Document-Based Question

Evaluate the extent to which sectional differences over the institution of slavery led to the
Civil War by 1861.

Use the following documents to support your argument. Your response should:

o Contain a thesis or claim that responds to the prompt
e Support your argument using at least four of the provided documents
 Provide evidence beyond the documents (outside evidence)

o Explain how the document’s point of view, purpose, historical situation, or audience
is relevant (sourcing) for at least two documents

Document A: Excerpt from the Missouri Compromise (1820)

Document B: William Lloyd Garrison, The Liberator, Vol. 1, No. 1 (1831)
Document C: John C. Calhoun, Speech on the Slavery Question (1850)
Document D: Excerpt from the Kansas-Nebraska Act (1854)

Document E: Abraham Lincoln, “House Divided” Speech (1858)

Document F: Declaration of Causes of Seceding States — South Carolina (1860)

Document G: Frederick Douglass, “The Mission of the War” (1864)



From the founding of the republics slavery exisled as o fault Line n Americon political (ifes but it
was the steady infensifration of sectional disagreements over slaveryrs exponsion” moral legitimacy
and constitutional status thot drove the nation toward civil war by 1§61 While economic- culturols
ond political diférences between North and South contributed {o disunion these factors were
ineytricably bound to the institution of slavery itself: To a great extent sectionol diférences over
slavery were the primary cause of the Civil wWar, because every wayor political crisis from (820 to
186 ] revolved around whether slavery would expand. whether it could be criticized, and whether
the federal government hod the authority or the will o protect if.

The sectional crisis over slavery fist reached a boiling point with the missouri Comprowmise of [§20
(Document A). When missouri applied for statehood as a slave state, it threatened to upset the
balonce of power between free and slove stafes in the Senate- Congress resolved the cris:s by
laivr:tfins Missouri os a slave state and Maine as a firee state. angd by drawing a line at 36 20’ north
atitudes above which slovery would be prohibited iSi ; : ' i
shows that as early os I&ZO/ﬂs(auaE Yy wasPatéfdge%h: j:fnlfr?g iSSSau“eO de.r g\'iﬂjg o\—rrtl’l«;sacnociM Eoulh T he
historical situation is critical here: the rapid westward expansion followine the Louisiana Purchose
forced the question of whether new (onds would be slave or free, and both sections understood that
control of the Senate meant control over the future of the institution: Thomas Jeférson famously
called the missouri crisis a rfre-bell w the nightu recodnizing that the ogeoaraphic division of
slavery foreshadowed deeper conflct~ The compromise held for a oenerotions but it estaplished the
danaerous precedent that slaveryss exponsion was a zerosum sectional contest:

The rise of radical abolitionism in the |§30s sharpened sectional hostititg dramaticdly William
Lloyd Gavrison launched The Liberator in |§3] (Document &), demanding the im mediate ond
unconditional emancipation of all enslaved people- Borvisonss purpose was not to negptiate or
compromise but to condemn slavery as a moral abomination ond to shame the notion info action.
His audience was primoriy Northern reformers, many of whom were inspired by the religious fervor
of the Second Great Awakening which taught that individuols hod a duty to purge society of sins
Qarrisonss uncompromising tone — he famously declored, I will not retreot a single inch — AND T
wWILL BE HEARDu — enraqed Southern slaveholders ond made compromise increasingly di £€ul{
The signiftance of Document B8 is that it shows how the slavery debate woved beyond progmatic
political borgaining info the realm of moral absolutes: Southern (eaders responded by tiohtening
slove codess censoring abolitionist mail- and passing gaq rules in Congyess to suppress antislavery
petitions further poisoning sectional re ations:

By 1820/ the fragile bolance was crocking: John Cv Calhounss Speech on the Slavery Question
(Document () Laid bare the Southern position: the South could no (onoer vemain in the Union
unless the Novrth ceased its agitation against slovery enforced the return of fugtive slaves, ond
accepted slaveryis right to expand into new territories: Calhounss point of view is thot of a
Southern planter—class politician who saw the growing Northern population and freestote mojority
os on existential threat 1o Southern political power and the slave system that sustained it- His
speech is importamf because it shows that by |80/ eading Southern statesmen were olready
froming the debate in terms of secession and disun,ons The Compromise of 1650 which included a
stricter Fugitive Jave Act tew porarily eased the crisis but infamed Northern opinioni The
spectacle of occused runaways being dragged back to bondage from the streets of Boston and other
Northern cities radicalized mony moderates who had previously been indiférent to slavery

