved Africansld/tegin to enjoy easy access to
Christian worshipg?

Two years into Jamie’s apprenticeship his ownerdRioBhedden returned home
to Scotland. Having made a good deal of money mgikiia Shedden had purchased an
estate near Beith, and shortly after his returmtieechant married Elizabeth Simsg@n.
For reasons that are unclear, Shedden reclaimddihian property from Robert
Morrice, and Jamie was brought into Shedden’s HwldeJamie’s subordinate status
was confirmed by Shedden’s apparent decision tamerhim ‘Shanker’, almost certainly
a derogatory appellation, and to take him away fhagrprofessional training and his

home with the Morrice family. Jamie would later ersshat Shedden employed him:



15

in the most slavish and servile business, his oobupation being the sawing of

wood, and other laborious works, which requiringhes skill nor ingenuity, but

sinews and strength, were therefore judged prapea Person of [his]

complexion, and of his unusual strength and vigéur.
Such language clearly implies that Jamie now thboghimself as a skilled craftsman,
above and better than the menial manual labourategef many enslaved African
Americans. We do not know what prompted Sheddeak® Jamie away from his work
as an apprentice joiner and to treat the youngim#éms manner. It is unlikely to have
been a cost-cutting measure, since Shedden hadedtfrom Virginia a wealthy man,
and was buying property, marrying, and establishingself both as an Ayrshire
gentleman, and a burgess and guild brother of Glm3g§What is perhaps more likely is
that upon his return to Scotland Shedden discovliadlamie was growing into
manhood away from the violent discipline of slaweisty, and that living, training,
working and worshipping alongside white people, i@¢aras beginning to think of
himself as deserving of certain rights.

A further indication of this can be found in thetfthat Jamie had been baptised
by John Witherspoon, minister of the church in BeBhedden would later testify that
Jamie ‘got it into his Head, that by being baptibedvould become free’: this concerned
Shedden, who claimed to have opposed the baptisaube of ‘the Fancies of Freedom
which it might instill into his Slave.” Beith was Mderspoon’s first parish, and he had
been in post just five years when Jamie arrivedh®vspoon provided Jamie with some
basic religious instruction, and in April 1756 ténister provided the young black man

with a certificate testifying to the bearer’'s gd@Hristian conduct It is interesting that
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Witherspoon proved ready and willing to welcome igaimto his congregation on
nominally equal terms, and to give him a certifctitat recognised his independent
agency as a Christian believer. According to Shedd@mie was ‘over and over again
told’ by Witherspoon that baptism ‘by no means dréén.”?® Within a few years
Witherspoon would himself become a slave-owner,jastas interested in protecting
the rights of slave-owners as the rights of théasesl. In 1766 Witherspoon moved to
New Jersey in order to become President of theeGelbf New Jersey (Princeton
University), and he would become a leading Patmat a signer of the Declaration of
Independence. However, like many of his New Jensgghbours Witherspoon owned
slaves, and his estate included two enslaved pedpiis death. Indeed, in 1790 he voted
against a plan for the gradual emancipation ofedan New Jerse’f.

What happened next between Robert Shedden and damiée pieced together
from their surviving and often contradictory acctauim the National Records of
Scotland. Robert Shedden’s brother Matthew, andtirginia merchant, was due to sall
to Virginia in the spring of 1756, and Robert deddo honour his agreement with
Joseph Hawkins and send Jamie back to Virginiajratite process realise a profit on
Jamie’s training as a joiner. According to Sheddamie went willingly to the ship at
Port Glasgow, having been promised a reunion wglparents. However, Jamie would
later testify that he had been forcibly taken frioisbed by Shedden, his brother James
and two other men. With his hands tied, Jamie wteeted to a horse and dragged from
Beith to Port Glasgow during the night and earlymiag hours, ‘not upon the King's
high way, but thro’ muirs or lonely places, andesthy-roads.’ In Port Glasgow the

Virginia-bound ship was not yet ready, and Jamis ingrisoned and guarded in the
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home of Robert Hunter, a butcher. On the followdiag, the weakened Jamie prevailed
upon his captors to allow him to walk along theyguahich was necessary for the
recovery of his health.” Jamie seized the oppotyui escape, and made his way to
Edinburgh?’

Whether or not Jamie had gone willingly to Portgglaw, once there he had no
intention of returning to Virginia. It was a momeus decision for the young man, for
running away from Shedden and asserting his freadane it highly unlikely that he
could safely return to Virginia and see his paresitdings, family and community.
During six years in Scotland Jamie had grown frobogto young adult, and perhaps
life, work and community in Scotland had becomeifi@amand comfortable. He no doubt
remembered Virginia’s slave society, and appardreljpad no desire to return to a land
where he would be property, where he could do fethethings that he might do in
Scotland. And so, while taking exercise along thekd as the shop readied to sail, Jamie
ran away.

We know this because a few weeks later Jamie’'s oaer placed a runaway
slave advertisement in Glasgow and Edinburgh nepesga

RUN Away from the Subscriber, living near Beith,jr@hof Ayr, ONE NEGRO

MAN, aged about 22 years, five feet and a half ldgthereby. He is a Virginian

born Slave, speaks pretty good English; he has feegears in this country, and

has served sometimes with a joiner; he has a dese &bove one of his eyes,
occasioned by a stroke of a horse; he also hasigohim a Certificate, which

calls him Jamie Montgomerie, signed, John WithepgpdMinister. Whoever



18

takes up the said Run-away, and brings him homgeaures him, and gets notice
to his master, shall have two guineas reward, besatl other charges paid by me
ROB. SHEDDERF

This was the first time that Jamie appeared inkamg of public document or
record. His status as ‘a Virginian born Slave’ iada manifest by Shedden, who clearly
felt no shame in asserting his right of ownersHiprmther human being in the pages of
one of Scotland’s leading newspapers. A good nummb8cots owned slaves, or had
interests in businesses concerned with the trageads produced by slaves, and at this
point few if any Scots were interested in campaigrio end slavery. Shedden
inadvertently revealed how acclimatised Jamie le&@®ime by revealing that he had lived
in Scotland for five years, spoke English well, &vadl apprenticed with a joiner.

