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LANDMAN   CEMETERY   II,   34 – 2 

 

 
Summary  Report 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

This cemetery has no tombstones.  It is located in the NW/4 of S21-T4-

R1W, within about a quarter mile to the northeast of Landman Cemetery I, 

34-1.  It is believed to be a cemetery that was used for the slaves of William 

Landman, who died in 1829, after leaving a will to regarding his estate. 
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The cemetery is well maintained by the Army’s groundskeeping contractor.  

It has a peaceful quietness, with very little traffic on the nearby streets. 
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William Landman was the initial purchaser of the land of the NW/4 of 

Section 21, Township 4, Range 1 West, in 1813.  When it died in 1829, the 

land passed to his heirs, including his widow Frances.  Both William and 

Francis are buried in the nearby Landman Cemetery I, 34-1.   
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William Landman’s purchase of the land in 1813 is shown in Margaret 

Cowart’s book of OLD LAND RECORDS for the county: 
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The Executor of William’s will, charged with carrying out a fair division of 

his estate, was his son James Landman: 
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The petition of James Landman to sell the slaves in order to achieve an 

equitable and fair distribution must have been favored by the court, because 

the sale did occur in 1844, as shown below: 
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It can be seen that the original list of William Landman’s nine slaves does 

not closely match to the 1844 list of those sold.  Only the slave named Lucy 
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was on both lists, and in the later list she had two children that were not 

named in the previous listing.  The statement of “No Amount” for the 1844 

sale of Jacob and Ann to Elizabeth Simmons may indicate that they were 

elderly and that Elizabeth was simply taking them to provide a home to the 

end of their days. 

 

The 1830 slave census for James Landman shows that he had 9 slaves, and 

these were probably the 9 slaves listed as having belonged to James’ father 

William in 1829.  However, the “petition to sell” listed the slaves by name, 

indicating that there were 4 males and 5 females.  The 1830 census (showing 

the slaves under the ownership of James Landman, as Executor of the will of 

William Landman) shows 5 females and 4 males: 
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The differences between the slave name lists not only indicates that more 

slaves were born into the estate, but apparently some more were added by 

other means.  Some of those not named in the 1844 list may have died and 

been buried in the Landman Cemetery II, 34-2.  When the heirs sold the land 

out of Landman hands, the only cemetery that they reserved from sale was 

the Landman Cemetery I, 34-1, as shown in the deed below: 
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Through time, the heirs of William Landman sold his land holdings, as well 

as his slaves, until after they were emancipated.  The  INDEX TO LANDS 

prepared by G. W. Jones & Sons, Inc., shows the transitions of land 

ownership for S21-T4-R1W through the 1800s. 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

The Landman surname is somewhat “lost” in the INDEX due to the fact that 

so many of William’s heirs were daughters, who married and took their 

husbands’ surnames.  A key to the surnames and geographical dispersion of 

the female heirs after marriages is also seen in the later records, from the 

1917 deed below: 
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Other than conjecture based upon the named slaves in the 1829 - 1844 estate 

papers of William Landman, it cannot be proven which slaves were buried in 

the Landman Cemetery II, 34-2.  Even those whose names were dropped 

from the 1844 list may not be buried here.  They may have been moved 

away with the heirs to other counties and states, to be buried in new 

locations.  So far as is known, this little cemetery was not used for burials 

after the Civil War and slave emancipation, but even that is conjecture. 

 

 

 

Prepared by John P. Rankin, August 28, 2005 


