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ib doing. To which Mr. Wooden's Attorney returned

for anfwer, that the Negro in c)ucllion was indeed re-

tained by Mr. Wooden in his iei vice, but that he, as

well as all other Negroes in this Province, were Free

men j there not being any law here to make then; other-

wife.

Whereupon an action of Trover was commenced

by Mr. Delancy againft Mr. Wooden, for the Negro

Slave : And the caufe came on to be tried at the laft

Term of the Supreme Court, which was in September

laft, when the Plaintiff obtained a verdicl with Ijo
damages. But the Counfel for the Defendant moved

the Court in arreft of judgment, upon the ground, that

an aaion of Trover would not be for the converfioa

of a Negro in this Province. And the motion was or-

dered to ftand over for argument to ihe Term in Sep-

lember next.

It was ftrongly urged, on-.the part of the Defen-

dant at the Tiial,' that iisfteadof an action of Trover,

the Plaintiff iliould have brougirt his adion for darna--

ges for detaining the Negro, per quod Setiitium amisit^

as in the cafe of any other Servant ; and that no ac-

tion of Trover could be maintained for the Negro, as

he could be no more the Slave of Mr. Delancy in this

Province, Hian he could that of any other pcrfon in

London, or elfcwherc.

Your opinion is tl-^ercfore reqnedcd, whether

an action of Trover was the proper form

of aaion for Mr. Delancy to recover the

value of his Negro Slave ? Or what is his

])ropcr remedy for iccovery of air.cnds tor

the damage he has fiiitaincd.

Mr