A particularly interesting feature of the advenisnt is Shedden’s statement that
Jamie carried with him the certificate given him\Wtherspoon ‘which calls him Jamie
Montgomery.’ The battle over ownership of a humamy is played out in this short
sentence. Shedden had renamed Jamie as ‘Shardsartiag complete control over the
young man not only by the act of renaming but algthe use of a name not normally
applied to people. Perhaps Shedden resented ththd&damie had appropriated a
surname: at this point most slaves in Virginia wex@rded in property lists, sales and
other records with only a first name: a surnamesdeeage and legal identity to those
whose enslaved status made such individuality isiptess We do not know why Jamie
had assumed the name Montgomery, although we do &mt it was a fairly common
surname in Ayrshire. Who helped or perhaps evepiried the young man enough for

Jamie to want to share their surname? PerhapsiBlizabeth Montgomerie, the young
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wife of John Witherspoon, in whose home Jamie Viketeived instruction before his
baptism?%°

Witherspoon'’s certificate was another point of emribn between Shedden and
Montgomery. These documents were sometimes givanibigters to parishioners who
were moving, to be utilised in other parishes adexce of good Christian standing. As
such they were a kind of religious passport whicbuinented religious citizenship. By
giving Montgomery such a certificate, Witherspo@a k- whether intentionally or not —
authenticated Montgomery’s growing sense that hemare than an enslaved piece of
property.

But property is what Jamie Montgomery was, at leadar as Robert Shedden
was concerned. With no sense of shame Shedden Vabeitcassert that he had ‘paid
56 Virginia Currency’ for Montgomery, as well as ‘consideraBlems for his Apprentice
Fee, his Board, Clothing, and the Expence of rewogdim, &c.” Consequently,
Shedden claimed the ‘Right to retain him.” Jamienkjomery was not, Shedden
claimed, entitled tddabeus Corpusfor by Magna Chartaonly a Freeman is intitled
thereto.®°

Unfortunately for Montgomery, the generous rewdrthm guineas plus
expenses offered for his capture proved too tergpfnthe bottom of the original bill of
sale for Jamie Montgomery John Braidwood, an offafehe Baillie Court, wrote a
receipt for £2 2s on the 2f May 1756, which was paid to him ‘for apprehemgone
Negro Black boy named James Montgomerie’ and lagbim in the Edinburgh
tollbooth3! How and why had Montgomery made his way to Edigh@rWe cannot

know, but what we do know is that he had been &bieake full use of his training, for
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he had found sanctuary and employment as a jouraeyomer in Peter Wright's
workshop. Montgomery’s apprenticeship had given &isgkill and a professional
identity, and thus a means by which to subsist.

Jamie Montgomery’s story did not end well. Shedpetitioned the Bailies to
have Montgomery returned to him, but the Bailidsve¢éd Robert Gray, the procurator
fiscal of their court, to act for MontgometyBut the Edinburgh Tolbooth was an
unsavoury and disease infested place, and Jamiggbloery died before his case could
be heard.

On the face of it Jamie Montgomery appears tdétgrofile of many runaway
slaves in the late-eighteenth and nineteenth-cghinited States. He ran from
enslavement to freedom, seeking work and sancinagociety all but free of enslaved
people. And yet his story is rather different framst eighteenth-century North
American runaways. A runaway in America during 17&0s would most likely find
sanctuary far from the place of his or her enslamramongst communities of African
Americans. Anti-slavery and the Underground Radrda not yet exist in North
America, and an escaped slave would have had fesppcts for work and an
independent life. In the areas to which a runawghtmigrate, working alongside white
craftsmen as a free and equal man, full and edquatb membership, and marriage into
white society were all unlikely if not illegal.

By running away on the eve of his return voyag¥itginia, Jamie Montgomery
knew that he was unlikely to ever again see higcAfr American parents and family, and
that he was eschewing the opportunity to find solaithin African American society

and culture. Some three and a half thousand mibas his native Virginia, Montgomery
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sought something entirely different in ScotlandtHa rolling hills of Ayrshire he had
grown into manhood, and it would appear that hjgeelences as an apprentice in Robert
Morris’s workshop and in John Witherspoon’s congtean had been sufficiently
welcoming for Jamie to be able to imagine a bédifiefor himself as a joiner in Scotland.
Perhaps, like the Jamaican-born slave Joseph Kegghe two decades later, Jamie
Montgomery had met and hoped to marry a local wqrakinough there is no direct
evidence for this in the surviving records. Cetiginther black people in eighteenth-
century Britain were able to marry white peoplenirEquiano and James Albert
Gronniosaw to Maria Sami8.

Perhaps Jamie had come to covet a life in Scotlastdvould have been
impossible in Virginia, a life in which he might&, labour, worship and perhaps even
marry into white society on the basis of the roeghality of working men. Undoubtedly
he would have faced some racism and discriminatic®@cotland, yet it appears that the
attractions of personal independence as one obdl samber of black people in
Scotland were greater than the appeal of his By and community in Virginia.

Even the Scottish name of Montgomery may have beeatffirmation of the
independence and new identity that Jamie desinetthel deed of sale the young enslaved
boy purchased by Shedden was — like so many adriblaved — referred to by only a first
name, Jamie. In the runaway slave advertisemehhéhplaced in th&dinburgh

Evening CourantShedden had refused to acknowledge Jamie’s dasé nreferring

simply to Witherspoon’s certificate ‘which callsiiJamie Montgomerie.” In the way he
identified himself, Jamie Montgomery was at leasSaottish when he died as he had

been Virginian when he was born.
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Cape Coast Castle, the Gold Coast, West Africa

