Document 2 - Excerpt from Abraham Lincoln, “Address Before the Wisconsin State Agricultural Society”
(1859):

The world is agreed that labor is the source from which human wants are mainly supplied. There is no
dispute upon this point. From this point, however, men immediately diverge. Much disputation is
maintained as to the best way of applying and controlling the labor element. By some it is assumed that
labor is available only in connection with capital--that nobody labors, unless somebody else, owning
capital, somehow, by the use of that capital, induces him to do it. Having assumed this, they proceed to
consider whether it is best that capital shall hire laborers, and thus induce them to work by their own
consent; or buy them, and drive them to it without their consent. Having proceeded so far they naturally
conclude that all laborers are necessarily either hired laborers, or slaves. They further assume that whoever
is once a hired laborer, is fatally fixed in that condition for life; and thence again that his condition is as bad
as, or worse than that of a slave. This is the “mud-sill” theory.

The prudent, penniless beginner in the world, labors for wages awhile, saves a surplus with which to buy
tools or land, for himself; then labors on his own account another while, and at length hires another new
beginner to help him. This, say its advocates, is free labor--the just and generous, and prosperous system,
which opens the way for all--gives hope to all, and energy, and progress, and improvement of condition to
all. If any continue through life in the condition of the hired laborer, it is not the fault of the system, but
because of either a dependent nature which prefers it, or improvidence, folly, or singular misfortune. | have
said this much about the elements of labor generally, as introductory to the consideration of a new phase
which that element is in process of assuming. The old general rule was that educated people did not
perform manual labor. They managed to eat their bread, leaving the toil of producing it to the uneducated.
This was not an insupportable evil to the working bees, so long as the class of drones remained very small.
But now, especially in these free States, nearly all are educated--quite too nearly all, to leave the labor of
the uneducated, in any wise adequate to the support of the whole. It follows from this that henceforth
educated people must labor. Otherwise, education itself would become a positive and intolerable evil. No
country can sustain, in idleness, more than a small percentage of its numbers. The great majority must
labor at something productive. From these premises the problem springs, “How can labor and education
be the most satisfactory combined?”



Directions: In addition to racist arguments in support of slavery, Southerners also used economic
arguments. Below is one explanation of that type of argument. While reading it, underline the different
reasons Hammond supports slavery.

Document 1 - Mudsill Theory, James Henry Hammond

In all social systems there must be a class to do the menial duties, to perform the drudgery of life. That is, a
class requiring but a low order of intellect and but little skill. Its requisites are vigor, docility, fidelity. Such a
class you must have, or you would not have that other class which leads progress, civilization, and
refinement. It constitutes the very mud-sill of society and of political government; and you might as well
attempt to build a house in the air, as to build either the one or the other, except on this mud-sill.
Fortunately for the South, she found a race adapted to that purpose to her hand. A race inferior to her own,
but eminently qualified in temper, in vigor, in docility, in capacity to stand the climate, to answer all her
purposes. We use them for our purpose, and call them slaves. We found them slaves by the common
"consent of mankind," which, according to Cicero, "lex naturae est." The highest proof of what is Nature's
law. We are old-fashioned at the South yet; slave is a word discarded now by "ears polite;" | will not
characterize that class at the North by that term; but you have it; it is there; it is everywhere; it is eternal.

The Senator from New York said yesterday that the whole world had abolished slavery. Aye, the name, but
not the thing; all the powers of the earth cannot abolish that. God only can do it when he repeals the fiat,
"the poor ye always have with you;" for the man who lives by daily labor, and scarcely lives at that, and
who has to put out his labor in the market, and take the best he can get for it; in short, your whole hireling
class of manual laborers and "operatives," as you call them, are essentially slaves. The difference between
us is, that our slaves are hired for life and well compensated; there is no starvation, no begging, no want of
employment among our people, and not too much employment either. Yours are hired by the day, not
cared for, and scantily compensated, which may be proved in the most painful manner, at any hour in any
street in any of your large towns. Why, you meet more beggars in one day, in any single street of the city of
New York, than you would meet in a lifetime in the whole South. We do not think that whites should be
slaves either by law or necessity. Our slaves are black, of another and inferior race. The status in which we
have placed them is an elevation. They are elevated from the condition in which God first created them, by
being made our slaves. None of that race on the whole face of the globe can be compared with the slaves
of the South. They are happy, content, unaspiring, and utterly incapable, from intellectual weakness, ever
to give us any trouble by their aspirations. Yours are white, of your own race; you are brothers of one
blood. They are your equals in natural endowment of intellect, and they feel galled by their degradation.
Our slaves do not vote. We give them no political power. Yours do vote, and, being the majority, they are
the depositories of all your political power. If they knew the tremendous secret, that the ballot-box is
stronger than "an army with banners," and could combine, where would you be? Your society would be
reconstructed, your government overthrown, your property divided, not as they have mistakenly attempted
to initiate such proceedings by meeting in parks, with arms in their hands, but by the quiet process of the
ballot-box. You have been making war upon us to our very hearthstones. How would you like for us to
send lecturers and agitators North, to teach these people this, to aid in combining, and to lead them?



Document 1 - Mudsill Theory, James Henry Hammond

1. What is the “Mudsill Theory”? Explain Hammond’s argument. (Paragraph 1)

2. Who does Hammond believe are the North’s slaves?

3. Explain why Hammond believes the South’s system of slavery is superior to the North’s system of
slavery. (Paragraph 2)

4. What would you say to Hammond? What are the differences between the system he describes in
the North and slavery in the South?

