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Calhoun believed strongly in states’ rights over federal power and held the interest of the slaveholding South as his highest priority. He had long believed that believed that “the agitation of the subject of slavery would, if not prevented by some timely and effective measure, end in disunion....” He blamed the sectional crisis on Northern abolitionists and argued that the South had “no concession or surrender to make” on the issue of slavery. 
	· California admitted as a free state.

· Utah and New Mexico territories decide about slavery.

· Texas-New Mexico boundary dispute resolved; Texas paid $10 million by federal government. 

· The sale of slaves banned in the District of Columbia. But slavery itself may continue there. 

· Fugitive Slave Act required people in the free states to help capture and return escaped slaves. 
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Webster had argued with Northern Whigs that slavery should not be extended into the territories. Upon hearing Calhoun’s threat of secession, he took to the Senate floor and endorsed Clay’s compromise “for the preservation of the Union…a great, popular, constitutional government, guarded by legislation, by law, by judicature, and defended by the whole affections of the people.” 


DOC #2 When Zachary Taylor assumed office in early 1849, the question of the extension of slavery into former Mexican lands was becoming critical. The immediate pressure point was California, whose population mushroomed during the Gold Rush. Enthusiastic Californians petitioned for admission to the Union as a free state, thus laying down a challenge to the existing sectional balance of 15 free states and 15 slave states. Taylor, never one to equivocate, was prepared to approve the admission of California, regardless of the impact on sectional politics. His death in July 1850 brought Millard Fillmore into office. The new president was open to a compromise that would address the concerns of both sides. The Congressional cast of characters contained a mixture of old and new faces who labored to enact five separate laws which, considered together, constitute the Compromise of 1850.
***THREE SENATORIAL GIANTS: Henry Clay of Kentucky, John C. Calhoun of South Carolina, and Daniel Webster of Massachusetts dominated national politics from the end of the War of 1812 until their deaths in the early 1850s. 
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Team  Task

1. Be sure to place the Compromise of 1850 in one of the categories (refer to chart).

2. Whose view/goals were more realistic? 

3. Was this a fair compromise? 

4. Create at least two questions you have about the compromises

***Team Leaders – Be sure everyone in the team is contributing to task. ***
Doc #4
A. “This momentous question, like a fireball in the night, awakened and filled me with terror. I considered it at once as the death knell of the Union. It is hushed, indeed, for the moment. But…every new irritation will mark it deeper and deeper.” 

President Thomas Jefferson in 1820 commenting on the Missouri Compromise.

B. “I take it for granted that the present question is a mere preamble – a title page to a great tragic volume.” 
 Future President John Quincy Adams in 1820 commenting on the Missouri Compromise 
Group Task: 

1. Be sure to place the Missouri Compromise in one of the categories (refer to chart).

2. Explain Thomas Jefferson’s and John Quincy Adams’ views of the Missouri Compromise. Were they valid concerns? 
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Membership in the House of Representatives

	YEAR
	Members from FREE States
	Members from SLAVE States

	1800

1810

1820

1830

1840

1850
	77

105

123

142

141

144
	65

81

90

100

91

90


	Major Political Parties 1850-1860

	Party
	Established
	Major Platform

	Free-Soil
	1848
	· Anti-extension of slavery

· Pro-labor 

	Know-Nothing
	1854 (as American Party)
	· Anti-immigration

· Anti-Catholic 

	Whig
	Organized in 1834
	· Pro-business 

· Divided on slavery 

	Republican
	1854
	· Opposed expansion of slavery into territories 

	Democratic
	1840

(The Democratic Republican party adopted “Democratic Party as official name) 
	· States’ rights

· Limited government

· Divided on slavery 


	Slavery in the United States

	Year
	# of Slaves in the Untied States

	1790

1820

1840
	698,000

1,538,000

2,487,000


Doc #1 The Compromise of 1850 

(CONSIDER THE AUTHOR of each document)

Document A:

“Congress has no power to exclude from the territory of the U.S. any property lawfully held in the states of the Union, and any act which may be passed by Congress to effect this result is a plain violation of the Constitution... the slave-holding states cannot and will not submit to the enactment by Congress of any law imposing...restraints upon the rights of master to remove their property into the territories of the United States...”
-Nashville Convention (June 11, 1850)
Document B:

 “How can the Union be saved?  There is but one way by which it can with any certainty-, and that is, by a full and final settlement, on the principle of justice, of all the questions at issue between the two sections.... The North has only to will it to accomplish it, to do justice by conceding to the South an equal right in the acquired territory, and to do her duty by causing the stipulations relative to fugitive slaves to be faithfully fulfilled, to cease the agitation of the slave question, and to provide for the insertion of a provision in the Constitution, by an amendment, which will restore to the South...the power she possessed of protecting herself before the equilibrium between the sections was destroyed by the action of this government....The responsibility of saving the Union rests on the North, and not on the South...California will become the test question.  If you admit her, under all the difficulties that oppose her admission, you compel us to infer that you intend to exclude us from the whole of the acquired territories with the intention of destroying irretrievably the equilibrium between the two sections.” 
-Senator John C. Calhoun of South Carolina (March 4, 1850)
Document C:

“Mr. President, I wish to speak today, not as a Massachusetts man, not as a Northern man, but as an American, and a member of the Senate of the United States... I speak today for the preservation of the Union.  ‘Hear me for me cause.’...And I hold the idea of a separation of these states- those that are free to form one government and those that are slaveholding to form another- as a moral impossibility. We could not separate the states by any such line, if we were to draw it.  We could not sit down here today and draw a line of separation that would satisfy any five men in the country.  There are natural causes that would keep and tie us together, and there are social and domestic relations which we could not break if we would, and which we should not if we could...And now, Mr. President, instead of speaking of the possibility of secession... let our comprehension be as broad as the country for which we act, our aspirations as high as its certain destiny.  Let us not be pigmies in a case that calls for men. Never did there devolve on any generation of men higher trusts than now devolve upon us for the preservation of this Constitution and the harmony and peace of all who are destined to live under it.  Let us make our generation one of the strongest and brightest links in the golden chain which is destined,- I fully believe, to grapple the people of all the states to this Constitution for ages to come.” 

















--Senator Daniel Webster of New Hampshire (March 7, 1850)
Document D:


“Sir, what protection does this law lend to the poor, weak, oppressed, degraded slave, whose flesh has often quivered under the lash of his inhumane owner?...When he seeks asylum in a land of freedom, this worse than barbarous law sends the officers of the government to chase him down.  The people are constrained to become his pursuers.Sir, we will not commit this crime.  Let me say to the President no power of government can compel us to involve ourselves in such guilt.  NO!  The freemen of Ohio will never turn out to chase the panting fugitive—they will never be metamorphosed into bloodhounds, to track him to his hiding place, and seize and drag him out, and deliver him to his tormentors...” 



--Representative Joshua Giddings of Ohio, 1850
What questions do you have about the compromise? 
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