On occasion enslaved Africans ran away from thwimers in groups, and my
third case study involves one such incident. Oh NBvember 1785 over one hundred
enslaved men, women and children ‘agreed amongslees to abscond’ from Cape
Coast Castle, the British slave-trading headquadarthe Guinea Coast. When Governor
James Morgue awoke he discovered that over hélisaegnslaved work force had
disappeared: out of a total of 205 castle slav@ses40 male slaves along with their
wives and children had elopétiThe mass escape left the castle and its slavesdusg
undermanned, and rarely can a British official l@ ¥West African have felt so
vulnerable. Perched on the coast with tens of #ods of Africans living within a few
hundred miles, and with his Dutch rivals fewer tbham miles away, the runaway slaves
had left Britain’s greatest African trading entbedangerously exposed. Instead of an
optimum number of sixty healthy white Company aéfis, soldiers and workers and
some two hundred castle slaves, Morgue was left motmore than a couple of dozen
healthy white Company employees and soldiers, eweif than one-hundred mainly
infirm and elderly castle slaves. This force wassuficient to protect the mighty British
fort and the valuable trade goods and slaves within

The castle slaves who ran away from Cape CoasteGastiovember 1786
included men such as the bricklayer Quamino, tineecder Aggin, and the cooper
Cudjoe, women such as the ‘labouresses’ Ambah, abd Cocoah, and children such
as Accoah, Sagoah and Y&lhey acted within the context of British slavehotron

the Gold Coast, a hybrid institution that mergedst\rican forms of slavery with
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British understandings of both bound and free laBsrsuch the castle slaves were
guaranteed some rights and privileges, includilegodyyment of a maintenance stipend in
trade goods, the right to trade these with locabfes and the freedom to create families
and households that were seldom interfered witthb\British. In many ways they were
employees as much as they were enslaved prop#dgtieely receiving salaries: during
1785 the castle slaves in Cape Coast Castle watevith over £1,600 worth of goods, a
sum that was about one-fifth of the total paid ages to all of the British officials,
soldiers, craftsmen and laborers in the #ort.

And it is as paid workers that we might begin taenstand why this large group
of slaves absconded in November 1785. They diduroaway in order to escape their
enslavement. Rather, they absconded in order tegira change in their working and
domestic arrangements, and to achieve a retufretetatus quo. More than anything
else, this mass elopement represented a mass \ithdpof labor, a strike, and it was
successful.

Their actions were prompted by the discovery alrgd supply of shells on the
seashore between Cape Coast Castle and Elminds &twld be used in the production
of lime and thus the manufacture of cement andandot castle maintenance and
construction. The shells were too far from CapestQastle for female castle slaves to
make the trip there and back on foot in one dayyay the shells along the beach in
large basins balanced upon their heads. Consegutmglcastle surveyor had temporary
shelters erected on the beach, and he institusbdtasystem whereby twelve ‘laboresses’
and their children would spend a week on the beaeparing shells for shipment by boat

to Cape Coast Castle, after which they would hievetl by another shift of laboresses
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and children. However, this separation of mothe @hildren from fathers

did not suit the Men with whom they cohabited, thtieggrefore on the following

Sunday without making the least Complaint, agreadray themselves to

abscond, and... having done all in their Powerévail on the whole Body of the

Slaves to follow them, they sett off to the Numb&A0 Men, accompanied by

their Women and Childres’”

The slaves prepared carefully, selling and tradiadgerials in the local community in
order to procure gunpowder and arms to protect $kéras (against local peoples, rather
than against their British maste#8).

Within a few hours Governor Morgue and his officerere apprised of the
location of the absent castle slaves, quite posbi¥pthe runaways themselves. In fact the
runaways welcomed British negotiators from CapestGastle. Only the surveyor,
whose plan had prompted their strike and deser@dinsufficiently threatened that he
remained within the castle while negotiations tptdce. For a month British officials
traveled to and from the encampment of the absabsld&es, who ‘refused to return to
their Duty, unless the Governor stipulated Ternthwhem, shortened their Hours of
Work, and gave them a daily Allowance of Liquot.iWas only after exerting significant
pressure on local Africans, and particularly thempany-paid caboceers or middle-men,
that the runaways were persuaded to return, andtloah when ‘a promise was given
that they should not be punished’ and that theestaws shell-collecting plan would be
dropped. Not surprisingly, the governor justifiad lengthy report to RAC officials in
London by stating that his missive was intendedemonstrate ‘how unruly the slaves

are grown from too great Lenity, and the necessityaking an Example to convince
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them of their Dependence, which they now seem tttdoWhile the governor was
enraged by his inability to enforce discipline amevorkers that the company owned, his
and the company’s weakness and the castle slalative strength in determining the
conditions of work and daily life were all too apgat, and none of the slaves were
punished for absenting themselves from work foexsended perio&

Running away as we have usually defined it woulkehaade little sense to these
castle slaves. Virtually all had been born in Sanglgia or were descended from
Senegambians, purchased by the British and bragghe fifteen hundred miles to the
Gold Coast. With very different culture, religioncalanguage from the peoples of the
Gold Coast, these castle slaves formed commumitigeent to the British forts and
castles that were distinct from local West Africatieties. While relatively independent
and enjoying the rights and liberties enjoyed byynaf the enslaved who lived and
worked in West Africa, the castle slaves remainsahzalous and thus vulnerable. If a
castle slave ran away he or she was a strangégofarhome, and immediately vulnerable
to kidnapping and sale for transport to the Amexi&ince castle slaves helped feed,
clean and exercise the thousands of poor soulspaksed through the castle dungeons
on their way to ships bound for the Americas, tkiegw enough to want to avoid this
fate at all costs. For almost the entire historyhefBritish transatlantic slave trade, castle
slaves were protected from transport to the Amsriaad only a small handful found
guilty of capital crimes were sent westward actbgsAtlantic. Castle slavery thus
afforded both rights and protection, and it wasranfof bound labor familiar to West

Africans. Those who lived and worked within thistitution sought to shape and mold it
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to their liking rather than to escape it. At they were generally successful, much to the
chagrin of British officials on the Gold Codst.
Three years later Governor Thomas Morris lamerttatthe castle slaves ‘have

so far imbibed the Principles of Liberty (so mubk Conversation now) as to be far

above submitting to any Restrictions we may comicatei to them..4* During the

height of the British transatlantic slave trade, thstle slaves upon whose labor this trade
rested seldom sought to escape their enslavenmsteald, they regarded themselves as
bound workers with rights and privileges, whollyfelient and separate from the

enslaved bound for American plantations. Runningyaan masse was a form of labor

negotiation rather than an attempt to escape ftawesy to freedom.

