
 
 
 

NC Essential Standards:  5.C&G.2.1 

Grade Level     Fifth 

Summative Performance 
Task 

  Written Argument 

 
Compelling Question: 

Is democracy always a fair form of government? 
 

Supporting Question I 
 

How were slaves and freed-
African Americans excluded from 

membership in the democratic 
society of the United States prior 

to the American Civil War? 
 

Supporting Question II 
 

How did the principles of 
democracy differ between the 

Northern And Southern States prior 
to the American Civil War? 

Supporting Question III 
 

How did principles of democracy 
change in the United States after 

the American Civil War? 

Historical Sources 
 The United States of America 

Constitution, ca.1860 (excerpt) 

 A “House Divided” by Abraham 
Lincoln 

 Speech on the Dred Scott 
decision by Frederick Douglass 

(excerpt)   

Historical Sources 

 Abraham Lincoln’s First 
Inaugural Address (excerpt) 

 Jefferson Davis’ Inaugural 
Address – 1861 (excerpt) 

 Cornerstone Speech by 
Alexander Stephens, 1861 

Historical Sources 

 13th Amendment to the 
Constitution 

 14th Amendment to the 
Constitution 

 Emancipation Proclamation 
by Abraham Lincoln 

Formative Performance Task I  

Identify evidence that shows 
how the rights of slaves and 

freed-African Americans differed 
from the rights of other 

American citizens prior to the 
Civil War. 

 

Formative Performance Task II  

Identify evidence that shows how 
the principles of democracy differed 

between the Northern and 
Southern States prior to the Civil 

War.  

Formative Performance Task III  

Identify evidence that shows 
how the principles of democracy 

changed in the United States 
following the Civil War. 

 
Summative Performance Task: 

Students will use their understanding of the rights of citizens, in particular slaves and freed-African 
Americans, prior to the Civil War, along with their comparison of the democratic principles of the 
Northern and Southern states, and the changes to democratic principles that occurred after the 

Civil War to write an argument to answer the question: is democracy always a fair form of 
government?  



 

 
Overview 
 
This module integrates skills from the 5th Grade North Carolina Social Studies Essential Standards and 
the 5th Grade Common Core State Standards for English Language Arts.  It utilizes primary sources from 
the Library of Congress and concludes in a summative assessment task that requires students to decide 
whether democracy is always a fair form of government or not and to support their choice with facts 
and evidence in the format of a written argument.  This module will strengthen Social Studies content 
knowledge, as well as provide students with valuable practice applying reading, writing and inquiry skills. 
 
The full instructional module should take 6-9 hours to complete.  Information is included to assist 
teachers in implementing the module including: additional online instructional resources, important 
background knowledge and vocabulary, NC Essential Standards, Common Core State Standards, and a 
summative assessment rubric.  The instructional cycle in this module includes: 

 Compelling Question and Background 

 Supporting Questions and Formative Performance Tasks 

 Summative Performance Task 
 
In addition, the module includes several primary documents for each formative performance task to 
support student thinking and inquiry. 
 

Compelling Question and Background 
 
Is democracy always a fair form of government? 
 
The information and resources in this section should be shared with students prior to beginning 
work on the module to ensure students have sufficient foundational knowledge and vocabulary 
to achieve success.  It is also important to note that students will require support in reading 
primary sources as the reading level is higher than that of an average fifth grader.  A primary 
document analysis handout is provided in the Appendix.  Links to several websites that support 
primary document reading are included for this purpose. 
 
It is important that students understand the intended principles and purposes of a democratic 
government.  It is also important that students have some background knowledge of the rights 
afforded to citizens of the United States in the Constitution, and more specifically, the Bill of 
Rights.  The structure of this module takes students through the changes in rights that occurred 
as a result of the Civil War.  A great extension of the Unit would be a Civil Rights study where 
students identify and analyze the similarities and differences between the Civil War in the 
1860s and the Modern Civil Rights Movement almost century later in the 1950s and 1960s.  
 

Is democracy always a fair form of 
government? 



Resources to Introduce the Module 

Webquest Treasure Hunt:  http://www.radford.edu/~sbisset/civilwar.htm 

 

Videos:  https://www.brainpop.com/socialstudies/famoushistoricalfigures/abrahamlincoln/ 

https://www.brainpop.com/socialstudies/ushistory/slavery/ 

 

More Information:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/10-facts-about-the-civil-war/ 

 

Teacher Resources for Reading Primary Documents 

Website:  http://teachinghistory.org/teaching-materials/teaching-guides/25690  

Website:  http://www.learnnc.org/lp/pages/745  

Website:  http://www.loc.gov/teachers/usingprimarysources/guides.html 

 

Important Vocabulary and Background Concepts 

democracy 

slavery 

freed-African Americans 

principle 

Northern States 

Southern States 

amendment 

secession 

The United States Constitution – 1960 

The Bill of Rights 

exclude 

states’ rights 

citizen 

citizenship 

 

Glossary of Civil War Terms 

http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/glossary/glossary.html 

 

C3 Framework connections 

Students will be responding to a compelling question and using primary documents to identify 

evidence to support their inquiry. 

 

 

http://www.radford.edu/~sbisset/civilwar.htm
https://www.brainpop.com/socialstudies/famoushistoricalfigures/abrahamlincoln/
https://www.brainpop.com/socialstudies/ushistory/slavery/
http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/10-facts-about-the-civil-war/
http://teachinghistory.org/teaching-materials/teaching-guides/25690
http://www.learnnc.org/lp/pages/745
http://www.loc.gov/teachers/usingprimarysources/guides.html
http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/glossary/glossary.html


North Carolina Essential Standards connections 

5.C&G.2.1  Understand the values and principles of a democratic republic. 

Common Core State Standards for English Language Arts connections 

RI.5.2  Explain the relationships or interactions between two or more individuals, events, ideas, or 

concepts in a historical, scientific, or technical text based on specific information in the text. 

RI.5.7  Draw on information from multiple print or digital sources, demonstrating the ability to locate an 

answer to a question quickly or to solve a problem efficiently. 

RI.5.9  Integrate information from several texts on the same topic in order to write or speak about the 

subject knowledgeably. 

W.5.1  Write opinion pieces on topics or texts, supporting a point of view with reasons and information. 

W.5.8  Recall relevant information from experiences or gather relevant information from print and 

digital sources; summarize or paraphrase information in notes and finished work, and provide a list of 

sources. 

Supporting Questions and Formative Performance Tasks 

Supporting Question 1 

How were slaves and freed-African Americans excluded from membership in the democratic 
society of the United States prior to the American Civil War? 

For students to successfully complete this model they will need to have some background knowledge 
and understanding of how slavery developed in the United States prior to the Civil War.  They should 
also understand the influence of slavery, and the opinions of those both for and against it, as it 
contributed as a cause for the Civil War.  The documents included for this supporting question are: an 
excerpt of Article II of The Constitution of the United States of America as well as the Bill of Rights as it 
was in 1860, text of the speech “A House Divided” given by Abraham Lincoln, and an excerpt from 
Frederick Douglass’ speech on the Dred Scott decision.  The sources are meant to allow students to 
consider differences in the rights that were given to citizens in the time leading up to the Civil War.  A 
graphic organizer is included in the Appendix to help students record their findings as they read. 

 

Supporting Question 2 

How did the principles of democracy differ between the Northern and Southern States prior to the 

American Civil War? 

In order to answer this supporting question students will explore primary documents that show differing 

views of democracy between the Northern and Southern states in the time prior to the Civil War.  The 

primary documents included for consideration of this question are:  an excerpt from Abraham Lincoln’s 

First Inaugural Address, an excerpt from Jefferson Davis’ First Inaugural Address, and the text of a 

Cornerstone Speech given by Alexander Stephens in 1861.  A Venn Diagram graphic organizer is 

provided in the Appendix to assist students with comparing and contrasting the democratic principles 

between the Northern and Southern States. 



 

Supporting Question 3 

How did principles of democracy change in the United States after the American Civil War? 

