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Q. "lave women have often been charac-

terized as self-reliant and self-suffi-
cient, yet not every black woman was a
Sojourner Truth or a Harriet Tubman.
Strength had to be cultivated. It came
no more naturally to them than to any-
one else, slave or free, male or female,
black or white. If slave women seemed
exceptionally stirong it was partly be-

Women

either too difficult or inappropriate for
females. All women worked hard, but
when white women consistently per-
formed field labor it was considered
temporary, irregular, or extraordinary,
putting them on a par with slaves. Ac-
tress Fredericka Bremer, visiting the
ante-bellum South, noted that usually

_only men and black women did field

work; commenting on what another
woman traveler sarcastically claimed to
be a noble admission of female equality,
Bremer observed that “black (women]
are not considered to belong to the
weaker sex.”!

Bremer’s comment reflects what for-
mer slaves and fugitive male slaves re-

causge they often functioned in groups
and derived strength from their numbers.

Much of the work slaves did the

regimen they followed served to stratify
slave society along sex lines. Conse-
quently slave women had ample oppor-
tunity to develop a consciousness
grounded in their identity as females.
While close contact SOmetimes gave fise
to strife, adult female cooperation and
dependence of women on each other
was a fact of female slave life. The self-
reliance and self-sufficiency of slave
women, therefore, must be viewed in the
context not only of what the individual
slave woman did for herself, but what
slave women as a group were able to do
for each other.

It 1s easy to overlook the separate
world of female slaves because from co-
lonial times through the Civil War black
women often worked with black men at
tasks considered by Europeans to be
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garded as the defeminization of black
women. Bonded women cut down trees
to clear lands for cultivation. They
hauled logs in leather straps attached
to their shoulders: They plowed using
mule and ox teams, and hoed, some-
times with the heaviest implements
available. They dug ditches, spread
manure fertilizer, and piled coarse fod-
der with their bare hands. They built
and cleaned Southern roads, helped
construct Southern rajlroads, and, of
course, they picked cotton. In short,
what fugitive slave Williamson Pease
said regretfully of slave women was
borne out in fact: “Women who do out-
door work are used as bad as men.”? Al-
most a century later Green Wilbanks
spoke less remorsefully than Pease in
his remembrances of his Grandma Rose,
where he implied that the work had a
kind of neutering effect. Grandma Rose,
he said, was a woman who could do

any kind of job a man could do, a
woman who “was some worker, a regu-
lar man-woman.”?

It is hardly likely, though, that slave

women, especially those on large plan-

tations with sizable female populations,

lost _their female_identity. Harvesting
season on staple crop plantations may
have found men and women gathering
the crop in sex-integrated gangs, but at
other times women often worked in
exclusively or predominantly female
gangs.* Thus women stayed in each
other’s company for most of the day.
This meant that those they ate meals
with, sang work songs with, and com-
miserated with during the work day
were people who by virtue of their sex
had the same kind of responsibilities
and problems. As a result, slave wom-
en_appeared to have developed their
own female culture .a-way.of .doing
things and a way of assigning value
that flowed from their perspective as
slave women on Southern plantations.
Rather than being squelched, their
sense of womanhood was probably en-
hanced and their bonds to each other
strengthened.

Since slaveowners and makers seem-
ingly took little note of the slave
woman’s _lesser physical strength, one
wonders why. they. separated men and
women at all. One answer appears to be
that gender provided a natural and easy
way to divide the labor force. Also prob-
able is that despite their limited sensi-
tivity regarding female slave labor, and
the double standard they used when
evaluating the uses of white and black
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female labor, slave-owners did, using
standards only they couﬂm reluc-
tantlv acquiescé 1o female physiology

For instance, depending on their stage
of pregnancy, pregnant women were
considered half or quarter hands. Healthy
nonpregnant women were considered

three-quarter hands. Three-quarter hands

were not necessarily exempt from some
of the herculean tasks performed by men
who were full hands, but usually, when
laborwas being parceled out and barring
a shortage of male hands to do the very
heavy work or a rush to get that work
completed, men did the more physically
demanding work. A case in point was
the most common differentiation where

home and spin one cut a night,” reported
a Georgian. “Those who were not suc-
cessful in completing this work were
punished the next morning”® Women
had to work in the evenings partly be-
cause slaveowners bought them few
ready-made clot clothes On one South Caro-
lina plantatlon each male slave received
annually two cotton shirts, three pairs of
pants, and one jacket. Slave women, on
the other hand, received six yards of

woolen cloth, six yards of cotton drill= "~

ing, and six yards of cotton shirting a
year, along with two needles and a
dozen buttons.”