Albermarle County, Virginia

In 1822 an enslaved brother and sister ran aveay the Virginia plantation on
which they had been born and raised. Beverly wadlled craftsman and Harriet was a
trained domestic slave with experience of workimgigreat plantation house, and both
were in their early twenties. In his plantation@aat book their elderly master recorded
the elopement: beside the name Beverly the plawate ‘run away’, while beside the
name Harriet he wrote the single word ‘rdhLike most Virginia planters he was in the
habit of placing runaway slave newspaper advergsgsnand even sending trusted slaves
in pursuit of those who escaped from him, but Bigvand Harriet were among the
fortunate few enslaved Africans who were not pudsared who were able to leave
bondage behind them. With a white father, grandfaéimd great-grandfather, these

enslaved Virginians were sufficiently light-skinnxbe able to pass into white society,
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whether in Virginia or elsewhere: the plantatiomiager later recalled that Harriet was
‘nearly as white as anybody, and really beautittilThis helps explain why they
disappeared from their master’s records. It wabgioty the last time that he wrote down
their names, and he would never again see thenerBeand Harriet had run away.

Most of what we know about the lives of Beverly atatriet after their
elopement comes from their younger brother Madsshort memoir, which he
published a half-century later. Madison recalleat tiis older brother ‘went to
Washington as a white man... [and] married a whiienan in Maryland.” Harriet also
went to Washington DC, where she ‘married a whiganim good standing... [and] raised
a family of children.” Beverly, Harriet and theinitdren were never, Madison believed,
‘suspected of being tainted with African blood.’éythad run away from both slavery
and their race. Yet the very existence of Madisomesnoir suggests that Harriet and
Beverly remained in communication with enslavedifamembers?

It is common to think of running away as a defiamtidividual act, an assertion
of self-determination by a slave resisting defomtas property. While Beverly’s and
Harriet’s successful bid for freedom appears orstiréace to fit this definition, the truth
is rather more complicated. Beverly’'s, Harriet'sldviadison’s owner was also their
father, just as their maternal grandmother had bfeeproperty of the man who had
fathered their mother. Although Beverly and Hamietre born and grew up as slaves, it
appears very likely that running away was as mbelr bwner’s and their enslaved
mother’s plan as it was their own. Not only diditlmvner prepare them to elope by
providing them with skills that would enable theorprosper, but he chose not to pursue

them or to do anything to advertise their escapkpaiavide for their recapture. In fact,
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their owner provided his runaway children with nelathes and money on the eve of
their departure, preparing them for the transifrom enslavement to freedom. The
plantation’s manager, Edmund Bacon, would latealfeloat Harriet's flight was aided
by the fact that ‘by Mr. Jefferson’s direction liggder stage fare to Philadelphia, and
gave her fifty dollars? Their mother, Sally Hemings, and their plantehéatThomas
Jefferson appear to have intended that their amldvould live most of their adult lives
free, and had long planned for this very occasféhen Jefferson wrote ‘run away’ and
‘run’ by their names, he meant something altogetliféerent from the elopement of
many other enslaved people, for he was referringegassage of his own children from
dependence into independent adulthood, from erglafrecan Americans to free white
Americans.

Annette Gordon-Reed builds upon Madison Hemingsflmemoir and a host of
other sources to argue that Sally Hemings and Thaletierson made an agreement
about the fate of their children. The relationdbgtween enslaved woman and owner
began in Paris during Jefferson’s residence as lareambassador to the Court of
Louis XVI, and she was pregnant when he was ret#tlehe United States. According
to Madison, Jefferson:

desired to bring my mother back to Virginia witlmhbut she demurred. She was

just beginning to understand the French languaggjraFrance she was free,

while if she returned to Virginia she would be reskaved. So she refused to
return with him?é
Only sixteen or seventeen years old, apparently 8atlerstood her situation perfectly.

So too did Jefferson, who wanted to continue thaiomship with the half-sister of his
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late wife, and so he promised her ‘extraordinaryil@ges’ and ‘made a solemn pledge
that her children should be freed at the age ohtyrene years?”

Which is more remarkable (assuming that Gordon Reedrrect), the fact that
Jefferson promised Hemings that their children \ddaé free, or that she believed him?
Either way, Hemings’ son Madison believed that asoasequence of his promise, on
which she implicitly relied, she returned with himVirginia.’® Their relationship would
last for about thirty-seven years, and over theingrdecades Jefferson did indeed
prepare their children for adult lives as free mmad women rather than as slaves. Sally’s
children grew up ‘free from the dread of havindg#oslaves all our lives long,” a
knowledge that no doubt shaped their unusual ilesitiBeverly and his bothers
Madison and Eston all worked as apprentices ure@r énslaved uncle John Hemings, a
man whose great skill and craftsmanship was vahigily by Jefferson. Harriet was
taught domestic crafts, for spinning, weaving aeding were skills taught to many
young white girls in Virginia as preparation foethwork as wives and mothets.

Gordon-Reid suggests that Jefferson may have leelithat his and Hemings’
children — who were only one-eighth black — hadegally become white, and that they
were entitled to enjoy the full rights and citizbipsof white Americans® But Jefferson
did not free them, perhaps because by this leghpablic act he would have identified
them as free blacks and perhaps even as his ahildlhe status of free blacks would
have defined and constrained Beverly and Harret,denied them the advantages of
whiteness. However, if Beverly and Harriet ‘becdnee’ as Madison put it a half-
century later, they could pass silently into wisibeiety. Beverly and Harriet were far

from typical in their escape from enslavement i ¢larly nineteenth century American
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South, and we might even conclude that they shootdbe considered runaways. Yet
their father was unable to fully escape from theataleworld of slavery, and he drew on a
fixed lexicon for the slaves on his plantationsjekimay help explain why he recorded
that his son and daughter had ‘run’ away. Techlyickdgally, Jefferson was correct, and
Beverly and Harriet remained his and then his hpngperty, but a far more complicated