This question provides students with an opportunity to think about the changes to democratic principles 

that occurred during the Civil War.  As a part of that consideration students should come to some 

conclusions about the importance and impact the war had on the government and citizens of the United 

States.  The primary documents used to answer this question include the 13
th
 and 14

th
 Amendments to 

the Constitution of the United States of America, and the Emancipation Proclamation.  With these 

documents, and following their reading of the documents for supporting questions 1 and 2 students 

should be able to develop a strong Written Argument to answer the Compelling Question. 

 

Summative Performance Task 

Scoring Rubric for Written Argument 
 

 

 

CATEGORY 
4 -
 Above Standards 

3 -
 Meets Standards 

2 -
 Approaching Standards 

1 -
 Below Standards Score 

Attention 
Grabber 

The introductory 
paragraph has a 
strong hook or 
attention grabber 
that is appropriate 
for the audience. 
This could be a 
strong statement, a 
relevant quotation, 
statistic, or question 
addressed to the 
reader. 

The introductory 
paragraph has a 
hook or attention 
grabber, but it is 
weak, rambling or 
inappropriate for 
the audience. 

The author has an 
interesting introductory 
paragraph but the 
connection to the topic 
is not clear. 

The introductory 
paragraph is not 
interesting AND is 
not relevant to the 
topic. 

  

Position 
Statement 

The position 
statement provides 
a clear, strong 
statement of the 
author's position on 
the topic. 

The position 
statement provides 
a clear statement of 
the author's 
position on the 
topic. 

A position statement is 
present, but does not 
make the author's 
position clear. 

There is no position 
statement. 

  

Focus or Thesis 
Statement 

The thesis 
statement names 
the topic of the 
essay and outlines 
the main points to 
be discussed. 

The thesis 
statement names 
the topic of the 
essay. 

The thesis statement 
outlines some or all of 
the main points to be 
discussed but does not 
name the topic. 

The thesis 
statement does not 
name the topic AND 
does not preview 
what will be 
discussed. 

  



Evidence and 
Examples 

All of the evidence 
and examples are 
specific, relevant 
and explanations 
are given that show 
how each piece of 
evidence supports 
the author's 
position. 

Most of the 
evidence and 
examples are 
specific, relevant 
and explanations 
are given that show 
how each piece of 
evidence supports 
the author's 
position. 

At least one of the 
pieces of evidence and 
examples is relevant 
and has an explanation 
that shows how that 
piece of evidence 
supports the author\'s 
position. 

Evidence and 
examples are NOT 
relevant AND/OR 
are not explained. 

  

Grammar & 
Spelling 

Author makes no 
errors in grammar 
or spelling that 
distract the reader 
from the content. 

Author makes 1-2 
errors in grammar 
or spelling that 
distract the reader 
from the content. 

Author makes 3-4 errors 
in grammar or spelling 
that distract the reader 
from the content. 

Author makes more 
than 4 errors in 
grammar or spelling 
that distract the 
reader from the 
content. 

  

Capitalization & 
Punctuation 

Author makes no 
errors in 
capitalization or 
punctuation, so the 
essay is 
exceptionally easy 
to read. 

Author makes 1-2 
errors in 
capitalization or 
punctuation, but 
the essay is still 
easy to read. 

Author makes a few 
errors in capitalization 
and/or punctuation that 
catch the reader's 
attention and interrupt 
the flow. 

Author makes 
several errors in 
capitalization 
and/or punctuation 
that catch the 
reader's attention 
and interrupt the 
flow. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The Constitution of the United States of America, ca. 1860 (excerpt) 
 
 
PREAMBLE  
 
We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure 
domestic tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America. 
 
 
ARTICLE I 
 
Section 1. Legislative powers; in whom vested 
 
All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United States, which shall 
consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 
 
Section 2. House of Representatives, how and by whom chosen Qualifications of a Representative. 
Representatives and direct taxes, how apportioned. Enumeration. Vacancies to be filled. Power of 
choosing officers, and of impeachment. 
 
1. The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every second year by the 
people of the several States, and the elector in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State Legislature. 
 
2. No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained the age of twenty-five years, and 
been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of 
that State in which he shall be chosen. 
 
3. Representatives [and direct taxes] {Altered by 16th Amendment} shall be apportioned among the 
several States which may be included within this Union, according to their respective numbers, [which 
shall be determined by adding the whole number of free persons, including those bound to service for a 
term of years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three-fifths of all other persons.] {Altered by 14th 
Amendment} The actual enumeration shall be made within three years after the first meeting of the 
Congress of the United States, and within every subsequent term of ten years, in such manner as they 
shall by law direct. The number of Representatives shall not exceed one for every thirty thousand, but 
each State shall have at least one Representative; and until such enumeration shall be made, the State 
of New Hampshire shall be entitled to choose three, Massachusetts eight, Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations one, Connecticut five, New York six, New Jersey four, Pennsylvania eight, Delaware one, 
Maryland six, Virginia ten, North Carolina five, South Carolina five, and Georgia three. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUPPORTING QUESTION 1 SOURCE A 



The Ten Original Amendments The Bill of Rights. Passed by Congress September 25, 1789. Ratified 
December 15, 1791. 
 
 
AMENDMENT I 
 
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 
 
AMENDMENT II 
 
A well-regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep 
and bear arms, shall not be infringed. 
 
AMENDMENT III 
 
No soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 
 
AMENDMENT IV 
 
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, 
supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons 
or things to be seized. 
 
AMENDMENT V 
 
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment 
or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in 
actual service in time of war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be 
twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against 
himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use without just compensation. 
 
AMENDMENT VI 
 
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district shall have 
been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his 
favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense. 
 
AMENDMENT VII 
 
In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise reexamined in any court of the 
United States, than according to the rules of the common law. 
 



AMENDMENT VIII 
 
Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments 
inflicted. 
 
AMENDMENT IX 
 
The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage 
others retained by the people. 
 
AMENDMENT X 
 
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, 
are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. 
 
AMENDMENT XI 
 
Passed by Congress March 4, 1794. Ratified February 7, 1795.  
The judicial power of the United States shall not be construed to extend to any suit in law or equity, 
commenced or prosecuted against one of the United States by citizens of another State, or by citizens or 
subjects of any foreign state. 
 
AMENDMENT XII 
 
Passed by Congress December 9, 1803. Ratified July 27, 1804.  
The Electors shall meet in their respective States and vote by ballot for President and Vice-President, 
one of whom, at least, shall not be an inhabitant of the same State with themselves; they shall name in 
their ballots the person voted for as President, and in distinct ballots the person voted for as Vice-
President, and of the number of votes for each, which lists they shall sign and certify, and transmit 
sealed to the seat of the Government of the United States, directed to the President of the Senate; the 
President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, open all the 
certificates and the votes shall then be counted; - The person having the greatest number of votes for 
President, shall be the President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of Electors 
appointed; and if no person have such majority, then from the persons having the highest numbers not 
exceeding three on the list of those voted for as President, the House of Representatives shall choose 
immediately, by ballot, the President. But in choosing the President, the votes shall be taken by States, 
the representation from each State having one vote; a quorum for this purpose shall consist of a 
member or members from two-thirds of the States, and a majority of all the States shall be necessary to 
a choice. And if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President whenever the right of choice 
shall devolve upon them, [before the fourth day of March next following,] {Altered by 20th Amendment} 
then the Vice-President shall act as President, as in case of the death or other constitutional disability of 
the President. The person having the greatest number of votes as Vice-President, shall be the Vice-
President, if such numbers be a majority of the whole number of electors appointed, and if no person 
have a majority, then from the two highest numbers on the list, the Senate shall choose the Vice-
President; a quorum for the purpose shall consist of two-thirds of the whole number of Senators, and a 
majority of the whole number shall be necessary to a choice. But no person constitutionally ineligible to 
the office of President shall be eligible to that of Vice-President of the United States. 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/usconstitution.html 

 
 

http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/usconstitution.html


 
A “House Divided” 
By Abraham Lincoln 
 
Lincoln gave his now iconic "House Divided" speech upon receiving the Illinois Republican Party's 
nomination for a seat in the United States Senate in 1858.  In the race that ensued, Lincoln would face off 
against Democrat Stephen Douglas in a series of highly publicized debates about national issues, most 
importantly the institution of slavery.  Lincoln eventually lost the election to Douglas, but the debates 
and media coverage of them vaulted the previously unknown lawyer to national stardom and, 
eventually, the Presidency in 1860. 
 
Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Convention: 
 
If we could first know where we are and whither we are tending, we could better judge what to do and 
how to do it. We are now far into the fifth year since a policy was initiated with the avowed object and 
confident promise of putting an end to slavery agitation. Under the operation of that policy, that 
agitation has not only not ceased but has constantly augmented. In my opinion, it will not cease until a 
crisis shall have been reached and passed. "A house divided against itself cannot stand." 
 
I believe this government cannot endure, permanently, half slave and half free. I do not expect the 
Union to be dissolved; I do not expect the house to fall; but I do expect it will cease to be divided. It will 
become all one thing, or all the other. Either the opponents of slavery will arrest the further spread of it 
and place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or 
its advocates will push it forward till it shall become alike lawful in all the states, old as well as new, 
North as well as South. 
 
Have we no tendency to the latter condition? 
 
Let anyone who doubts carefully contemplate that now almost complete legal combination -- piece of 
machinery, so to speak -- compounded of the Nebraska doctrine and the Dred Scott decision. Let him 
consider, not only what work the machinery is adapted to do, and how well adapted, but also let him 
study the history of its construction and trace, if he can, or rather fail, if he can, to trace the evidences of 
design and concert of action among its chief architects, from the beginning. 
 
The new year of 1854 found slavery excluded from more than half the states by state constitutions and 
from most of the national territory by congressional prohibition. Four days later commenced the 
struggle which ended in repealing that congressional prohibition. This opened all the national territory 
to slavery and was the first point gained. 
 
But, so far, Congress only had acted; and an endorsement by the people, real or apparent, was 
indispensable to save the point already gained and give chance for more. 
 
This necessity had not been overlooked, but had been provided for, as well as might be, in the notable 
argument of "squatter sovereignty," other-wise called "sacred right of self-government," which latter 
phrase, though expressive of the only rightful basis of any government, was so perverted in this 
attempted use of it as to amount to just this: That if any one man choose to enslave another, no third 
man shall be allowed to object. That argument was incorporated into the Nebraska Bill itself, in the 
language which follows: 
 

SUPPORTING QUESTION 1 SOURCE B 



It being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into an territory or state, nor to 
exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there-of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic 
institutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States. 
Then opened the roar of loose declamation in favor of "squatter sovereignty" and "sacred right of self-
government." "But," said opposition members, "let us amend the bill so as to expressly declare that the 
people of the territory may exclude slavery." "Not we," said the friends of the measure; and down they 
voted the amendment. 
 
While the Nebraska Bill was passing through Congress, a law case, involving the question of a Negro's 
freedom, by reason of his owner having voluntarily taken him first into a free state and then into a 
territory covered by the congressional prohibition, and held him as a slave for a long time in each, was 
passing through the United States Circuit Court for the district of Missouri; and both Nebraska Bill and 
lawsuit were brought to a decision in the same month of May 1854. The Negro's name was Dred Scott, 
which name now designates the decision finally made in the case. Before the then next presidential 
election, the law case came to, and was argued in, the Supreme Court of the United States; but the 
decision of it was deferred until after the election. Still, before the election, Senator Trumbull, on the 
floor of the Senate, requested the leading advocate of the Nebraska Bill to state his opinion whether the 
people of a territory can constitutionally exclude slavery from their limits; and the latter answers: "That 
is a question for the Supreme Court." 
 
The election came. Mr. Buchanan was elected, and the endorsement, such as it was, secured. That was 
the second point gained. The endorsement, however, fell short of a clear popular majority by nearly 
400,000 votes, and so, perhaps, was not overwhelmingly reliable and satisfactory. The outgoing 
President, in his last annual message, as impressively as possible echoed back upon the people the 
weight and authority of the endorsement. The Supreme Court met again, did not announce their 
decision, but ordered a reargument. 
 
The presidential inauguration came, and still no decision of the Court; but the incoming President, in his 
inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people to abide by the forthcoming decision, whatever it 
might be. Then, in a few days, came the decision. 
 
The reputed author of the Nebraska Bill finds an early occasion to make a speech at this capital 
endorsing the Dred Scott decision, and vehemently denouncing all opposition to it. The new President, 
too, seizes the early occasion of the Silliman letter to endorse and strongly construe that decision, and 
to express his astonishment that any different view had ever been entertained! 
 
At length a squabble springs up between the President and the author of the Nebraska Bill, on the mere 
question of fact, whether the Lecompton constitution was or was not in any just sense made by the 
people of Kansas; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he wants is a fair vote for the people, 
and that he cares not whether slavery be voted down or voted up. I do not understand his declaration, 
that he cares not whether slavery be voted down or voted up, to be intended by him other than as an 
apt definition of the policy he would impress upon the public mind -- the principle for which he declares 
he has suffered so much and is ready to suffer to the end. And well may he cling to that principle! If he 
has any parental feeling, well may he cling to it. That principle is the only shred left of his original 
Nebraska doctrine. 
 
Under the Dred Scott decision, "squatter sovereignty" squatted out of existence, tumbled down like 
temporary scaffolding; like the mold at the foundry, served through one blast and fell back into loose 
sand; helped to carry an election and then was kicked to the winds. His late joint struggle with the 
Republicans against the Lecompton constitution involves nothing of the original Nebraska doctrine. That 



struggle was made on a point -- the right of a people to make their own constitution -- upon which he 
and the Republicans have never differed. 
 
The several points of the Dred Scott decision, in connection with Senator Douglas' "care not" policy, 
constitute the piece of machinery in its present state of advancement. This was the third point gained. 
The working points of that machinery are: 
 
First, that no Negro slave, imported as such from Africa, and no descendant of such slave can ever be a 
citizen of any state in the sense of that term as used in the Constitution of the United States. This point 
is made in order to deprive the Negro, in every possible event, of the benefit of that provision of the 
United States Constitution which declares that "the citizens of each state shall be entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of citizens in the several states." 
 
Second, that, "subject to the Constitution of the United States," neither Congress nor a territorial 
legislature can exclude slavery from any United States territory. This point is made in order that 
individual men may fill up the territories with slaves, without danger of losing them as property, and 
thus enhance the chances of permanency to the institution through all the future. 
 
Third, that whether the holding a Negro in actual slavery in a free state makes him free, as against the 
holder, the United States courts will not decide, but will leave to be decided by the courts of any slave 
state the Negro may be forced into by the master. This point is made, not to be pressed immediately 
but, if acquiesced in for awhile, and apparently endorsed by the people at an election, then to sustain 
the logical conclusion that what Dred Scott's master might lawfully do with Dred Scott in the free state 
of Illinois, every other master may lawfully do with any other one, or 1,000 slaves, in Illinois or in any 
other free state. 
 
Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, the Nebraska doctrine, or what is left of it, is to 
educate and mold public opinion, at least Northern public opinion, not to care whether slavery is voted 
down or voted up. This shows exactly where we now are; and partially, also, whither we are tending. 
 
It will throw additional light on the latter to go back and run the mind over the string of historical facts 
already stated. Several things will now appear less dark and mysterious than they did when they were 
transpiring. The people were to be left "perfectly free," "subject only to the Constitution." What the 
Constitution had to do with it, outsiders could not then see. Plainly enough, now, it was an exactly fitted 
niche for the Dred Scott decision to afterward come in and declare the perfect freedom of the people to 
be just no freedom at all. 
 
Why was the amendment expressly declaring the right of the people voted down? Plainly enough, now, 
the adoption of it would have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. Why was the Court decision 
held up? Why even a senator's individual opinion withheld till after the presidential election? Plainly 
enough, now, the speaking out then would have damaged the "perfectly free" argument upon which the 
election was to be carried. Why the outgoing President's felicitation on the endorsement? Why the 
delay of a reargument? Why the incoming President's advance exhortation in favor of the decision? 
These things look like the cautious patting and petting of a spirited horse preparatory to mounting him 
when it is dreaded that he may give the rider a fall. And why the hasty after-endorsement of the 
decision by the President and others? 
 
