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[bookmark: _GoBack]	The documents, “Make No Promises” and the agreement between a Landlord and Sharecropper, each portray the aftereffects of the Civil War and slavery, and how the effects lasted for years to come. Slavery may be abolished, but the policies and actions taken to aid these freeman, appear to be just another form of slavery and they continue to face the disapproval of former slave plantation owners.
	In the first document, “Make No Promises,” we read the diary entries of Catherine Ann Devereux Edmonston, who talks of the events of the first few months after the civil war and how they have been affecting her family’s plantation and livelihood. In her fist diary entry, May 8th, 1865, Catherine writes about how her family is beginning to free their slaves, which she described as “inexplicable” and “suicidal.” After the civil war many plantation owners now had a new problem to face, they were losing their slaves and their free labor. This put plantation owners all over the south at risk, because they had no one to work for them now, meaning they were put at risk of losing their plantations and thus their income. 
	Then, in Catherine’s second entry, on May 12, 1865, we learn of two struggles of the so called freed slaves. First, we learn by law the slaves were free, but according to plantation owners they were not free. Many slaves found they were actually not really free, because they still had very limited rights and had absolutely nothing once they were free and on their own. Catherine also touches on this idea when she states, “their old moorings are rudely & suddenly cut loose, & they drift without a rudder into the unknown sea of freedom.” Once freed slaves entered this new free world, they realized they could do nothing, as they had no money or land. However, the implementation of policies began, which is seen with the mention of the Freedman’s Bureau by Catherine in her last entry on October 1, 1865. The Freedman’s Bureau was created in March of 1865, in an attempt to create free labor. The Freedman’s Bureau was an awful form of social policy in the eyes of the white plantation owners, as it took away their means of labor. However, to the freedman it was a blessing and a new hope for a bright future with a job and land. Catherine shows that the plantation owners and families of the South hated this social policy by calling it “Free Nigger’s Christ.” Even though these slaves are free and receiving aid, they still face the disapproval and discrimination of former slave plantation owners.
	Next, we see this reoccurring theme, the freedman are not really free, as they still do not own land and are still working under the hold of white plantation owners. Document two is an example of an agreement between a white southern land owner and a freed slave, by the name of John Dawson, in 1879. Here, we are, almost 15 years later after document one and the supposed freedman are still working like slaves. A lot of freedman were working as sharecroppers, which were freed slaves that rented a piece of a plantation or land and they were in charge of caring for that piece and growing crops on it. The catch, however, was that the crops were divided between the sharecropper and the plantation owner at the end of every year and when many started sharecropping they didn’t have all the supplies needed to carry out the production of crops and to maintain the land. As a result, many sharecroppers had to borrow money and supplies from their landowners, putting them in debt. The cost of cotton decreasing did not help these farmers either. 
	Document two also states, “all his property shall be seized and sold to pay said rent and supply bill,” showing again, these freedman, who are sharecropping and attempting to be real freedman, still have to follow the ways and live under the ruling of plantation owners. These freedman are still being controlled and even punished by the land owners just as the plantation slave owners treated slaves. These actions are not explicitly called slavery, but they appear to look and feel like slavery to many freedman. 
	The freed slaves worked hard to be real freedmen, but it seems every new attempt at aiding them in this just resulted in little help or provided them with more problems along the way.
