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Summary

This is a study of two articles written by Thomas Ruffin, who was known to be
a respectable Chief Justice of North Carolina State Supreme Court in the first half of
nineteenth century. His infamous decision of State v. Mann declared in 1829 that “the
power of the master must be absolute, to render the submission of the slave perfect.”
This case granted slaveholders absolute power to rule over their slaves in possession.
However ten years later in State v. Hoover, Ruffin modified his opinion towards
slaveholders stating that they must not kill their slaves. Through a close analysis of these
decisions, this article examines the reason why he limited the power of slaveholders.

Previous studies suggest Ruffin’s opinion towards slaves changed because he
developed a sense of humanism and demanded slaveholders to be more benign.
However, these studies overlooked what was discussed in the lower county courts
and the local matters which require attention. In State v. Mann, Ruffin overruled a
county court’s decision influenced by his ideas about master and slave relationship.
He stated that seeking mutual profit was the purpose of the relationship and the
slaveholders must be granted with absolute power to secure such profit. However in
State v. Hoover, the judge chose to affirm the county court judgment due to a lack of
the defendant’s disposition to properly rule a slave. Though Ruffin’s did demonstrate
a kind of humanism towards slaves, his decisions altogether strengthened popular
pro-slavery arguments which proliferated in the antebellum South.
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¥ 57408 State v. Mann ¥lPe % 2 b EETFLLIHS, EH O OB ST A A T2 MM » 2
22 E~OFERECAFELTH %, Joseph Grégoire Hamilton, ed., The Papers of Thomas Ruffin 1 (Raleigh:
Edwards and Broughton, 1918), 249-57.

3 «“State v. Mann,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.

39 State v. Mann, 13 N.C. 266 (1829).

39 Ibid.

T OROMAD T RAT LI A, ZOBEHCH LONFIELB LTS 2 L0k State v.
Hale (1824) OJFEHNEH 572 DO, BEEOHEHEZHEZHE TR CE T T4 3BTV 5, BEEOEHE
DHEFIZ E I BT REDPFIHYLL I eI L, I 7400 P TN TV %, State v. Hale, 9 N.C.
582 (1823); John Orth, “When Analogy Fails: The Common Law and State v. Mann,” North Carolina Law
Review 87 (March 2009): 979-81.
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hﬁﬁmﬁﬂ%ﬁxitt§@m\E%@ﬂ%#ﬁbw%@f&ékw5aﬁ%ﬁ74y
Do T2 Z IR T X\, FEESL State v. Mann D[P LIZIZIRD X ) L LETH
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TV OREZES FHERTLILLRVEVIDNT T4 VDEZTHo72. [2Th
el E BEHRAOM IR S NGEERHEORWTH L, [ LL & ZFONniE]

¥ iz A S EAAE ] OJEERES the tutor over the pupil” Th 2. MEEZNICT AL, 4
~3 T%T—“?ﬁ(ﬁ’fﬁ&_%‘( ENBILEE oI, T74 VOB RNE/RO—EHIZLICEELILN
%o Lorri Glover, Southern Sons: Becoming Men in the New Nation (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University
Press, 2007), 57.

3 State v. Mann, 13 N.C. 266 (1829).

9 Ibid.
' Tbid.
) Tbid.
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State v. Mann DY PESCNEH 72 % MR % BERITA #1252 72Tl e v, oIz E D
ZbH o NHRBERZ MR L. OGN % MRS 2 720 Ok 2 2 0 WP div 72128

) Tbid.
4 Tbid.
4 Faust, “The Proslavery Argument in History,” 81.

40 State v. Mann, 13 N.C. 266 (1829).

0 RIS A HIEAOTE 2 23 2 =74 &R TRIEEHHA» R S hTure s L
PO LTC, FRIIMLSE RN F v — v A b O AR [T ] OFL& T —#RT - Sk - EXK]
(Bt 20134F). 39-40 5,

4 State v. Mann, 13 N.C. 266 (1829).
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DO E->TEL b vt w) BREZEBR, —HLAL A, NI LEERCR
ZBHIETLAEDOTH .Y AHiTIR, 774 VMR ORMELEEL L) ICRR S
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12, LB EHEGELZHRIBNITE 20T 5 X9 ERFLZIMZ 2RSS 7 —7 7 —0
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DEL o2 EBAEIES L TWADTHb, LrL, BIAEIHELOMREZRRTH

) State v. Hoover, 20 N.C. 503 (1839).

59 «Gtate v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH. State v. Hoover ¥|gehi F & ita4 )5
WEBDOEHIFTEIRE 1914 IR I SR FIC LV BEZR LT L E 0. 2RO IR TR 207,
COFMA RS NI R BT R S ISR SRO 20 L FEO R L LRI TOF s th -
RO ERET 250 ol b, MEEEAT ORI, ZZANOIES VRIS TR
12D, INEFEL YL NOEEPILR T I LDVEETH S, 4 ) THIROERERERCHS, 77—
V7 —WMEATOVICAT =Y T4 vOUNATHE, Il o2 2 itk d b 5,

S Ibid.

P ruig, 7y iR ORI EELIRBECOUT FHORER T LA EAILLSTE
DIIRERPFE 72D F K LT 2%, Ariela J. Gross, Double Character: Slavery and Mastery in the
Antebellum Southern Courtroom (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2000), 138-39.
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=i D7 =7 7—=x. ORI - 22REEEPHSICAR W E T & 9 HdEe
Lo FIRL, LRFRHINCHERFERE Lz L2 L, TOEEMNBIT SN/
72012, B 570 THEREBHFNLEFRT B RAT, TOMBEAEZT 7 1~ OBRYH)
Braemdae o,

53 «State v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.

¥ Laura Edwards, “Enslaved Women and the Law: Paradoxes of Subordination in Post-Revolutionary
Carolinas,” Slavery and Abolition 26, no. 2 (August 2005): 316.

55 «“State v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.

50 Tbid.

7 Tbid.
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59 State v. Hoover, 20 N.C. 503 (1839).

D 5743 — AR IAFME DD T Iy T =y a v R LT, 18304 DR T, 32 ADAL
HEPA L, MACE S KA T 5 & TR ML 72 %> - 72 Sally Hadden, “Judging Slavery: Thomas
Ruffin and State v. Mann,” in Local Matters: Race, Crime, and Justice in the Nineteenth-Century South,
eds. Christopher Waldrep and Donald G. Nieman (Athens: The University of Georgia Press, 2001): 15.

60 State v. Hoover, 20 N.C. 503 (1839).

' Ibid.

62 “State v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.
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69 State v. Hoover, 20 N.C. 503 (1839).

9 FLT AR BADZSTIEMSCHbR, [HEA] TH2EBMENTORI LR, BAOTHR
1t (“beastilization”) & If: A 7¢, David Brion Davis, Inhuman Bondage: The Rise and Fall of Slavery in the
New World (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006), 2-3, 32.

69 K7 A Y OB NIHHIH] 156-57F,

66) Glover, Southern Sons, 23.

7 Ibid., 39.

9 «State v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.
) McCurry, Masters of Small Worlds, 262.

7 Timothy C. Meyer, “Slavery Jurisprudence on the Supreme Court of North Carolina, 1828-1858:

William Gaston and Thomas Ruffin,” Campbell Law Review 33 (2011): 321-22.
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7 Tbid.

7> Tbid.
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DI EIFL L h 572, “State v. Hoover,” Supreme Court Original Record, NCDAH.
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