The Kansas-Nebraska Act of 184 (Document D) shattered what remained of sectional peace. By
repealing the Missouri COmpromise (ine and introducing populor sovereignty — letting settlers in
Konsas and Nebraska decide for themselves whether to allow s(avertj — Senotor Stephen Douo|as



reopened the question that the 26 20" (ine had Suf’Posedl.j settled- The actis historical situation s
key: Doualas wonted to Organize the Nebroska territory to facilitate o transcontinental roilrond, but
to win Southern support he had to ofér the possibility of sloveryrs expansion info previously free
territory The result was uBleedino Kansasai a minioture civil war between proslaver y and
ontislavery settlers that included the Pottawatomie mossacre carried out by John Brown. The
Kansas-Nebraska Act also desbroyed the Whiq Party and oave birth to the Republican Party o

purely sectional Northem party dedicated to stoppiney slaveryrs spread: This politicol reolignment
meant that notional parties could no longer bridge the sectional divide-

Abrahom Lincolnrs «House Divided:: speech of |88§ (Document £) captured the sense that

com promise Was 1o onger possible- Lincoln arqued ¢hat the nation could not endure permanently
holf slave and holf free ond that it would eventuolly become all one thing or the other Lincolnrs
pupose was to rolly the new Republican Party by framing the contest as a fundamental struggle
over the nationss fuiure- He was coreful to say he did notl advocate abo(ition where slovery olready
existed, only its restriction from new territories but Southerners heord his words as o decloration of
war 69ainst their way of (ife: The Dred Scott decision of 1§57, in which the Supreme Court ru[eﬁ
that Congress hod no power to ban Slavaﬂg in the territories ond that Black people had no rights as
citizens, had already convinced many Northerners thot a « Slave Powertr conspiracy was taking over
the federal qovernment- Lincolnss speech channeled that feor into o political movement:

When Lincoln won the presidency in November 1860 without carvying o sinole Southern state, the
slaveholding South saw the writing on the wall- South Carolinars Declaration of Causes (Document
F) made the reason for secession explicit: the Northern stotes had failed to up‘wéd th
constitutional protectons of slavery particulorly the Fugitlive Slave Clauses and the e(eect.om of
president hostile {o slavery threatened the institutionss survival- The point of view of this
document is that of South Carolinars planter eliter who hod the most to lose from any inferference
with slavery Their declaration is essentially o catalog of grievances about slavery — not tari €6, not
states: rights in the abstract, but the specife right {0 own humon beinas ag property This
document is powerful evidence that the Seceding states themselves understood the war as be"l'\g

about slavery above ol( else-

Frederick Dou lassis +The M ssion of the Warr ocument ), ivered i ;

idea that s(av;?y was the worrs root cause and cffguéd thong thé 3?5‘2%5 d gm}gsl;g jf&f?ﬁéeﬁ ]‘.&the
resulted in slaveryrs complete destruction- As o formerly ensloved person and the most prominent
BlacK obolitionist in Americos Dougloss had a unique authority o speck on the subject: His
purpose was to push the Lincoln administration and the Northern public to make emancipation the
explicit goal of the war, not yust a mi(itory strategy Pougassis arqument connects back to
Borrisonss moral framing decades earlier and shows that by 1864/ the (ogic of the conflct had
forced even reluctont Northerners to confront slavery as the central issue,

Beyond the documents, other evidence confirms the extent to which slavery drove sectional confict:
Harriet Beecher Stowers Uncle Tomss Cabin (1852) qalvanized Northern antislover y sentiment and
nfuriated the South. John Brown:s rad on Harpers Ferry in 1§57 terrifed sloveholders and
convinced wany that the North was willing to incite slave rebel.on- The econpmic diveroence
between the industrializing North and the cotton-dependent South wos real but it wos slavery that
made Southern agriculture distinctive and that shaped Southarn society politics, and culture: Even
the tariffdisputes that some historians have cited as a cause of sectional tension were intertwined
with slavery because the Southrs reliance on exporting slave-produced cotton made it favor free
trade while the North/s manufacturing interests favored protection.

In conclusions sectional diférences over slavery were the primary cause of the Civil War to o oyeot



extent- Every mayor political crisis between 1820 and 861 — Missouris the Com prowm se of IS0
Kansas-Nebraska, Dred Scott and the election of 16560 — centered on whether slavery would
expand, confract, or be left alone: The documents show a clear trajectory: from attempted
compromise (Documents A ond D), to moral condemnation ond political entrenchment (Docuwments
B and () to the recognition that compromise had fa.led (Document E), to secession explicitly in
defense of slavery (Document F), and frolly to a war understood as a battle over human freedom

(Document G)- While other factors contributed to sectional tension, they were deeplyy entonofed
with slavery ond it was slavery that made those tensions irveconcilable-