Document 2 - John C. Calhoun, Slavery is a Positive Good

1. Why does Calhoun believe that slavery is a “positive good”?

2. What is Calhoun’s historical argument in support of slavery? (First half of second paragraph).

3. Why does Calhoun believe that slavery makes the South a more stable society than the North? (End
of second paragraph).

4. What would you say to Calhoun to try to convince him that slavery was wrong?



Directions: John C. Calhoun was a slaveholder and a senator from South Carolina, and he was one of the
first national politicians to openly campaign for secession (the South leaving the union and forming their
own country). Although he died before that happened, his ideas had a large influence on Southern leaders.
While reading the passage below, underline his reasons for supporting slavery.

Document 2 - John C. Calhoun, Slavery is a Positive Good

But let me not be understood as admitting, even by implication, that the existing relations between the two
races in the slaveholding States is an evil: - far otherwise; | hold it to be a good, as it has thus far proved
itself to be to both, and will continue to prove so if not disturbed by the fell spirit of abolition. | appeal to
facts. Never before has the black race of Central Africa, from the dawn of history to the present day,
attained a condition so civilized and so improved, not only physically, but morally and intellectually.

| hold that in the present state of civilization, where two races of different origin, and distinguished by color,
and other physical differences, as well as intellectual, are brought together, the relation now existing in the
slaveholding States between the two, is, instead of an evil, a good - a positive good. | feel myself called
upon to speak freely upon the subject where the honor and interests of those | represent are involved. |
hold then, that there never has yet existed a wealthy and civilized society in which one portion of the
community did not, in point of fact, live on the labor of the other. Broad and general as is this assertion, it
is fully borne out by history. This is not the proper occasion, but, if it were, it would not be difficult to trace
the various devices by which the wealth of all civilized communities has been so unequally divided, and to
show by what means so small a share has been allotted to those by whose labor it was produced, and so
large a share given to the non-producing classes. The devices are almost innumerable, from the brute
force and gross superstition of ancient times, to the subtle and artful fiscal contrivances of modern. | might
well challenge a comparison between them and the more direct, simple, and patriarchal mode by which
the labor of the African race is, among us, commanded by the European. | may say with truth, that in few
countries so much is left to the share of the laborer, and so little exacted from him, or where there is more
kind attention paid to him in sickness or infirmities of age. Compare his condition with the tenants of the
poor houses in the more civilized portions of Europe - look at the sick, and the old and infirm slave, on one
hand, in the midst of his family and friends, under the kind superintending care of his master and mistress,
and compare it with the forlorn and wretched condition of the pauper in the poorhouse. But | will not dwell
on this aspect of the question; | turn to the political; and here | fearlessly assert that the existing relation
between the two races in the South, against which these blind fanatics are waging war, forms the most
solid and durable foundation on which to rear free and stable political institutions. It is useless to disguise
the fact. There is and always has been in an advanced stage of wealth and civilization, a conflict between
labor and capital. The condition of society in the South exempts us from the disorders and dangers
resulting from this conflict; and which explains why it is that the political condition of the slaveholding
States has been so much more stable and quiet than that of the North.



HW Directions: William Lloyd Garrison was one of the most well known northern abolitionists. Here, he
makes the argument that Northerners share some of the blame for slavery.

William Lloyd Garrison, “On the Constitution and the Union,” 1832.

This, then, is the relation in which we of New-England stand to the holders of slaves at the south, and this
is virtually our language toward them —“Go on, most worthy associates, from day to day, from month to
month, from year to year, from generation to generation, plundering two millions of human beings of their
liberty and the fruits of their toil—driving them into the fields like cattle—starving and lacerating their
bodies—selling the husband from his wife, the wife from her husband, and children from their parents—
spilling their blood —withholding the bible from their hands and all knowledge from their minds—and
kidnapping annually sixty thousand infants, the offspring of pollution and shame! Go on, in these
practices—we do not wish nor mean to interfere, for the rescue of your victims, even by expostulation or
warning-we like your company too well to offend you by denouncing your conduct ... Go on—we never will
forsake you, for ’there is honor among thieves’ —our swords are ready to leap from their scabbards, and
our muskets to pour forth deadly vollies, as soon as you are in danger. We pledge you our physical
strength, by the sacredness of the national compact—a compact by which we have enabled you already to
plunder, persecute and destroy two millions of slaves, who now lie beneath the sod; and by which we now
give you the same piratical license to prey upon a much larger number of victims and all their posterity. Go
on—and by this sacred instrument, the Constitution of the United States, dripping as it is with human
blood, we solemnly pledge you our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honor, that we will stand by you to
the last.”

People of New-England, and of the free States! is it true that slavery is no concern of yours? Have you no
right even to protest against it, or to seek its removal? Are you not the main pillars of its support? How long
do you mean to be answerable to God and the world, for spilling the blood of the poor innocents? Be not
afraid to look the monster SLAVERY boldly in the face. He is your implacable foe —the vampyre who is
sucking your life-blood —the ravager of a large portion of your country, and the enemy of God and man.
Never hope to be a united, or happy, or prosperous people while he exists. He has an appetite like the
grave—a spirit as malignant as that of the bottomless pit—and an influence as dreadful as the corruption
of death. Awake to your danger! the struggle is a mighty one—it cannot be avoided—it should not be, if it
could.

1. Explain Garrison’s point in the first paragraph when he says, “Go on-we will never forsake you, for
there is honor among thieves...”

2. Why does Garrison believe that the Constitution is “dripping...with human blood”?

3. Why does Garrison believe New Englanders are one of the main “pillars of support” of slavery?



