Chapter 22 Section 3 A Nation Divided 1

Chapter 22 Section 3
A Nation Divided

Chapter 22
Section 3 A
Nation
Divided

Downloaded from
www.remodelicious.com
by Carrillo & Gross

INTRODUCTION:
THE FRACTURING
OF A YOUNG
REPUBLIC

By the middle of the
19th century, the
United States of
America, a nation
founded on the
promise of liberty and
union, found itself
teetering on the brink
of collapse. The
optimistic spirit of
Manifest Destiny and
rapid territorial
expansion had,
paradoxically,

unearthed a deep,
festering fault line
running through the

heart of the country.
This fault line was not
merely a matter of
geography, but of
fundamentally

incompatible visions
for the future of the
republic. Chapter 22
Section 3 A Nation
Divided captures this
critical juncture in
American history, a
period where political
compromise no longer
served as a salve, and
the question of
slavery’s expansion
became a flashpoint
for war. This article
delves into the key
events, figures, and
ideological clashes that
defined this era,
exploring how a shared
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sense of nationhood

dissolved into the
bitter realities of
sectionalism and
secession.

THE
IRREPRESSIBLE

CONFLICT: ROOTS
OF SECTIONAL
TENSION

The division of the
nation was not a
sudden occurrence but
the culmination of
decades of growing
apart. To understand
Chapter 22 Section 3
A Nation Divided,
one must first
appreciate the distinct
identities forged by the
North and the South.
The Northern states
experienced an
industrial revolution,
fostering a diversified
economy based on
manufacturing,

commerce, and small-
scale agriculture. This
led to the growth of

cities, a wave of
European immigration,
and a society that,
while not free from
prejudice, increasingly
viewed chattel slavery
as a moral
anachronism
incompatible with
republican values.

In stark contrast, the
Southern economy
remained heavily
agrarian, dominated by
a plantation system
that relied almost
exclusively on the
forced labor of
enslaved African
Americans. Cotton was
king, and the immense
profitability of this crop
created a powerful,
planter-dominated
society that viewed
slavery not as a
necessary evil, but as a
positive good.
Southern leaders
argued that their entire
way of life—their social
hierarchy, economic

2 Chapter 22 Section 3 A Nation

2024-07-06

Divided



Chapter 22 Section 3 A Nation Divided 3

stability, and even
their unique
culture—depended on
the preservation and
expansion of the
institution of slavery.
This fundamental
economic and moral
chasm made the
debate over slavery in
the territories an
existential one for both
sides.

The
Wilmot
Proviso
and the
Debate
Over
Territory

The Mexican-American
War (1846-1848)

yielded vast new
territories for the
United States,
including California and
the Southwest. This
victory immediately
ignited a fierce debate:
would these new lands
be free or slave? The
Wilmot Proviso, a
legislative attempt to
ban slavery from any
territory acquired from
Mexico, became a
rallying cry for the
North but was seen in
the South as an attack
on their constitutional
right to take their
property (enslaved
people) anywhere.
Although the Proviso
never became law, it
exposed the raw nerve
of the issue and gave
rise to a new political
ideology: Free Soil.
Free Soilers were not
necessarily

abolitionists, but they
argued that white
yeoman farmers should



not have to compete
with the plantation
system. The battle
over the territories
became the central
political battleground
of the 1850s.

THE COMPROMISE
OF 1850: A
TEMPORARY
TRUCE

By 1850, the nation
faced a full-blown
crisis. California sought
admission as a free
state, threatening to
upset the delicate
balance of power in the
Senate between free
and slave states. The
aging Henry Clay, the
“Great Compromiser,”
stepped forward with a
series of resolutions
designed to appease
both sides. The
resulting Compromise
of 1850 was a
complex legislative
package that included
several key provisions,

each a concession to
one region or the
other.

For the North,
California was admitted
as a free state and the
slave trade (though not
slavery itself) was
abolished in
Washington D.C. For
the South, the most
significant gain was the
Fugitive Slave Act.
This law required all
citizens, even those in
free states, to assist in
the return of runaway
slaves and established
special commissioners
who were paid more
for ruling in favor of a
slaveholder. This act
was a monumental
miscalculation. For
many Northerners who
were indifferent to
slavery, the sight of
federal marshals
hunting down fugitives
and the threat of free
Black people being
kidnapped into
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bondage was a
shocking infringement
on their liberties. The
Compromise of 1850,
intended to be a final
settlement, instead
radicalized the North
and inflamed tensions,
setting the stage for
the next decade’s
conflicts.