truth was hidden beneath the familiar words ‘ruragve*

What did the running away of enslaved Africans mieahe late-eighteenth-
century British Atlantic World? Legally it repreded an illegal seizure of property, even
if the property had, paradoxically, stolen themsshBut as the examples | have
examined illustrate, running away could mean rdijichfferent things. These four
instances of running away were hardly typical,aath helps to reveal the extraordinarily
diverse ways in which slavery worked and was expeed around the British Atlantic
World, the range of possible motives for escapd,tha varied objectives and
experiences of those who eloped. Why people raaf they ran from and what they ran
to differed enormously. Although many runaways $uug escape enslavement and
slave society others did not, and running awayndidnecessarily represent a defiant bid
for freedom in the manner of Douglass or Tubmare dttions of some runaways were
aimed at securing a place within a black commumityether enslaved or free. But in
West Africa a slave who ran from his British masterght justifiably regard the

neighboring black communities as anything but sefieges, while Jamie Montgomery in
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Scotland and Harriet and Beverly Hemings in Virgirkgarded white communities as
their sanctuaries, albeit in very different ways.

On both sides of the Atlantic, slavery’s most eisénharacteristic as a form of
bound labour was made clear in acts of running awatywere all about the withdrawal
of labour in order to pressure for changes in wagldgonditions. Because slavery could
operate in such dramatically different ways, rugramvay from enslavement inevitably
meant different things to enslaved and masterg atikhese different places. Indeed, in
places as different as West Africa and Barbadosithéabour — and often slavery — was
all but ubiquitous, and it was difficult for thestaved to imagine living in anything other
than a society of enslaved bound labourers. Inl&udt on the other hand, it may have
been just as difficult for an enslaved Africanrmagine returning to slave society after
living for years in a place where few were fullgdrand independent but virtually none
were slaves.

In order to understand more fully the lives of émslaved we must move beyond
an assumption that early modern peoples all sharederence and desire for individual
liberty as it was conceptualised by Enlightenméirtikers, and beyond a belief that
slavery was experienced by all slaves at all tiagea denial of the Enlightenment
definition of freedom more than as an extremelyrcoe form of bound labour. This is
not to say that enslaved people did not desiragréaedom in their lives, but rather that
in different times and places the kind of libettgtt a runaway sought could vary
enormously. Perhaps it is time for us to abandenvéry term ‘runaway’, with its
connotations of law-breaking fugitives and dessytpeople whose journey from

bondage to freedom constituted an illicit assagdtiest the legal property rights of slave
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owners. Masters used a variety of terms to desthdactions of those who stole
themselves away, including ‘run away’ and ‘runawagbsented’, ‘eloped’ and
‘absconded’, hinting at the complexity of motiveslactions of those who had gone. But
all of these are terms emanating from the assumptd slave-owners who interpreted
and categorized the actions of the enslaved acuptdia particular set of beliefs and
values.

Perhaps we might think in terms of how traffickembple who escape bondage
today often enter larger populations of refugeeraigtant peoples, and many of them
seek to disappear into the hidden economies oégesiwhich are as threatening as they
are liberating. Many who are enslaved in the westerld have been trafficked across
international borders, and if they are able to psdhey are nonetheless illegal aliens,
and so have little choice but to disappear intextra-legal world of work, the so-called
‘informal economy’?2 Immigration officers, police and law enforcemeffioials, courts
and lawyers often treat people first and foremegharants, and pay less attention to the
fact that some had been enslaved before succgssfdaping their bondage. In the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries (and to ameixt¢he present) escapees from
slavery were criminals, and the language describurgaways’ is thus emblematic of a
discourse created largely by slave-owners.

By focusing on the wide variety of reasons for, moets of and experiences and
lives after escape, we can begin to learn moretaheumany different experiences of
British enslavement of Africans in West Africa, tBaribbean, North America and the
British Isles. Individuals’ choice to remove themres from a slave-owner and the site of

their enslavement was an altogether larger and swrplicated category of behaviour
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that can be summarised by the owners’ term ‘runaiwugy’, not least because many
remained within plantation or slave society. In pmaays enslavement can be a human
experience that is directly opposed to belongimgerslaved person cannot control their
human environment for families and communities easily be torn apart, and the only
permanent sense of belonging an enslaved persdth @ount on was inherent in the fact
that they were owned by and belonged to anothaioper

We need to utilise runaway advertisements and atsaf those who escaped
from their masters as a prism that can shed lighthe extraordinary variety of
experiences of enslavement in the British Atlaktierld and beyond, and to
acknowledge that running away meant many diffetl@ings because the enslavement
that men and women escaped from, and the societwsich they sought to take more
control of their own lives, could vary so greaBy escaping from this bondage, both in
the past and the present, formerly enslaved pedfga seek to affirm membership in a
family or community of their own choosing. JohnngdRles did this without ever leaving
Bajan plantation society, while Jamie Montgomemnygit life and belonging within
Scottish Presbyterian society as a skilled craftsrtBa@negambian British-owned castle
slaves on the West African Gold Coast had formed thwn society between the British
and local Fante and other West Africans, and songhéscape but a measure of control
of their families and labour, for escape was atlimpossible. Beverly and Harriet
Hemings were able to pass from their race and eedlstatus to membership of white

society in the early American republic.