Perhaps a saving grace to this “dou-
ble duty” was that women got a chance

men plowed and women hoed.”

A great deal of both field
labor and nonfield labor
was structured to promote

to_interact with cach other. On @ Sedalia
County, Missouri, plantation, women
looked forward to Saturday afternoon
washing because, as Mary Frances
Webb explained, they “would get to talk
and spend the day together.”!? Quiltings,
referred to by former slaves as female
“frolics” and “parties,” were especially

cooperation among slave

wormen.

Like much of the field labor, nonfield
labor was structured to promote coop-
eration among women. In the Sea Is-
lands, slave women sorted cotton lint
according to color and fineness and re-
moved cotton seeds crushed by the gin
into the cotton and lint. Fence building
often found men splitting rails in one
arca and women doing the actual con-
struction in another. Men usually shelled
corn, threshed peas, cut potatoes for
planting, and platted shucks. Grinding
corn into meal or hominy was women’s
work. So too were spinning, weaving,
sewing, and washing.® On Captain Kin-
sler’s South Carolina plantation, as on
countless others, “old women and
women bearin’ chillun not yet born, did
cardin’ wid handcards.” Some would
spin, others would weave, but all would
eventually learn from some skilled
woman “how to make clothes for the fam-
ily ... knit coarse socks and stockins.”’

“When the work in the fields was fin-
ished women were required to come
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slaves were allowed to relax, they gath-
ered around a pine wood fire in Aunt
Anna’s cabin to tell stories. At that time
“the old women with pipes in their
mouths would sit and gossip for
hours.”!! Missourian Alice Sewell noted
that sometimes women would slip away
and hold their own prayer meetings.
They cemented their bonds to each other
at the end of every meeting when they
walked around shaking hands and sing-
ing, “fare you well my sisters, I am go-
ing home.’12

The organization of female slave
work and 5ocial “activities tended not
only to separaic women_and men, but

also to generate female cooperation and

1nterdependence Slave women.and their
Chﬂdreﬂ_@.@LﬂiﬂQ}l@n&L&mmdmmsmd
“doctor women” to treat a variety of ail-
ments. Menstrual cramps, for example,
were sometimes treated with a tea made
from the bark of the gum tree. Midwives
and “doctor women” administered vari-
ous other herb teas to ease the pains of
many ailing slaves. Any number of
broths—made from the leaves and barks
of trees, from the branches and twigs of
bushes, from turpentine, catnip, or to-
bacco—were used to treat whooping
cough, diarrhea, toothaches, colds, fe-

convivial. Anna Peek recalled that when

vers, headaches, and backaches.’® Ac-
cording to a Georgia ex-slave, “One had
to be mighty sick to have the services
of a doctor” On his master’s plantation
“old women were . . . responsible for
the care of the sick.”'# This was also the
case on Rebecca Hooks’s former Florida
residence. “The doctor,” she noted, “was
not nearly as popular as the ‘granny’ or
midwife, who brewed medicines for
every ailment.” 1

~ Female cooperation in the realm of
medical care helped foster bondmU that
led to collaboration in the area of resis-
tance to abuses by slaveholders. Frances
Kemble could attest to the concerted ef-
forts of the black women on her hus-
band’s Sea Island plantations. More than
once she was visited by groups of women
imploring her to persuade her husband
to extend the lying-in period for child-
bearing women. On one occasion the
women had apparently prepared before-
hand the approach they would take with
the foreign-born and sympathetic Kem-

_ble, for their chosen spokeswoman took .

care to play on Kemble’s own maternal
sentiments, and pointedly argued that
slave women deserved at least some of
the care and tenderness that Kemble’s
own pregnancy had elicited.!®

Usually, howeyer, slave women could
not be so outspoken about_their needs,
‘{md covert cooperative resistance pre-
vailed. Slaveowners suspected that mid-
wives conspired with their female
patients to bring about abortions and in-
fanticides, and on Charles Colcock
Jones’s Georgia plantation, for example,
this seems in fact to have been the case.
A woman named Lucy gave birth in se-
cret and then denied that she had ever
been pregnant. Although the midwife at-
tended her, she too claimed not to have
delivered a child, as did Lucy’s mother.
Jones had a physician examine Lucy,
and the doctor confirmed what Jones
had suspected, that Lucy had indeed
given birth. Twelve days later the de-
composing body of a full-term infant
was found, and Lucy, her mother, and
the midwife were all hauled off to court.
Another woman, a nurse, managed to
avoid prosecution but not suspicion.
Whether Lucy was guilty of murder, and
whether the others were accessories,
will never be known because the court




could not shatter their collective defense
that the child had been stillborn.!”