The
Fugitive
Slave Act
and
Northern
Resistanc
e

The Fugitive Slave
Act of 1850 was
arguably the most
incendiary piece of

legislation of the era. It
turned every Northern
citizen into a potential
slave catcher. Personal
liberty laws were
passed by many
Northern states in
defiance, and vigilance
committees formed to
protect fugitives. The
literary response was
powerful as well.
Harriet Beecher
Stowe’s novel, Uncle
Tom’s Cabin (1852),
brought the horrors of
slavery and the cruelty
of the Fugitive Slave
Act into the homes of
millions, humanizing
enslaved people and
solidifying Northern
anti-slavery sentiment.
The book was a global
bestseller, but it was
met with fury in the
South, where it was

denounced as
slanderous
propaganda. The

cultural war between
North and South had



been fully joined.

THE KANSAS-
NEBRASKA ACT
AND BLEEDING
KANSAS

If the Compromise of
1850 cracked the
foundation of the
Union, the Kansas-
Nebraska Act of 1854
shattered it. Drafted by
Senator Stephen A.
Douglas of lllinois, the
act was intended to
facilitate the
construction of a
transcontinental
railroad through the

Midwest. To gain
Southern support,
Douglas proposed

organizing the vast
Nebraska Territory into
two territories, Kansas
and Nebraska, and
repealing the Missouri
Compromise of
1820, which had
prohibited slavery
north of the 36°30'
line. Instead, the new

law would apply the
principle of “popular
sovereignty,” allowing
the white settlers of
each territory to decide
the slavery question
for themselves.

The repeal of the 34-
year-old Missouri
Compromise was a
bombshell. It opened
up the entire Louisiana
Purchase territory to
the potential spread of
slavery, violating a
long-standing sectional
understanding. The
result was a rush of
pro-slavery and anti-
slavery settlers into
Kansas, each
determined to win the
vote. Violent clashes
erupted, earning the
territory the grim
nickname “Bleeding
Kansas.” Pro-slavery
border ruffians from
Missouri crossed the
line to stuff ballot
boxes, while anti-
slavery settlers, funded
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by Northern emigrant
aid societies, fought
back. The brutal
sacking of Lawrence,
Kansas by a pro-
slavery mob, followed
by the savage
retaliation of John
Brown and his
followers at
Pottawatomie Creek,
marked the beginning
of a small-scale civil
war. Chapter 22
Section 3 A Nation
Divided highlights that
this was a moment
when political
disagreement turned
into literal bloodshed
on American soil.

THE DRED SCOTT
DECISION AND THE
LINCOLN-DOUGLAS
DEBATES

Two major events in
the late 1850s further
pushed the nation
toward the precipice.
The first was the Dred
Scott v. Sandford

decision by the
Supreme Court in
1857. Dred Scott was
an enslaved man who
had been taken by his
master into free
territory. His legal
team argued that his
residence on free soil
made him a free man.
Chief Justice Roger B.
Taney, writing for the
majority, delivered a
devastating ruling. The
Court declared that no
Black person, whether
free or enslaved, could
be a U.S. citizen.
Furthermore, it ruled
that the Missouri
Compromise was
unconstitutional

because Congress had
no power to prohibit
slavery in the
territories. For the
North, the ruling was a
judicial coup that
seemed to open all
federal territories to
slavery. The decision
enraged anti-slavery



advocates and
bolstered the
argument of a “slave
power conspiracy”
controlling the federal
government.