34

NOTES

1 See, for example, Gerald W. Mullilight and Rebellion: Slave Resistance in
Eighteenth-Century Virgini@New York: Oxford University Press, 1972); Philp
Morgan, ‘Colonial South Carolina Runaways: Thegrificance for Slave Culture’,
Slavery and Abolitio® (1985): 57-78; Sharon Saling&fp Serve Well and Faithfully’:
Labor and Indentured Servants in Pennsylvania, 18820(New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1987); Billy G. Smith and Rich&djtowicz, eds.Blacks Who Stole
Themselves: Advertisments for Runaways in the pbtaméa Gazette, 1728-1790
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Pres890)9Davd Waldstreicher, ‘Reading
the Runaways: Self Fashioning, Print Culture, andffdence in Slavery in the
Eighteenth-Century Mid-AtlanticWilliam and Mary Quarterlyp6 (1999): 243-72;
Daniel E. Meaderd)ead or Alive: Fugitive Slaves and White Indentusenvants Before
1830(New York: Garland, 1993); Freddie L. Parkeunning for Freedom: Slave
Runaways in North Carolina, 1775-18@9ew York: Garland, 1993); Graham Russell
Hodges and Alan Edward Brown, ed®retends to Be Free: Runaway Slave
Advertisements from Colonial and Revolutionary Nesk and New JersgiNew York:
Garland, 1994); Billy G. Smith, ‘Runaway Slaveshe Mid-Atlantic Region During the
Revolutionary Era’, ifThe Transforming Hand of Revolution: Reconsidetirg
American Revolution as a Social Movemeat Ronald Hoffman and Peter J. Albert
(Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 189 199-230; John Hope Franklin and
Loren SchweningeRunaway Slaves: Rebels on the Planta{idew York: Oxford
University Press, 1999); Billy G. Smith, ‘Black Wem Who Stole Themselves in
Eighteenth-Century America’, imequality in Early Americaed. Carla Gardina Pestana
and Sharon V. Salinger (Hanover, N.H.: Universitgd3 of New England, 1999), 134-
59; Jonathan Prude. ‘'To Look upon the ‘Lower SdRtinaway Ads and the Appearance
of Unfree Laborers in America, 1750-1800durnal of American History8 (1991):
124-59; Michael P. Johnson, ‘Runaway Slaves an&léree Communities in South
Carolina, 1799 to 1830William and Mary Quarterly3d. ser., 38 (1981): 418-41.

2 Sarah H. BradfordScenes in the Life of Harriet Tubm@kuburn: W.J. Moses, 1869),
20; Frederick Douglas3he Life and Times of Frederick Douglass, From 1&17882
(London: Christian Age Office, 1882), 165, 170; Bpen Letter from Secretary of the
Treasury Jacob J. Lew, 20 April 2016tps://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-
releases/Pages/jl0436.ag@ccessed 22 April 2016).

3 Johnson, ‘Runaway Slaves’, 418; Gad Heuman, ‘thtetion,” Special Issue, Out of the
House of Bondage: Runaways, Resistance and Mareanagfrica and the New World’,
Slavery and Abolition6 (1985): 2.

4 The best articulation of many of these ideas ram@irlando PattersoBJavery and
Social Death: A Comparative Stu@@ambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1982)
| am grateful to Justin Roberts for several corstaoas about our developing
understanding of slavery and labor history.

5 Statistics on the importation of slaves into Baldmare based on the ‘estimates’
function ofVoyages: The Transatlantic Slave Tratiabase,
http://lwww.slavevoyages.org/tast/assessment/essriates (accessed 2 August 2015.
Gad Heuman, ‘Runaway slaves in nineteenth-centarh&los’ Slavery and Abolition6
(1985): 95-111.




35

6 Heuman, ‘Runaway slaves in nineteenth-century &ob’, 95-100.

" The Barbados Mercury and Bridgetown GazéBeadgetown), 11 June 1805. See also
Heuman, ‘Runaway slaves in nineteenth-century Bo®a104. Ted Maris-Wolf has
recently made a similar argument for early ninetleeentury Virginia, suggesting that as
the Dismal Swamp was developed with fields, roadb@anals, members of its small
maroon community began integrating into the enslared free black work force who
performed much of the work of development. See Mads-Wolf, ‘Hidden in Plain

Sight: Maroon Life and Labor in Virginia’s DismaW@mp’, Slavery & Abolition 34
(2013): 446-464.

8 A survey of over 3,112 slaves in Barbados in 17#8@aled that only 429 had been born
in Africa. See Barry Higmarglave Populations of the British Caribbean, 1807348
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1984%

9 ‘Runaway from the Subscriber, a mulatto man na@B&EGORY, The Barbados
Gazette or General IntelligencéBridgetown), 13 October 1787, 2 ; ‘RUN-AWAY from
the Subscriber... ArchThe Barbados Gazette or General Intelligen(®mndgetown), 17
December 1788, 2; Mary and Bella-Afrhe Barbados Gazette or General Intelligencer
(Bridgetown), 31 December 1788, 17he Barbados Mercur{Bridgetown), 12 April
1788, 2; ‘Run away from the Subscriber... Phibd@heg Barbados Mercur{Bridgetown),
19 July 1783, 3.

10 ‘Absented themselves from the Subscriber... Phjild@rbados MercuryBridgetown),
22 September 1770, 3.

11‘ONE MOIDORE REWARD FOR TAKING ANTONY... The Barbados Gazette or
General Intelligence(Bridgetown), 9 July 1788, 2; TEN POUNDS REWARD,,
George, The Barbados Gazette or General Intelligennrdgetown), 30 August 1788,
2; ‘Run away from the Subscriber... Gumftie Barbados Mercur{Bridgetown), 28
August 1784, 2; ‘A Reward of Two Moidores... Affefhe Barbados Mercury
(Bridgetown), 1 September 1787, 2; ‘Absented from $ubscriber’s service... Peter,’
The Barbados Mercur{Bridgetown), 17 June 1788, 1.

12 ‘Five Pounds Reward... Pothenafiie Barbados Mercur§Bridgetown), 21 August
1787, 1; ‘Runaway from John Moltsey... Grigghe Barbados Mercur{Bridgetown), 3
May 1783, 3; ‘Absented from the Subscriber... Sarhg Barbados Mercury
(Bridgetown), 5 June 1784, 3; ‘Absented himselfrirthe Subscriber... SanThe
Barbados MercuryBridgetown), 17 January 1789, 2.

13 petition of Robert Shedden to the Lords of Couaed Session, 9 August 1756, NRS,
CS234/S/3/12. Some of Shedden’s business dealiegseealed in the records of his
estate following his death in 1759: see NRS, C@&4/A79.