The inability to penetrate the private
worchgf female slaves is probably what
kept many abortions 15 and infantcides

from becommg know_n to_slaveowners.
The secrets kept by a midwife named
Mollie became too much for her to bear.
When she accepted Christianity these
were the first things for which she asked
forgiveness. She recalled, “T was carried
to the gates of hell and the devil pulled
out a book showing me the things which
I had committed and that they were all
true. My life as a midwife was shown
to me and I have certainly felt sorry for
all the things I did, after I was con-
verted.” 18

Health care is not the only example
of how the organization of slave work
and slave responsibilities led to female
cooperation and bonding; slave women
also depended on each other for child-
care. Sometimes, especially on small

farms or new plantations where there

dren, bondswomen_took their offspring
to i the e field with them and attended to

them during ~pm&cheduled breaks. 7Usu—

ally, however, infants_and older children

mother had died or been sold away? Fa-
thers sometimes served as both mother
and father, but when slaves, as opposed
to the master, determined maternal care,
it was usually a woman who became a
child’s surrogate mother. Usually that
woman was an aunt or a sister, but in
the absence of female relatives, a non-
kin woman assumed the responsibility.?
In the case of Georgian Mollie Malone,
for example, the nursery superintendent

became the child’s substitute mother.®>

When Julia Malone’s mother was killed
by another Texas slave, little Julia was
raised by the woman with whom her
mother had shared a cabin.”* On Southern
plantations the female community made
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Louis Hughes noted that each plantation
he saw had a “forewoman who . .. had
charge of the female slaves and also the
boys and girls from twelve to sixteen
years of age, and all the old people that
were feeble”’?® Similarly, a Mississippi
slave remembered that on his master’s
Osceola plantation there was a “colored
woman as foreman.”?’

Clearly, a pecking order existed -

among bondswomen——on&&hmh they

'aWw@hw@,he

master class, or personal achievements,
certam >rtain women were recognized by other

women—and also by men—as. impor-
tant people, even as leaders: Laura

sure that no child was truly motherless.
Because black women on a planta-
tion spent so much time together, they
inevitably developed some appreciation
of each other’s skills and talents. This
intimacy enabled them to establish the
criteria by which to rank and order
themselves. The existence. of certain “fe-

~—was-pe-extra woman-to-superintend chil-——male jobs” that carried prestige created

a_yardstick by which bondswomen
could measure each other’s achieve-
ments. Some of these jobs allowed for
growth and__self-satisfaction, fringe

were left in t elderly fe-

mﬁle or females. Josephine Bristow, for
Texample, spent more time with Mary
Novlin, the nursery keeper on Ferdinand
Gibson’s South Carolina plantation, than
she spent with her mother and father,
who came in from the fields after she
was asleep: “De old lady, she looked af-
ter every blessed thing for us all day
long en cooked for us right along wid
de mindin’”’!® In their complementary
role as nurses, they ministered to the
hurts and illnesses of infants and chil-
dren.?® It was not at all uncommon for
the children’s weekly rations to be given
to the “grannies” as opposed to the chil-
dren’s parents.’! Neither the slaveowner
nor slave society expected the biological
mother of a child to fulfill all of her

benefits that were usually out of reach

_fO{ the field laborer. A seamstress, for

example, had unusual opportunities for
self-expression and creativity. On very
large plantations the seamstress usually
did no field work, and a particularly
good seamstress, or ‘“‘mantua-maker,’
might be hired out to others and even
allowed to keep a portion of the money
she earned.”> For obvious reasons cooks,
midwives, and female folk doctors also
commanded the respect of their peers.
Midwives in particular often were able
t_(ll@/el to other plantations to practice
their art. This gave them an enviable

mobility and also enabled them to carry

messages from one plantation to the next.
Apart from the seamstresses, cooks,
and midwives, a few women were dis-

child’s fieeds. Given thecm,,,lmsiang_@s =~

thé respon51b111t1es of motherhood had
to be shared, and this requue( lose fe-
_mal“cooperatmn ,