We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adaptations are the result of preconcert. But when we 
see a lot of framed timbers, different portions of which we know have been gotten out at different 
times and places and by different workmen -- Stephen, Franklin, Roger, and James, for instance -- and 



when we see these timbers joined together and see they exactly make the frame of a house or a mill, all 
the tenons and mortises exactly fitting, and all the lengths and proportions of the different pieces 
exactly adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too many or too few, not omitting even 
scaffolding, or, if a single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame exactly fitted and prepared yet 
to bring such piece in -- in such a case, we find it impossible not to believe that Stephen and Franklin and 
Roger and James all understood one another from the beginning, and all worked upon a common plan 
or draft drawn up before the first blow was struck. 
 
 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/dred-scott-v-sanford.html  
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Speech on the Dred Scott Decision (excerpt) 
By Frederick Douglass 
 
The American people have made void our Constitution by just such traditions as Judge Taney and Mr. 
Garrison have been giving to the world of late, as the true light in which to view the Constitution of the 
United States. I shall follow neither. It is not what Moses allowed for the hardness of heart, but what 
God requires, ought to be the rule. 
 
It may be said that it is quite true that the Constitution was designed to secure the blessings of liberty 
and justice to the people who made it, and to the posterity of the people who made it, but was never 
designed to do any such thing for the colored people of African descent. 
 
This is Judge Taney’s argument, and it is Mr. Garrison’s argument, but it is not the argument of the 
Constitution. The Constitution imposes no such mean and satanic limitations upon its own beneficent 
operation. And, if the Constitution makes none, I beg to know what right has anybody, outside of the 
Constitution, for the special accommodation of slaveholding villainy, to impose such a construction upon 
the Constitution? 
 
The Constitution knows all the human inhabitants of this country as “the people.” It makes, as I have 
said before, no discrimination in favor of, or against, any class of the people, but is fitted to protect and 
preserve the rights of all, without reference to color, size, or any physical peculiarities. Besides, it has 
been shown by William Goodell and others, that in eleven out of the old thirteen States, colored men 
were legal voters at the time of the adoption of the Constitution. 
 
In conclusion, let me say, all I ask of the American people is, that they live up to the Constitution, adopt 
its principles, imbibe its spirit, and enforce its provisions. When this is done, the wounds of my bleeding 
people will be healed, the chain will no longer rust on their ankles, their backs will no longer be torn by 
the bloody lash, and liberty, the glorious birthright of our common humanity, will become the 
inheritance of all the inhabitants of this highly favored country. 

 
 
Reference:  http://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/speech-on-the-dred-scott-decision-2/ 
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Abraham Lincoln’s First Inaugural Address 
 

 
 

The crowd forms to hear Lincoln's First Inaugural Address. (Library of Congress) 

 
 
Washington D.C. 
 
Fellow-Citizens of the United States: 
 
In compliance with a custom as old as the Government itself, I appear before you to address you briefly 
and to take in your presence the oath prescribed by the Constitution of the United States to be taken by 
the President "before he enters on the execution of this office." 
 
I do not consider it necessary at present for me to discuss those matters of administration about which 
there is no special anxiety or excitement. 
 
Apprehension seems to exist among the people of the Southern States that by the accession of a 
Republican Administration their property and their peace and personal security are to be endangered. 
There has never been any reasonable cause for such apprehension. Indeed, the most ample evidence to 
the contrary has all the while existed and been open to their inspection. It is found in nearly all the 
published speeches of him who now addresses you. I do but quote from one of those speeches when I 
declare that- I have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the institution of slavery in the 
States where it exists. I believe I have no lawful right to do so, and I have no inclination to do so. 
 
Those who nominated and elected me did so with full knowledge that I had made this and many similar 
declarations and had never recanted them; and more than this, they placed in the platform for my 
acceptance, and as a law to themselves and to me, the clear and emphatic resolution which I now read: 
 
Resolved, That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the States, and especially the right of each 
State to order and control its own domestic institutions according to its own judgment exclusively, is 
essential to that balance of power on which the perfection and endurance of our political fabric depend; 
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and we denounce the lawless invasion by armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no matter 
what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes. 
 
I now reiterate these sentiments, and in doing so I only press upon the public attention the most 
conclusive evidence of which the case is susceptible that the property, peace, and security of no section 
are to be in any wise endangered by the now incoming Administration. I add, too, that all the protection 
which, consistently with the Constitution and the laws, can be given will be cheerfully given to all the 
States when lawfully demanded, for whatever cause-as cheerfully to one section as to another. 
 
There is much controversy about the delivering up of fugitives from service or labor. The clause I now 
read is as plainly written in the Constitution as any other of its provisions: 
 
No person held to service or labor in one State, under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall in 
consequence of any law or regulation therein be discharged from such service or labor, but shall be 
delivered up on claim of the party to whom such service or labor may be due. 
 
It is scarcely questioned that this provision was intended by those who made it for the reclaiming of 
what we call fugitive slaves; and the intention of the lawgiver is the law. All members of Congress swear 
their support to the whole Constitution-to this provision as much as to any other. To the proposition, 
then, that slaves whose cases come within the terms of this clause "shall be delivered up" their oaths 
are unanimous. Now, if they would make the effort in good temper, could they not with nearly equal 
unanimity frame and pass a law by means of which to keep good that unanimous oath? 
 
There is some difference of opinion whether this clause should be enforced by national or by State 
authority, but surely that difference is not a very material one. If the slave is to be surrendered, it can be 
of but little consequence to him or to others by which authority it is done. And should anyone in any 
case be content that his oath shall go unkept on a merely unsubstantial controversy as to how it shall be 
kept? 
 
Again: In any law upon this subject ought not all the safeguards of liberty known in civilized and humane 
jurisprudence to be introduced, so that a free man be not in any case surrendered as a slave? And might 
it not be well at the same time to provide by law for the enforcement of that clause in the Constitution 
which guarantees that "the citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of 
citizens in the several States"? 
 
I take the official oath to-day with no mental reservations and with no purpose to construe the 
Constitution or laws by any hypercritical rules; and while I do not choose now to specify particular acts 
of Congress as proper to be enforced, I do suggest that it will be much safer for all, both in official and 
private stations, to conform to and abide by all those acts which stand unrepealed than to violate any of 
them trusting to find impunity in having them held to be unconstitutional. 
 
It is seventy-two years since the first inauguration of a President under our National Constitution. During 
that period fifteen different and greatly distinguished citizens have in succession administered the 
executive branch of the Government. They have conducted it through many perils, and generally with 
great success. Yet, with all this scope of precedent, I now enter upon the same task for the brief 
constitutional term of four years under great and peculiar difficulty. A disruption of the Federal Union, 
heretofore only menaced, is now formidably attempted. 
 
I hold that in contemplation of universal law and of the Constitution the Union of these States is 
perpetual. Perpetuity is implied, if not expressed, in the fundamental law of all national governments. It 



is safe to assert that no government proper ever had a provision in its organic law for its own 
termination. Continue to execute all the express provisions of our National Constitution, and the Union 
will endure forever, it being impossible to destroy it except by some action not provided for in the 
instrument itself. 
 
Again: If the United States be not a government proper, but an association of States in the nature of 
contract merely, can it, as a contract, be peaceably unmade by less than all the parties who made it? 
One party to a contract may violate it-break it, so to speak-but does it not require all to lawfully rescind 
it? 
 
Descending from these general principles, we find the proposition that in legal contemplation the Union 
is perpetual confirmed by the history of the Union itself. The Union is much older than the Constitution. 
It was formed, in fact, by the Articles of Association in 1774. It was matured and continued by the 
Declaration of Independence in 1776. It was further matured, and the faith of all the then thirteen 
States expressly plighted and engaged that it should be perpetual, by the Articles of Confederation in 
1778. And finally, in 1787, one of the declared objects for ordaining and establishing the Constitution 
was "to form a more perfect Union." 
 
But if destruction of the Union by one or by a part only of the States be lawfully possible, the Union is 
less perfect than before the Constitution, having lost the vital element of perpetuity. 
 
It follows from these views that no State upon its own mere motion can lawfully get out of the Union; 
that resolves and ordinances to that effect are legally void, and that acts of violence within any State or 
States against the authority of the United States are insurrectionary or revolutionary, according to 
circumstances. 
 