14 William G. Scrogginsl.eaves of a Stunted Shrub, Volume 6: A Geanealipe o
Scrogin-Scroggins FamilfCockeysville, Maryland: Nativa, 2009), 161. By ténd of

his life in 1770 Hawkins owned at least ‘EIGHTYdily Virginia born SLAVES,” which
his son advertised for sale in th&ginia Gazette* This advertisement extolled the
virtues of the enslaved men, women and children wéie for sale, paying particular
attention to those who were most valuable includiaigpenters and a blacksmith. Skilled
craftsmen could be worth twice as much as unskitied. Hawkins’ will makes clear
that he had already established his son, also ndossph, on his own plantation. Joseph
Sr. left his slaves and household goods to hislteug Lucy and Sarah. Neither had yet
married, and the sale of the slaves would haveigeoMhem with sizeable dowries. See



36

‘Will of Joseph Hawkins, 30 March 1768potsylvania County, VA RECORDS, 1761-
1772, Will Book D (MF Reel 27), 525; ‘To be SOLD... by Joseph HawkKiSupplement
to the Virginia GazettéWilliamsburg, Virginia), 26 April 1770, 1.

15 Shedden described this arrangememd@morial for Robert Sheddan of Morrice-hill,
late Merchant in Glasgo® July 1756), 2, Advocates Library, Session Paper
Campbell’s Collection, 1.

16 The family connection is revealed in various fanikes, and in the documents
concern Shedden’s estate following his death, NEX®)/7/64/57-60. In some documents
Morrice’s name is spelled as Morris.

17 John SinclairThe Statistic Account of Scotland. Drawn from tlen@unications of
the Ministers of the Different Parishes. VolumehEigdinburgh: William Creech,
1793), 317, 320.

18 Cassandra Pybugpic Journeys of Freedom: Runaway Slaves of theiéame
Revolution and their Global Quest for Libe(Boston: Beacon Press, 2006), 82-3.

19 Memorial for Robert Sheddan of Morrice-hill, lateeihant in Glasgow9 July 1756),
2, Advocates Library, Session Papers, CampbellleCmn, 2.

20 John M. Murrin, ‘Religion and Politics in Ameridé@am the First Settlements to the
Civil War,” in Mark A. Noll and Luke E. Harlow, edReligion and American Politics
From the Colonial Period to the Presd@xford: Oxford University Press, 2007), 41;
Mark A. Noll, Nathan O. Hatch, George M. Marsdeiavid F. Wells and John D.
Woodbridge, edsChristianity in America: A HandboalGrand Rapids, Michigan: Lion
Publishing, 1983), 76.

21 James Dobidylemoir of William Wilson of Crummo¢Edinburgh, privately printed,
1896), 69; James Paterséhstory of the County of Ayr, With a Genealogicatdunt of
the Families of Ayrshird, (Ayr: John Dick, 1847), 276.

22 Memorial for James Montgomery — Sheddan [sic]; agaRobert Shedd&g@3 July
1756), 1-2. Advocates Library, Session Papers, @eitip Collection, V).

23 J.R. Anderson, edThe Burgesses and Guild Brethren of Glasgow, 178161
Scottish Record Society, Old Ser., vol. 66 (Edigiud. Skinner and Company, 1935),
28.

24 Deposition by Shedden, dated Morrishill, 22 Juig6l NRS, CS 234/S/3/12.

25 Memorial for Robert Sheddan of Morrice-hill, lateei¢hant in Glasgow?9 July 1756)
Advocates Library, Session Papers, Campbell’'s Citle, 2.

26 J. Walter McGinty;An Animated Son of Liberty’: A Life of Jok¥itherspoon (Bury
St. Edmunds: Arena Books, 2012), 6-7; L. Gordort, Tidie Piety of John Witherspoon:
Pew, Pulpit, and Publi€orum (Louisville, Kentucky: Geneva Press, 2006},/4 Daniel
W. Howe, ‘John Witherspoon and the Transatlanticggetenment,’” in Susan Manning
and Francis D. Cogliano, ed$he Atlantic Enlightenmer#\ldershot: Ashgate, 2008),
63. Witherspoon was not, however, an enthusiaspparter of racial slavery in
America, and he believed that the institution wgiagl out in New Jersey.

2 Memorial for Robert Sheddan of Morrice-hill, lateei¢hant in Glasgow?9 July 1756)
Advocates Library, Session Papers, Campbell’'s Cdle, 2;Memorial for James
Montgomery — Sheddan [sic]; against Robert Shed@8nJuly 1756), Advocates
Library, Session Papers, Campbell’s Collection,2/3.

28 The Glasgow CouranB8-10 May 1756, 3Glasgow Journal3 May 1756, 3;
Edinburgh Evening Courar{Edinburgh), 4 May 1756.



37

29 . Walter McGinty;An Animated Son of Liberty’: A Life of Jok¥itherspoon (Bury
St. Edmunds: Arena Books, 2012), 8.

30 Memorial for Robert Sheddan of Morrice-hill, lateek¢hant in Glasgow9 July 1756)
Advocates Library, Session Papers, Campbell’'s Cidle, 15,17.

31 Bill of Sale, 9 March 1750 and receipt, 13 May 87/8RS CS 234/5/3/12.

32 Memorial for James Montgomery — Sheddan [sic]; agaRobert Sheddg@3 July
1756), 16-17. Advocates Library, Session Papers)gbell’s Collection, V).

33 Joseph Knight, Oxford Dictionary of National Biaghy,
http://www.oxforddnb.com.ezproxy.lib.gla.ac.uk/vienticle/93749?docPos=1
(accessed 2 May 2016). See, also, John Cairngr'Stmerset: The Scottish
Experience, The Journal of Legal History83 (2012): 291-312. For more information
about relationships and marriages between bladksvaites, see Gretchen Holbrook
GerzinaBlack London: Life Before EmancipatiéNew Brunswick: Rutgers University
Press, 1995); Norma MyemRgeconstructing the Black Past: Blacks in britair8Q71830
(London: Frank Cass, 1996); James Wallslack and White: The Negro and English
Society(London: Allen Lane, 1973); Folarin ShylloBlack People in Britain, 1555-1833
(London: Oxford University Press for Institute ché® Relations, 1977).