Cooperatlon in ¢ _helped

slave women overcome one of the most
difficult of predicaments—who would
provide maternal care for a child whose

tinguished as work gang-leaders. On

most farms and plantations where there
were overseers, managers, foremen, and
drivers, these positions were held by
men, either black or white. Occasion-
ally, however, a woman was given a
measure of authority over slave work,
or a particular aspect of it. For instance

Towne met an aged woman who com-
manded such a degree of respect that
other slaves bowed to her and lowered
their voices in her presence. The old
woman, Maum Katie, was according to
Towne a “spiritual mother” and a wom-
an of “tremendous influence over her

spiritual children’"?®

A slaveowner lamented
that Big Lucy, one of his
oldest slaves, had more
control over his female
workers than he did.

Sometimes two or three factors com-
bined to distinguish a particular woman.
Aunt Charlotte was the aged cook in
John M. Booth’s Georgia household.

When Aunt Charlotte spoke, said Booth,
“other colored people hastened to obey
her”?® Frederick Douglass’s grand-
mother wielded influence because of her
age and the skills she possessed. She
made the best fishnets in Tuckahoe,
Maryland, and she knew better than any-
one else how to preserve sweet potato
seedlings and how to plant them suc
cessfully. She enjoyed what Dougliss
called “high reputation,” and according:
ly “she was remembered by others ™"
In another example, when Elizabetl Bo-
tume went to the Sea Islands after the
Civil War, she employed as a Liouse set
vant a young woman named Amy who
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frerbeaiend e Tsdos slonwly and suliendy,
wntil a older woman numed Aont Mary
arnved-tram Beaufort. During slavery
Amy and Aunt Mary had both worked
in the house but Amy had learned to lis-
ten and obey Aunt Mary. After Aunt
Mary arrived the once obstreperous
Amy became “quiet, orderly, helpful
and painstaking”!

The leadership of some women had
a dlsruptlve "gffect on plantation opera-
tions. Bennet H. Barrow Tepeatedly Ta-
mented the fact that Big Lucy, one of
his oldest slaves, had more control over
his female workers than he did: “Anica,
Center, Cook Jane, the better you treat
them the worse they are. Big Lucy the
Leader corrupts every young negro in
her power”3 A self-proclaimed proph-
etess named Sinda was responsible for
a cessation of all slave work for a con-
siderable period on Butler Island in
Georgia. According to a notation made
by Frances Kemble in 1839, Sinda’s pre-
diction that the world would come to an

end on a certain day caused the slaves _

to lay down their hoes and plows in the
belief that their final emancipation was
imminent. So sure were Sinda’s fellow
slaves of her prediction that even the
lash failed to get them into the fields.
When the appointed day of judgment
passed uneventfully Sinda was whipped
mercilessly. Yet, for a time, she had
commanded more authority than either
master or overseer.*?

Bonded women did not have to go tc
such lengths in order to make a differ-
ence in each other’s lives. The suppor-
tive atmosphere of the female community
was considerable buffer agamst the de-
personahzmg “fégimen—ofplitation
work and the general dehumanizing na-
ture of slavery. When we consider That
women were much more strictly con-
fined to the plantation than men, that
many women had husbands who visited
only once or twice a week, and that
slave women outlived slave men by an
average of two years, we realize just
how important the female community
was to its members.

If we define a stable relationship as
one of long duration, then it was prob-
ably easier for slave women to sustain

~ stable emotional relat io hips wit
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15 not (o say that male-female relation-
ships were unfulfilling or of no conse-
quence. But they were generally fraught
with more uncertainty about the future
than female-to-female relationships, es-
pecially those existing between female
blood kin. In her study of ex-slave in-
terviews, Martha Goodson found that of
all the relationships slaveowners dis-
rupted, through either sale or dispersal,
they were least likely to separate moth-
ers and daughters? Cody found that
when South Carolina cotton planter Pe-
ter Gaillard divided his estate among his
eight children, slave women in their
twenties and thirties were twice as likely
to have a sister with them, and women
over 40 were four times more likely to
have sisters with them than brothers.
Similarly, daughters were less likely
than sons to be separated from their
mother. Over 60 percent of women aged
20 to 24 remained with their mothers
when the estate was divided, as did 90
percent of those aged 25 to 29.35 A

slave song reflected the bonds between

female siblings by indicating who took
responsibility for the motherless female
slave child. Interestingly enough, the
one designated was neither the father
nor the brother:

A motherless chile see a hard time.