I therefore consider that in view of the Constitution and the laws the Union is unbroken, and to the 
extent of my ability, I shall take care, as the Constitution itself expressly enjoins upon me, that the laws 
of the Union be faithfully executed in all the States. 
 
I therefore consider that in view of the Constitution and the laws the Union is unbroken, and to the 
extent of my ability, I shall take care, as the Constitution itself expressly enjoins upon me, that the laws 
of the Union be faithfully executed in all the States. Doing this I deem to be only a simple duty on my 
part, and I shall perform it so far as practicable unless my rightful masters, the American people, shall 
withhold the requisite means or in some authoritative manner direct the contrary. I trust this will not be 
regarded as a menace, but only as the declared purpose of the Union that it will constitutionally defend 
and maintain itself. 
 
In doing this there needs to be no bloodshed or violence, and there shall be none unless it be forced 
upon the national authority. The power confided to me will be used to hold, occupy, and possess the 
property and places belonging to the Government and to collect the duties and imposts; but beyond 
what may be necessary for these objects, there will be no invasion, no using of force against or among 
the people anywhere. Where hostility to the United States in any interior locality shall be so great and 
universal as to prevent competent resident citizens from holding the Federal offices, there will be no 
attempt to force obnoxious strangers among the people for that object. While the strict legal right may 
exist in the Government to enforce the exercise of these offices, the attempt to do so would be so 
irritating and so nearly impracticable withal that I deem it better to forego for the time the uses of such 
offices. 
 



The mails, unless repelled, will continue to be furnished in all parts of the Union. So far as possible the 
people everywhere shall have that sense of perfect security which is most favorable to calm thought and 
reflection. The course here indicated will be followed unless current events and experience shall show a 
modification or change to be proper, and in every case and exigency my best discretion will be 
exercised, according to circumstances actually existing and with a view and a hope of a peaceful solution 
of the national troubles and the restoration of fraternal sympathies and affections. 
 
That there are persons in one section or another who seek to destroy the Union at all events and are 
glad of any pretext to do it I will neither affirm nor deny; but if there be such, I need address no word to 
them. To those, however, who really love the Union may I not speak? 
 
Before entering upon so grave a matter as the destruction of our national fabric, with all its benefits, its 
memories, and its hopes, would it not be wise to ascertain precisely why we do it? Will you hazard so 
desperate a step while there is any possibility that any portion of the ills you fly from have no real 
existence? Will you, while the certain ills you fly to are greater than all the real ones you fly from, will 
you risk the commission of so fearful a mistake? 
 
All profess to be content in the Union if all constitutional rights can be maintained. Is it true, then, that 
any right plainly written in the Constitution has been denied? I think not. Happily, the human mind is so 
constituted that no party can reach to the audacity of doing this. Think, if you can, of a single instance in 
which a plainly written provision of the Constitution has ever been denied. If by the mere force of 
numbers a majority should deprive a minority of any clearly written constitutional right, it might in a 
moral point of view justify revolution; certainly would if such right were a vital one. But such is not our 
case. All the vital rights of minorities and of individuals are so plainly assured to them by affirmations 
and negations, guaranties and prohibitions, in the Constitution that controversies never arise concerning 
them. But no organic law can ever be framed with a provision specifically applicable to every question 
which may occur in practical administration. No foresight can anticipate nor any document of 
reasonable length contain express provisions for all possible questions. Shall fugitives from labor be 
surrendered by national or by State authority? The Constitution does not expressly say. May Congress 
prohibit slavery in the Territories? The Constitution does not expressly say. Must Congress protect 
slavery in the Territories? The Constitution does not expressly say. 
 
From questions of this class spring all our constitutional controversies, and we divide upon them into 
majorities and minorities. If the minority will not acquiesce, the majority must, or the Government must 
cease. There is no other alternative, for continuing the Government is acquiescence on one side or the 
other. If a minority in such case will secede rather than acquiesce, they make a precedent which in turn 
will divide and ruin them, for a minority of their own will secede from them whenever a majority refuses 
to be controlled by such minority. For instance, why may not any portion of a new confederacy a year or 
two hence arbitrarily secede again, precisely as portions of the present Union now claim to secede from 
it? All who cherish disunion sentiments are now being educated to the exact temper of doing this. 
 
Is there such perfect identity of interests among the States to compose a new union as to produce 
harmony only and prevent renewed secession? 
 
If a minority in such case will secede rather than acquiesce, they make a precedent which in turn will 
divide and ruin them, for a minority of their own will secede from them whenever a majority refuses to 
be controlled by such minority…Plainly the central idea of secession is the essence of anarchy. 
 
Plainly the central idea of secession is the essence of anarchy. A majority held in restraint by 
constitutional checks and limitations, and always changing easily with deliberate changes of popular 



opinions and sentiments, is the only true sovereign of a free people. Whoever rejects it does of 
necessity fly to anarchy or to despotism. Unanimity is impossible. The rule of a minority, as a permanent 
arrangement, is wholly inadmissible; so that, rejecting the majority principle, anarchy or despotism in 
some form is all that is left. 
 
I do not forget the position assumed by some that constitutional questions are to be decided by the 
Supreme Court, nor do I deny that such decisions must be binding in any case upon the parties to a suit 
as to the object of that suit, while they are also entitled to very high respect and consideration in all 
parallel cases by all other departments of the Government. And while it is obviously possible that such 
decision may be erroneous in any given case, still the evil effect following it, being limited to that 
particular case, with the chance that it may be overruled and never become a precedent for other cases, 
can better be borne than could the evils of a different practice. At the same time, the candid citizen 
must confess that if the policy of the Government upon vital questions affecting the whole people is to 
be irrevocably fixed by decisions of the Supreme Court, the instant they are made in ordinary litigation 
between parties in personal actions the people will have ceased to be their own rulers, having to that 
extent practically resigned their Government into the hands of that eminent tribunal. Nor is there in this 
view any assault upon the court or the judges. It is a duty from which they may not shrink to decide 
cases properly brought before them, and it is no fault of theirs if others seek to turn their decisions to 
political purposes. 
 
One section of our country believes slavery is right and ought to be extended, while the other believes it 
is wrong and ought not to be extended. This is the only substantial dispute. The fugitive-slave clause of 
the Constitution and the law for the suppression of the foreign slave trade are each as well enforced, 
perhaps, as any law can ever be in a community where the moral sense of the people imperfectly 
supports the law itself. The great body of the people abide by the dry legal obligation in both cases, and 
a few break over in each. This, I think, can not be perfectly cured, and it would be worse in both cases 
after the separation of the sections than before. The foreign slave trade, now imperfectly suppressed, 
would be ultimately revived without restriction in one section, while fugitive slaves, now only partially 
surrendered, would not be surrendered at all by the other. 
 
Physically speaking, we can not separate. We can not remove our respective sections from each other 
nor build an impassable wall between them. A husband and wife may be divorced and go out of the 
presence and beyond the reach of each other, but the different parts of our country can not do this. 
They can not but remain face to face, and intercourse, either amicable or hostile, must continue 
between them. Is it possible, then, to make that intercourse more advantageous or more satisfactory 
after separation than before? Can aliens make treaties easier than friends can make laws? Can treaties 
be more faithfully enforced between aliens than laws can among friends? Suppose you go to war, you 
can not fight always; and when, after much loss on both sides and no gain on either, you cease fighting, 
the identical old questions, as to terms of intercourse, are again upon you. 
 
This country, with its institutions, belongs to the people who inhabit it. Whenever they shall grow weary 
of the existing Government, they can exercise their constitutional right of amending it or their 
revolutionary right to dismember or overthrow it. I can not be ignorant of the fact that many worthy and 
patriotic citizens are desirous of having the National Constitution amended. While I make no 
recommendation of amendments, I fully recognize the rightful authority of the people over the whole 
subject, to be exercised in either of the modes prescribed in the instrument itself; and I should, under 
existing circumstances, favor rather than oppose a fair opportunity being afforded the people to act 
upon it. I will venture to add that to me the convention mode seems preferable, in that it allows 
amendments to originate with the people themselves, instead of only permitting them to take or reject 
propositions originated by others, not especially chosen for the purpose, and which might not be 



precisely such as they would wish to either accept or refuse. I understand a proposed amendment to the 
Constitution-which amendment, however, I have not seen-has passed Congress, to the effect that the 
Federal Government shall never interfere with the domestic institutions of the States, including that of 
persons held to service. To avoid misconstruction of what I have said, I depart from my purpose not to 
speak of particular amendments so far as to say that, holding such a provision to now be implied 
constitutional law, I have no objection to its being made express and irrevocable. 
 