34 The company ‘Day Books for the final quarter o8& 7isted 97 male and 108 female
castle slaves, 52 of whom were elderly, infirmlbrfSee ‘Day Book for the Months of
October, November and December’, Accounts: Day Bdo&pe Coast Castle, 1785, 22-
30, Company of Royal Adventurers of England Tradinity Africa and Successors:
Records, T 70/1049, 22-30.

35 British officials did not identify any of the runays by name, and these names are all
drawn from the ‘Day Book for the Months of Octobdgvember and December’,
Accounts: Day Books Cape Coast Castle, 1785, 2Z8Mpany of Royal Adventurers
of England Trading with Africa and Successors: ReésoT 70/1049.

36 Company of Royal Adventurers of England Tradinthwhfrica and Successors:
Records, Ledgers, Cape Coast Castle, 67. 1 Jahé8b6y- 31 December 1785, T70/779,
29, 32. See also Klas Ronnback, ‘Waged Slaveryeritivizing Unfree Labor at Cape
Coast Castle in the Eighteenth CentuBiavery & Abolition37, 1 (2016), 73-93; Simon
P. NewmanA New World of Labor: The Development of Plantatsavery in the
British Atlantic (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Pre€s 3, 139-65.

37 Morgue to RAC, 124,

38 St. Clair, The Grand Slave Emporiyrh44—145.

39 Morgue et al. to RAC, 124, 124-125. See also BirThe Grand Slave Emporiym
144-145.

40 NewmanA New World of Labgr139-65; Ty M. Reese, ‘Facilitating the Slave ®&ad
Company Slaves at Cape Coast Castle, 1750-18G#&éery & Abolition31, 3 (2010),
363-77.

41 Copy of a Letter from Thomas Norris, Governor, E&wast Castle, #O0November
1788, Received 20March 1789, Inward Letter Books, C, 1781-1799,/830194.

42 Thomas Jefferson, ‘Roll of the negroes accordintpeir ages. AlbemarleThomas
Jefferson’s Farm Book. With Commentary and Relekatracts From Other Writings
ed. Edwin Morris Betts (Princeton: Princeton Ungrgr Library, 1953), 130.

43 Hamilton W. Piersonjefferson at Monticello: The Private Life of Thondafferson,
From Entirely New Material§New York: Charles Scribner, 1862), 110.




38

44 ‘Life among the Lowly, No. 1'Pike County RepublicagOhio), 13 March 1873.
Reprinted as Appendix B in Annette Gordon-Rédthmas Jefferson and Sally Hemings:
An American Controversi{Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia,98), 245-8.
For the most detailed and persuasive examinatioheofelationship between Hemings,
Jefferson and their children, see Annette GordoadREhe Hemingses of Monticello: An
American FamilyNew York: W.W. Norton, 2008).

45 Pierson Jefferson at Monticellal10.

46 ‘Life among the Lowly’, in Gordon-Reedhomas Jefferson and Sally Hemin246.

47 ‘Life among the Lowly’, in Gordon-Ree@homas Jefferson and Sally Heming46.

48 ‘Life among the Lowly’, in Gordon-Reedhomas Jefferson and Sally Heming46.

49 Gordon ReedThe Hemingses of Montice)l696-9.

50 Jefferson to Francis C. Gray, Monticello, 4 Mat@&@15, The Thomas Jefferson Papers
Series 1. General Correspondence. 1651-1827,
http://hdl.loc.gov/loc.mss/mtj.mtjbib021963 (acaas46 August 2015).

51‘Life among the Lowly’, in Gordon-Ree@homas Jefferson and Sally Heming46.
For a discussion of Jefferson’s possible belietsuathe whiteness of Sally Hemings’
children, see Gordon-Reethe Hemingses of Monticell699-600.

52 See, for example, Kevin Bald3isposable People: New Slavery in the Global
Economy(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1998ate Manzo, ‘Exploiting
West Africa’s Children: Trafficking, Slavery and even DevelopmentArea37 (2005):
393-401; Jonathan Blagbrough, ‘Child Domestic LabduModern Form of Slavery,’
Children and Society22 (2008): 179-90; Kathryn FaBgex trafficking: The global
market in women and childrgiew York: Worth, 2005); Beth Herzfeld, ‘Slavemyda
Gender: Women’s Double Exploitatiorzender & DevelopmeriO (2002): 50-55;
Emily Camastra, ‘Hazardous Child Labor as a Crigrest Humanity: An Investigation
into the Potential Role of the International Criali€ourt in Prosecuting Hazardous
Child Labor as SlaveryGeorgetown Journal on Poverty Law & Polidb (2008): 335-
357; Noelle Quénivet, ‘The Dissonance between the United Nations Zero-Tolerance
Policy and the Criminalisation of Sexual Offencestlze International Level’,
International Criminal Law Review (2007): 657-76; Judith Resnik, ‘Law’s Migration
American Exceptionalism, Silent Dialogues, and Falitam’s Multiple Ports of Entry’,
The Yale Law Journdl15 (2006): 1564-1670; Jan Blommaert, ‘Investigatiarrative
inequality: African asylum seekers’ stories in Betg’, Discourse & Societyl2 (2001):
413-49; Hans J. Ladegaard, ‘The discourse of p@ssniess and repression: Identity
construction in domestic helper narrativelgurnal of Sociolinguisticsl6 (2012): 450-
82; Joel Quirk;The Anti-Slavery Project: From the Slave Trade tortan Trafficking
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Presd, DOAlmas Sayeed, ‘Making Political
Hay of Sex and Slavery: Kansas Conservatism, Femiand the Global Regulation of
Sexual Moralities’ Feminist Revie3 (2006): 119-131; Christien van den AnkEng
Political Economy of New Slave(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004); Stephanie
A. Limoncelli, The Politics of Trafficking: The First Internatiohislovement to Combat
the Sexual Exploitation of Womgstanford: Stanford University Press, 2010); Alain
Testart, ‘The Extent and Significance of Debt StgyeRevue Francaise de Sociologie
43, Supplement (2002): 173-204.