The second pivotal
series of events was
the Lincoln-Douglas
Debates of 1858.
Abraham Lincoln, a
relatively unknown
former congressman,
challenged the
powerful Senator
Stephen Douglas for
his Illinois Senate seat.
The debates centered
squarely on the issue
of slavery. Lincoln
argued that slavery
was a moral wrong and
that the nation could
not endure
“permanently half
slave and half free.” He
attacked popular
sovereignty as a

argued that slavery
could only exist where
it was supported by
local law. During the
debate at Freeport,
[llinois, Lincoln
famously asked
Douglas how settlers
could keep slavery out
of a territory given the
Dred Scott decision.
Douglas’s answer,
known as the “Freeport
Doctrine,” stated that
settlers could simply
refuse to pass laws
protecting slavery. This
answer helped Douglas
win the Senate seat,
but it alienated
Southern Democrats,
who saw it as a
betrayal. Lincoln,
however, gained
national fame as a
clear, principled voice
against the expansion
of slavery.

dangerous half- JOHN BROWN'’S
measure. Douglas, RAID AND THE
while defending

popular sovereignty,
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ELECTION OF 1860

The final act of the
drama of division was
swift and violent. In
October 1859, the
radical abolitionist
John Brown, who had
been a key figure in
Bleeding Kansas, led a
small, multi-racial band
of men in a raid on the
federal armory at
Harpers Ferry, Virginia.
His plan was to seize
weapons, arm the
enslaved population of
the South, and ignite a
massive rebellion. The
raid was a failure;
Brown was captured by
U.S. Marines led by
Colonel Robert E. Lee.
He was quickly tried
and hanged for treason
and murder.

While the raid itself
was a military fiasco,
its psychological
impact was immense.
Many in the North,
including Ralph Waldo

Emerson and Henry
David Thoreau, hailed
Brown as a martyr for
righteousness. Church
bells tolled and
eulogies were given. In
the South, however,
John Brown’s Raid was
seen as proof of the
North’s fanatical desire
to destroy their
society. The South
viewed the Northern
reaction with horror,
believing that the
Republican Party was a
party of abolitionists
and terrorists. Militias
were organized across
the South, and the
region prepared for
what many saw as an
inevitable war for
survival.

The final rupture came
with the Election of
1860. The Democratic
Party split into
Northern and Southern
factions, each with its
own candidate. The
Constitutional Union
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Party offered a
moderate alternative.
The Republican Party
nominated Abraham
Lincoln, who ran on a
platform of stopping
the expansion of
slavery into the
territories. Lincoln did
not call for abolition in
the South, but his
party’s anti-slavery
platform was enough
to terrify the Southern
states. Lincoln won the
election with a majority
of the electoral vote
but only about 40% of
the popular vote, his
name not even
appearing on ballots in
most Southern states.
To the South, the
election of a “Black
Republican” president
was the final,
intolerable insult. The
union of states, forged
in the fires  of
revolution, had now
elected a leader from a
party dedicated to its

regional restriction.

SECESSION AND
THE ROAD TO
FORT SUMTER

Before Lincoln even
took office, the die was
cast. On December 20,
1860, South Carolina
became the first state
to vote to secede from

the Union. In the
following weeks and
months, Mississippi,
Florida, Alabama,

Georgia, Louisiana, and
Texas followed. They
argued that the federal
government had
violated the original
compact of the states
and that secession was
their sovereign right. In
February 1861, these
states formed the
Confederate States
of America, with
Jefferson Davis as their
president.

Outgoing President
James Buchanan did
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little to stop the crisis,
believing he lacked the
constitutional

authority. President
Lincoln, in his inaugural
address, appealed to
the “better angels of
our nature” but was
firm in his resolve that
the Union was
perpetual and that no
state could legally
leave it. He announced
his intention to hold,
occupy, and possess
federal property,
including Fort Sumter
in Charleston Harbor,
South Carolina. The
standoff at Fort Sumter
became the spark.
When Lincoln sent a
relief expedition to
resupply the fort,
Confederate General

11

P.G.T. Beauregard
opened fire on April 12,
1861. The Civil War
had begun. The
division described in
Chapter 22 Section 3
A Nation Divided had
finally, irrevocably,
become a shooting
war.

CONCLUSION: THE
LEGACY OF A
DIVIDED NATION

The path from the
Compromise of 1850 to
the bombardment of
Fort Sumter is a stark
lesson in the limits of
political compromise in
the face of deep,
fundamental moral
conflict. The events of
Chapter 22 Section 3
A Nation Divided