The Chief Magistrate derives all his authority from the people, and they have referred none upon him to 
fix terms for the separation of the States. The people themselves can do this if also they choose, but the 
Executive as such has nothing to do with it. His duty is to administer the present Government as it came 
to his hands and to transmit it unimpaired by him to his successor. 
 
Why should there not be a patient confidence in the ultimate justice of the people? Is there any better 
or equal hope in the world? In our present differences, is either party without faith of being in the right? 
If the Almighty Ruler of Nations, with His eternal truth and justice, be on your side of the North, or on 
yours of the South, that truth and that justice will surely prevail by the judgment of this great tribunal of 
the American people. 
 
By the frame of the Government under which we live this same people have wisely given their public 
servants but little power for mischief, and have with equal wisdom provided for the return of that little 
to their own hands at very short intervals. While the people retain their virtue and vigilance no 
Administration by any extreme of wickedness or folly can very seriously injure the Government in the 
short space of four years. 
 
My countrymen, one and all, think calmly and well upon this whole subject. Nothing valuable can be lost 
by taking time. If there be an object to hurry any of you in hot haste to a step which you would never 
take deliberately, that object will be frustrated by taking time; but no good object can be frustrated by 
it. Such of you as are now dissatisfied still have the old Constitution unimpaired, and, on the sensitive 
point, the laws of your own framing under it; while the new Administration will have no immediate 
power, if it would, to change either. If it were admitted that you who are dissatisfied hold the right side 
in the dispute, there still is no single good reason for precipitate action. Intelligence, patriotism, 
Christianity, and a firm reliance on Him who has never yet forsaken this favored land are still competent 
to adjust in the best way all our present difficulty. 
 
In your hands, my dissatisfied fellow-countrymen, and not in mine, is the momentous issue of civil war. 
The Government will not assail you. You can have no conflict without being yourselves the aggressors. 
You have no oath registered in heaven to destroy the Government, while I shall have the most solemn 
one to "preserve, protect, and defend it." 
 
I am loath to close. We are not enemies, but friends. We must not be enemies. Though passion may 
have strained it must not break our bonds of affection. The mystic chords of memory, stretching from 
every battlefield and patriot grave to every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land, wil yet 
swell the chorus of the Union, when again touched, as surely they will be, by the better angels of our 
nature. 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/lincolninaugural1.html 
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Jefferson Davis’ Inaugural Address 
 

 
Jefferson Davis (National Archives) 

 
The following is Jefferson Davis' Inaugural Address in which he discusses the reasons he believes to be 
the causes of succession. He also states his hopes for peace and prosperity between the Confederate 
States of America and the United States of America. 
 
 
Montgomery, Alabama 
 
Gentlemen of the Congress of the Confederate States of America, Friends and Fellow-Citizens:   
 
Called to the difficult and responsible station of Chief Executive of the Provisional Government which 
you have instituted, I approach the discharge of the duties assigned to me with an humble distrust of my 
abilities, but with a sustaining confidence in the wisdom of those who are to guide and to aid me in the 
administration of public affairs, and an abiding faith in the virtue and patriotism of the people. 
 
Looking forward to the speedy establishment of a permanent government to take the place of this, and 
which by its greater moral and physical power will be better able to combat with the many difficulties 
which arise from the conflicting interests of separate nations, I enter upon the duties of the office to 
which I have been chosen with the hope that the beginning of our career as a Confederacy may not be 
obstructed by hostile opposition to our enjoyment of the separate existence and independence which 
we have asserted, and, with the blessing of Providence, intend to maintain. Our present condition, 
achieved in a manner unprecedented in the history of nations, illustrates the American idea that 
governments rest upon the consent of the governed, and that it is the right of the people to alter or 
abolish governments whenever they become destructive of the ends for which they were established. 
 
The declared purpose of the compact of Union from which we have withdrawn was "to establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure 
the blessing of liberty to ourselves and our posterity;" and when, in the judgment of the sovereign 
States now composing this Confederacy, it had been perverted from the purposes for which it was 
ordained, and had ceased to answer the ends for which it was established, a peaceful appeal to the 
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ballot-box declared that so far as they were concerned, the government created by that compact should 
cease to exist. In this they merely asserted a right which the Declaration of Independence of 1776 had 
defined to be inalienable; of the time and occasion for its exercise, they, as sovereigns, were the final 
judges, each for itself. The impartial and enlightened verdict of mankind will vindicate the rectitude of 
our conduct, and He who knows the hearts of men will judge of the sincerity with which we labored to 
preserve the Government of our fathers in its spirit. The right solemnly proclaimed at the birth of the 
States, and which has been affirmed and reaffirmed in the bills of rights of States subsequently admitted 
into the Union of 1789, undeniably recognize in the people the power to resume the authority 
delegated for the purposes of government. Thus the sovereign States here represented proceeded to 
form this Confederacy, and it is by abuse of language that their act has been denominated a revolution. 
They formed a new alliance, but within each State its government has remained, the rights of person 
and property have not been disturbed. The agent through whom they communicated with foreign 
nations is changed, but this does not necessarily interrupt their international relations. 
 
Sustained by the consciousness that the transition from the former Union to the present Confederacy 
has not proceeded from a disregard on our part of just obligations, or any failure to perform every 
constitutional duty, moved by no interest or passion to invade the rights of others, anxious to cultivate 
peace and commerce with all nations, if we may not hope to avoid war, we may at least expect that 
posterity will acquit us of having needlessly engaged in it. Doubly justified by the absence of wrong on 
our part, and by wanton aggression on the part of others, there can be no cause to doubt that the 
courage and patriotism of the people of the Confederate States will be found equal to any measures of 
defense which honor and security may require. 
 
An agricultural people, whose chief interest is the export of a commodity required in every 
manufacturing country, our true policy is peace, and the freest trade which our necessities will permit. It 
is alike our interest, and that of all those to whom we would sell and from whom we would buy, that 
there should be the fewest practicable restrictions upon the interchange of commodities. There can be 
but little rivalry between ours and any manufacturing or navigating community, such as the 
Northeastern States of the American Union. It must follow, therefore, that a mutual interest would 
invite good will and kind offices. If, however, passion or the lust of dominion should cloud the judgment 
or inflame the ambition of those States, we must prepare to meet the emergency and to maintain, by 
the final arbitrament of the sword, the position which we have assumed among the nations of the earth. 
We have entered upon the career of independence, and it must be inflexibly pursued. Through many 
years of controversy with our late associates, the Northern States, we have vainly endeavored to secure 
tranquillity, and to obtain respect for the rights to which we were entitled. As a necessity, not a choice, 
we have resorted to the remedy of separation; and henceforth our energies must be directed to the 
conduct of our own affairs, and the perpetuity of the Confederacy which we have formed. If a just 
perception of mutual interest shall permit us peaceably to pursue our separate political career, my most 
earnest desire will have been fulfilled. But, if this be denied to us, and the integrity of our territory and 
jurisdiction be assailed, it will but remain for us, with firm resolve, to appeal to arms and invoke the 
blessings of Providence on a just cause. 
 
As a consequence of our new condition and with a view to meet anticipated wants, it will be necessary 
to provide for the speedy and efficient organization of branches of the executive department, having 
special charge of foreign intercourse, finance, military affairs, and the postal service. 
 
For purposes of defense, the Confederate States may, under ordinary circumstances, rely mainly upon 
their militia, but it is deemed advisable, in the present condition of affairs, that there should be a well-
instructed and disciplined army, more numerous than would usually be required on a peace 
establishment. I also suggest that for the protection of our harbors and commerce on the high seas a 



navy adapted to those objects will be required. These necessities have doubtless engaged the attention 
of Congress. 
 