Oh Lord, help her on de road.

Er sister will do de bes’ she kin,

Dis is a hard world, Lord, fer a mother-
less chile 3¢

If female blood ties did indeed pro-
mote the most enduring relationships
among slaves, then we should probably
assume that like occupation, age, and
personal achievement these relationships
helped structure the female slave com-
munity. This assumption should not,
however, obscure the fact that in friend-
ships and dependengy relationships
women often treated non-relatives as if
a consanguineous tie existed. This is
why older women were called Aunt and
Granny, and why unrelated women
sometimes called each other Sister.?’

While the focus here has been on
those aspects of the bondswoman’s life
that fostered female bonding, female-to-
female..conflict .was._not _uncommon. It
was impossible for harmony always to

prevail among women who saw so much
of each other and who knew so much
about one another. Lifelong friendships
WWWS&W—
ing groups, but the copstant jockeying
for occupational and social status cre-
ated an_atmosphere in which jealousies
and_antipathies smoldered. From Jesse
Belﬂowers the overseer of the Allston
rice plantation in South Carolina, Adele
Petigru Allston heard that “mostly
amongst the Women” there was a
“goodeal of quarling and disputing and
telling Hes3 The terms of a widely cir-
culated overseer’s contract advised rigor-
ous punishment for “fighting, particularly
amongst the women.”” Some overseers
followed this advice. According to Geor-
gian Isaac Green, “Sometimes de women
uster git whuppin’s for fightin’ 40

Occagionally, violence between women
could and did et very ugly. Molly, the
cook in James Chesnut’s household,
once took a red hot poker and attacked
the woman to whom her husband had
given one of her calieo- dresses:*!-Simi-
larly, when she was a young woman in
Arkansas, Lucretia Alexander came to
blows with another woman over a pair
of stockings that the master had given
Lucretia.** In another incident on a Lou-
isiana cotton plantation, the day’s cotton
chopping was interrupted when a feisty
field worker named Beity lost her tem-
per in the midst of a dispute with a fel-
low slave named Molly and struck her
in the face with a hoe.?

= Thgpxasmceaf_wnfhct w1thm inter-
Dpersonal.relationshi e

slaves should not detract from the nggre
important_cooperation and dependence
that prevailed among them. Conflict oc-
curred because women were in close
dally “contact w1th each other and be-
cause ¢ the pen penaltles for venting anger on
other women were not as severe as those
for striking out at men, either black or
m@gﬂ It is not difficult to understand
how dependency relationships could be-
come parasitical, how sewing and wash-
ing sessions could become ‘“hanging
courts,” how one party could use knowl-
edge gained in an intimate conversation
against another.

lyst how__sist hgg—ggﬂst
with_discord.is. illustrated by the expe-
rience..of _some._black women of __t’he




South Carolina and Georgia Sea Islands
hptween 1867 and.. 1865.C mr
7, 1861 Commodore S. E DuPont
sailed into Port Royal Sound, quickly
defeated the Confederates, and put Un-
ion troops ashore to occupy the islands.
Almost before DuPont’s guns ceased fir-
ing, the entire white population left the
islands for the mainland. A few house
servants were taken with the fleeing
whites but most of the slaves remained
on the islands. The following year they
and the occupying army were joined by
a host of government agents and North-
ern missionaries. Several in _Eroups
were gathered in the islands and each
had priorities. As Treasury agenfs con-
cermned themsel it on, and
ag;;lymofﬁcers recruited and drafted black
soldiers, and missionaries went about
“preparing” _slaves for freedom, ¢ the
black Sea Isianders’ world was turned
upside_down, THiS W4s {rie for young
and middle-aged men who served in the
Union army, but also for the women
who had-to-manage-their- families and
do most of the planting and harvesting
in the absence of the men.*

Ruring the three years of upheaval,
black female life conformed in many
ways to that outlined here. Missionaries’
commmcertam women
Wermrcewed as leaders by their peers.
Harriet Ware, for instance, identified a
woman from Fripp Point on St. Helena
Island named Old Peggy as “the leader.”
This woman was important because she,
along with another woman named Binah,
oversaw church membership. Ware’s
housekeeper Flora told her, “Old Peggy
and Binah were the two whom all that
came into the Church had to come
through, and the Church supports them.’*