With a Constitution differing only from that of our fathers in so far as it is explanatory of their well-
known intent, freed from the sectional conflicts which have interfered with the pursuit of the general 
welfare, it is not unreasonable to expect that States from which we have recently parted may seek to 
unite their fortunes with ours under the government which we have instituted. For this your 
Constitution makes adequate provision; but beyond this, if I mistake not the judgment and will of the 
people, a reunion with the States from which we have separated is neither practicable nor desirable. To 
increase the power, develop the resources, and promote the happiness of a confederacy, it is requisite 
that there should be so much of homogeneity that the welfare of every portion shall be the aim of the 
whole. Where this does not exist, antagonisms are engendered which must and should result in 
separation. 
 
Actuated solely by the desire to preserve our own rights and promote our own welfare, the separation 
of the Confederate States has been marked by no aggression upon others and followed by no domestic 
convulsion. Our industrial pursuits have received no check. The cultivation of our fields has progressed 
as heretofore, and even should we be involved in war there would be no considerable diminution in the 
production of the staples which have constituted our exports and in which the commercial world has an 
interest scarcely less than our own. This common interest of the producer and consumer can only be 
interrupted by an exterior force which should obstruct its transmission to foreign markets--a course of 
conduct which would be as unjust toward us as it would be detrimental to manufacturing and 
commercial interests abroad. Should reason guide the action of the Government from which we have 
separated, a policy so detrimental to the civilized world, the Northern States included, could not be 
dictated by even the strongest desire to inflict injury upon us; but otherwise a terrible responsibility will 
rest upon it, and the suffering of millions will bear testimony to the folly and wickedness of our 
aggressors. In the meantime there will remain to us, besides the ordinary means before suggested, the 
well-known resources for retaliation upon the commerce of an enemy. 
 
Experience in public stations, of subordinate grade to this which your kindness has conferred, has taught 
me that care and toil and disappointment are the price of official elevation. You will see many errors to 
forgive, many deficiencies to tolerate, but you shall not find in me either a want of zeal or fidelity to the 
cause that is to me highest in hope and of most enduring affection. Your generosity has bestowed upon 
me an undeserved distinction, one which I neither sought nor desired. Upon the continuance of that 
sentiment and upon your wisdom and patriotism I rely to direct and support me in the performance of 
the duty required at my hands. 
 
We have changed the constituent parts, but not the system of our Government. The Constitution 
formed by our fathers is that of these Confederate States, in their exposition of it, and in the judicial 
construction it has received, we have a light which reveals its true meaning.  
 
Thus instructed as to the just interpretation of the instrument, and ever remembering that all offices are 
but trusts held for the people, and that delegated powers are to be strictly construed, I will hope, by due 
diligence in the performance of my duties, though I may disappoint your expectations, yet to retain, 
when retiring, something of the good will and confidence which welcome my entrance into office. 
 
It is joyous, in the midst of perilous times, to look around upon a people united in heart, where one 
purpose of high resolve animates and actuates the whole--where the sacrifices to be made are not 
weighed in the balance against honor and right and liberty and equality. Obstacles may retard, they 
cannot long prevent the progress of a movement sanctified by its justice, and sustained by a virtuous 



people. Reverently let us invoke the God of our fathers to guide and protect us in our efforts to 
perpetuate the principles which, by his blessing, they were able to vindicate, establish and transmit to 
their posterity, and with a continuance of His favor, ever gratefully acknowledged, we may hopefully 
look forward to success, to peace, and to prosperity. 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/davisinaugural1.html  
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Cornerstone Speech by Alexander Stephens (excerpt) 
Savannah, Georgia 
March 21, 1861 
 
But not to be tedious in enumerating the numerous changes for the better, allow me to allude to one 
other though last, not least. The new constitution has put at rest, forever, all the agitating questions 
relating to our peculiar institution African slavery as it exists amongst us the proper status of the negro 
in our form of civilization. This was the immediate cause of the late rupture and present revolution. 
Jefferson in his forecast, had anticipated this, as the “rock upon which the old Union would split.” He 
was right. What was conjecture with him, is now a realized fact. But whether he fully comprehended the 
great truth upon which that rock stood and stands, may be doubted. The prevailing ideas entertained by 
him and most of the leading statesmen at the time of the formation of the old constitution, were that 
the enslavement of the African was in violation of the laws of nature; that it was wrong in principle, 
socially, morally, and politically. It was an evil they knew not well how to deal with, but the general 
opinion of the men of that day was that, somehow or other in the order of Providence, the institution 
would be evanescent and pass away. This idea, though not incorporated in the constitution, was the 
prevailing idea at that time. The constitution, it is true, secured every essential guarantee to the 
institution while it should last, and hence no argument can be justly urged against the constitutional 
guarantees thus secured, because of the common sentiment of the day. Those ideas, however, were 
fundamentally wrong. They rested upon the assumption of the equality of races. This was an error. It 
was a sandy foundation, and the government built upon it fell when the “storm came and the wind 
blew.” 
 
Our new government is founded upon exactly the opposite idea; its foundations are laid, its corner- 
stone rests, upon the great truth that the negro is not equal to the white man; that slavery 
subordination to the superior race is his natural and normal condition. This, our new government, is the 
first, in the history of the world, based upon this great physical, philosophical, and moral truth. This 
truth has been slow in the process of its development, like all other truths in the various departments of 
science. It has been so even amongst us. Many who hear me, perhaps, can recollect well, that this truth 
was not generally admitted, even within their day. The errors of the past generation still clung to many 
as late as twenty years ago. Those at the North, who still cling to these errors, with a zeal above 
knowledge, we justly denominate fanatics. All fanaticism springs from an aberration of the mind from a 
defect in reasoning. It is a species of insanity. One of the most striking characteristics of insanity, in 
many instances, is forming correct conclusions from fancied or erroneous premises; so with the anti-
slavery fanatics. Their conclusions are right if their premises were. They assume that the negro is equal, 
and hence conclude that he is entitled to equal privileges and rights with the white man. If their 
premises were correct, their conclusions would be logical and just but their premise being wrong, their 
whole argument fails. I recollect once of having heard a gentleman from one of the northern States, of 
great power and ability, announce in the House of Representatives, with imposing effect, that we of the 
South would be compelled, ultimately, to yield upon this subject of slavery, that it was as impossible to 
war successfully against a principle in politics, as it was in physics or mechanics. That the principle would 
ultimately prevail. That we, in maintaining slavery as it exists with us, were warring against a principle, a 
principle founded in nature, the principle of the equality of men. The reply I made to him was, that upon 
his own grounds, we should, ultimately, succeed, and that he and his associates, in this crusade against 
our institutions, would ultimately fail. The truth announced, that it was as impossible to war successfully 
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against a principle in politics as it was in physics and mechanics, I admitted; but told him that it was he, 
and those acting with him, who were warring against a principle. They were attempting to make things 
equal which the Creator had made unequal. 
 
In the conflict thus far, success has been on our side, complete throughout the length and breadth of 
the Confederate States. It is upon this, as I have stated, our social fabric is firmly planted; and I cannot 
permit myself to doubt the ultimate success of a full recognition of this principle throughout the civilized 
and enlightened world. 
 
As I have stated, the truth of this principle may be slow in development, as all truths are and ever have 
been, in the various branches of science. It was so with the principles announced by Galileo it was so 
with Adam Smith and his principles of political economy. It was so with Harvey, and his theory of the 
circulation of the blood. It is stated that not a single one of the medical profession, living at the time of 
the announcement of the truths made by him, admitted them. Now, they are universally acknowledged. 
May we not, therefore, look with confidence to the ultimate universal acknowledgment of the truths 
upon which our system rests? It is the first government ever instituted upon the principles in strict 
conformity to nature, and the ordination of Providence, in furnishing the materials of human society. 
Many governments have been founded upon the principle of the subordination and serfdom of certain 
classes of the same race; such were and are in violation of the laws of nature. Our system commits no 
such violation of nature’s laws. With us, all of the white race, however high or low, rich or poor, are 
equal in the eye of the law. Not so with the negro. Subordination is his place. He, by nature, or by the 
curse against Canaan, is fitted for that condition which he occupies in our system. The architect, in the 
construction of buildings, lays the foundation with the proper material-the granite; then comes the brick 
or the marble. The substratum of our society is made of the material fitted by nature for it, and by 
experience we know that it is best, not only for the superior, but for the inferior race, that it should be 
so. It is, indeed, in conformity with the ordinance of the Creator. It is not for us to inquire into the 
wisdom of His ordinances, or to question them. For His own purposes, He has made one race to differ 
from another, as He has made “one star to differ from another star in glory.” The great objects of 
humanity are best attained when there is conformity to His laws and decrees, in the formation of 
governments as well as in all things else. Our confederacy is founded upon principles in strict conformity 
with these laws. This stone which was rejected by the first builders “is become the chief of the corner” 
the real “corner-stone” in our new edifice. I have been asked, what of the future? It has been 
apprehended by some that we would have arrayed against us the civilized world. I care not who or how 
many they may be against us, when we stand upon the eternal principles of truth, if we are true to 
ourselves and the principles for which we contend, we are obliged to, and must triumph. 
 