On the Coffin’s Point Plantation on
St. Helena Island, a woman named
Grace served her fellow women at least
twice by acting as spokeswoman in dis-
putes over wages paid for cotton pro-
duction. On one occasion the women of
the plantation complained to Mr. Phil-
brick, one of the plantation superinten-
dents, that their wages were not high
enough to permit them to purchase cloth
at the local store. They were also upset
because the molasses they bought from
one of the other plantation superinten-
dents was watered down. As Grace spoke

in their behalf, the women shouted
words of approval. At least part of the
reason for Grace’s ascendancy stemmed
from the fact that she was among the
older women of the island. She was also
a strong and diligent worker who was
able despite her advanced age to plant,
hoe, and harvest cotton along with the
younger women.*0

Ample evidence exists of dependency
relatloushm:m cooperationamong
Sea Island women throughout the war
years. In_slavery sick and “lying-in”
women relied on their peers to help
them, and the missionaries found this to
be the case on the islands during the Un-
1on‘6’5€ﬁ1§atlon as_well. For_instance,
Phllbnck observed that it was quite
common Jor the blacks to hire each
other to hoe their tasks when sickness
or other inconveniences kept an individ-

ual from it. In 1862 some of the Coffin’s

Point men were recruited by govern-
ment agents to pick cotton elsewhere in
the Sea Islands. This left many of the
women-at Coffin’s Point completely—re-
sponsibie for hoeing the land allotted to
each. Women who were sick or pregnant
stood to lose their family’s allotment
since neglected land was reassigned to
others. However, the women saw to it,
according to Philbrick, that “the tasks of
the lying-in women [were] taken care of
by sisters or other friends in the absence
of their husbands” No doubt these
“other friends” were women, since in
the same letter Philbrick noted that the
only men left on the plantation were
those too old to work in the cotton.4?
Another missionary, Elizabeth Hyde
Botume, related similar episodes of fe-
male cooperation. Regardless of the cir-
cumstances surrounding a pregnancy, it
was common for the women of Port
Royal to care for, and keep company
with, expectant and convalescing moth-
ers. Several times Botume was ap-
proached by a spokeswoman seeking
provisions for these mothers. Sometimes
she gave them reluctantly because many
of the women were not married. Usu-
ally, however, she was so impressed by
the support that the pregnant women re-
ceived from their peers that she sus-
pended judgment and sent clothes and
groceries for the mothers and infants.
On one occasion she was approached by
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several women who sought aid for a
woman named Cumber. The women were
so willing to assist one of their own that
Botume remarked abashedly: “ . .. their .
readiness to help the poor erring girl
made me ashamed.™*® These were not
the only instances of cooperation among
the black women. Some moved in with
each other and shared domestic duties;
others looked after the sick together.
With_so many of the men away, women
found ways of surviving together and
cooperating. Predictably. however, along
w1th the “togetherness” went conflict.

Many situations held possibilities for
discord. Charles P. Ware, a missionary
from Boston, wrote that the work in the
crops would go more smoothly if only
he could get the women to stop fighting.
At least some of the fights were caused
by d1sputes over the distr 1buuon of the
former _mistress’s_wardrobe.. Accordmg
to Ware when a woman said, “I free,
I as much right to ole missus’ things
as you,” a fight was sure to erupt.>® Har-
riet-Wate witnessed a fight-in which-the-
women “fired shells and tore each
other’s clothes in a most disgraceful
way.” The cause of the fight was un-
known to her but she was sure it was
the “tongues of the women.” Jealousy,
she noted, ran rampant among the wom-
en, and to her mind there was “much
foundation for it.*!

The expenences of the Sea Islands
WO{HEQ in the early 1860s compused a
spe<:1a1 ep1sodm & il American hlstory, but
their behavior conformed to  patterns
that had been set previously by bonded
women on large plantations. Historians -
hgye SHown thaf the community y of the
quarters, the slave family, and slave re-
ligion shielded the slave from absolute
dependence on the master and that par-
ents, siblings, friends, and relatives
served in different capacities as buffers
against the internalization of degrading
and dependent roles. The female slave
network served as_a similar bulfer for
black Wortien, but it also had a L g1t
s1gn1ﬁcance Treated by Southern whites
as 1f they were anything but sclf-vespeit

ing women, many bonded fenales

helped one another to l()l;u thett own
1ndependent definitions ol womantiod,
their own TOHOAS AW Whitl wisrien

g_lp;:glmﬁe jl;qﬂ.ﬁow hey shoudd act
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