Reference:  http://teachingamericanhistory.org/library/document/cornerstone-speech/  
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13th Amendment 
Amendment XIII 
 
On December 6th, 1865 the 13th Amendment was adopted into the United States Constitution. The 13th 
Amendment officially abolished slavery and involuntary servitude. 
 
Section 1. 
Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 
 
Section 2. 
Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/the-13th-amendment.html  
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The Fourteenth Amendment 
Amendment XIV 

 
The 14th Amendment to the Constitution was ratified on July 9, 1868, and granted citizenship to “all 
persons born or naturalized in the United States,” which included former slaves recently freed. In 
addition, it  forbids states from denying any person "life, liberty or property, without due process of law" 
or to "deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” 
 
SECTION 1. 
 
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens 
of the United States and of the state wherein they reside. No state shall make or enforce any law which 
shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any state deprive any 
person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its 
jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 
 
SECTION 2. 
 
Representatives shall be apportioned among the several states according to their respective numbers, 
counting the whole number of persons in each state, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to 
vote at any election for the choice of electors for President and Vice President of the United States, 
Representatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a state, or the members of the 
legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants of such state, being twenty-one years of age, 
and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion, or other 
crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which the number of such 
male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such state. 
 
SECTION 3. 
 
No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of President and Vice President, 
or hold any office, civil or military, under the United States, or under any state, who, having previously 
taken an oath, as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United States, or as a member of any 
state legislature, or as an executive or judicial officer of any state, to support the Constitution of the 
United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort 
to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House, remove such disability. 
 
SECTION 4. 
 
The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by law, including debts incurred for 
payment of pensions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion, shall not be 
questioned. But neither the United States nor any state shall assume or pay any debt or obligation 
incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion against the United States, or any claim for the loss or 
emancipation of any slave; but all such debts, obligations and claims shall be held illegal and void. 
 
SECTION 5. 
 
The Congress shall have power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this article. 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/fourteenth-amendment.html  
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The Emancipation Proclamation 
Abraham Lincoln 
September 22, 1862 
 

 
Lincoln presents the Emancipation Proclamation to his Cabinet. (Library of Congress) 

 

The following document is the Emancipation Proclamation, made by President Lincoln on September 22, 
1862.  The Emancipation Proclamation granted freedom to the slaves in the Confederate States if the 
States did not return to the Union by January 1, 1863. In addition, under this proclamation, freedom 
would only come to the slaves if the Union won the war. 
 
By the President of the United States of America: 
 
A Proclamation. 
 
Whereas, on the twenty-second day of September, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
and sixty-two, a proclamation was issued by the President of the United States, containing, among other 
things, the following, to wit: 
 
"That on the first day of January, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-three, all 
persons held as slaves within any State or designated part of a State, the people whereof shall then be in 
rebellion against the United States, shall be then, thenceforward, and forever free; and the Executive 
Government of the United States, including the military and naval authority thereof, will recognize and 
maintain the freedom of such persons, and will do no act or acts to repress such persons, or any of 
them, in any efforts they may make for their actual freedom. 
 
"That the Executive will, on the first day of January aforesaid, by proclamation, designate the States and 
parts of States, if any, in which the people thereof, respectively, shall then be in rebellion against the 
United States; and the fact that any State, or the people thereof, shall on that day be, in good faith, 
represented in the Congress of the United States by members chosen thereto at elections wherein a 
majority of the qualified voters of such State shall have participated, shall, in the absence of strong 
countervailing testimony, be deemed conclusive evidence that such State, and the people thereof, are 
not then in rebellion against the United States." 
 
Now, therefore I, Abraham Lincoln, President of the United States, by virtue of the power in me vested 
as Commander-in-Chief, of the Army and Navy of the United States in time of actual armed rebellion 
against the authority and government of the United States, and as a fit and necessary war measure for 
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suppressing said rebellion, do, on this first day of January, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and sixty-three, and in accordance with my purpose so to do publicly proclaimed for the full 
period of one hundred days, from the day first above mentioned, order and designate as the States and 
parts of States wherein the people thereof respectively, are this day in rebellion against the United 
States, the following, to wit: 
 
Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, (except the Parishes of St. Bernard, Plaquemines, Jefferson, St. John, St. 
Charles, St. James Ascension, Assumption, Terrebonne, Lafourche, St. Mary, St. Martin, and Orleans, 
including the City of New Orleans) Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, North 
Carolina, and Virginia, (except the forty-eight counties designated as West Virginia, and also the counties 
of Berkley, Accomac, Northampton, Elizabeth City, York, Princess Ann, and Norfolk, including the cities 
of Norfolk and Portsmouth), and which excepted parts, are for the present, left precisely as if this 
proclamation were not issued. 
 
And by virtue of the power, and for the purpose aforesaid, I do order and declare that all persons held 
as slaves within said designated States, and parts of States, are, and henceforward shall be free; and 
that the Executive government of the United States, including the military and naval authorities thereof, 
will recognize and maintain the freedom of said persons. 
 
And I hereby enjoin upon the people so declared to be free to abstain from all violence, unless in 
necessary self-defence; and I recommend to them that, in all cases when allowed, they labor faithfully 
for reasonable wages. 
 
And I further declare and make known, that such persons of suitable condition, will be received into the 
armed service of the United States to garrison forts, positions, stations, and other places, and to man 
vessels of all sorts in said service. 
 
And upon this act, sincerely believed to be an act of justice, warranted by the Constitution, upon military 
necessity, I invoke the considerate judgment of mankind, and the gracious favor of Almighty God. 
 
In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the United States to be affixed. 
 
Done at the City of Washington, this first day of January, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and sixty three, and of the Independence of the United States of America the eighty-seventh. 
 
By the President: ABRAHAM LINCOLN  
WILLIAM H. SEWARD, Secretary of State. 
 
 
Reference:  http://www.civilwar.org/education/history/primarysources/emancipation.html  
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Document Analysis Worksheet from the National Archives 

 

1.    TYPE OF DOCUMENT (Check one): 

___ Newspaper  
___ Letter  
___ Patent  
___ Memorandum 

    ___ Map 
___ Telegram  
___ Press release  
___ Report 

    ___ Advertisement  
___ Congressional record  
___ Census report  
___ Other 

 

2.   
UNIQUE PHYSICAL QUALITIES OF THE DOCUMENT (Check one or more): 

___ Interesting letterhead 
___ Handwritten 
___ Typed 
___ Seals 

    ___ Notations 
___ "RECEIVED" stamp 
___ Other 

 

3.   
DATE(S) OF DOCUMENT:  

___________________________________________________________________________ 

4.   AUTHOR (OR CREATOR) OF THE DOCUMENT:  
___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
POSITION (TITLE):  
___________________________________________________________________________ 

5.   FOR WHAT AUDIENCE WAS THE DOCUMENT WRITTEN? 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

6.   
DOCUMENT INFORMATION (There are many possible ways to answer A-E.)  

 

A. List three things the author said that you think are important:  

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

B. Why do you think this document was written? 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

C. What evidence in the document helps you know why it was written? Quote from the document. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

D. List two things the document tells you about life in the United States at the time it was written: 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

E. Write a question to the author that is left unanswered by the document: 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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Graphic Organizer for Supporting Question 3 
 

Primary Documents Democratic Principles before the 
American Civil War 

Democratic Principles After the 
American Civil War 

13th Amendment 

  

14th Amendment 

  

Emancipation Proclamation 
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