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Debate Over Slavery
Before the slavery debate pushed for divided united states to the civil war, the argument divided the family of Christians. Most Christians had already stated their position based on complicated lines of argument they used to condemn or justify chattel slavery. After the civil war, the generation experienced an intense debate in terms of arguments employed. Christians supported the virtue and growth of slavery based on a narrow perception informed by their personal experience. According to the people of God, they knew slavery was benevolent, not the degrading aberration described by abolitionists. Christians understood that the blacks were not the intellectual and social equals of the whites; thus, they would benefit from being enslaved. 	The Bible they knew afforded the proslavery people of God sufficient justification to support their little notion. Such factors combined to create a defense of slavery they viewed as justifiable and consistent. Christians committed to the same Bible had completely distinct conclusions on the biblical sanction of slavery. The Christians' willingness to make the scripture fit such notion only helped in widening the disagreement. The significant misconceptions about the racial inferiority of blacks resulted in an intellectual blindspot for both parties to equate race slavery with biblical slavery. Such misconceptions caused the majority of the people of God to claim the Bible-sanctioned slavery even as they dismayed the possible scriptural difference between the demeaning and brutal brand of race slavery practiced by the southerners and the servitude regulated by God. The parties considered the biblical reference, the economic and social pragmatic arguments, and ideas of the natural rights of man to construct a problematic polemic. However, Christians disagreed about the scripture; they chose to conceptualize and define slavery in a manner that favored their argument ("Pro-slavery perversions of the Old Testament (1845)," 2011).
	Southerners, specifically those serving in Congress, had always been very protective of slavery, starting at the constitutional convention in 1787.debates in the early years of the Congress indicated that issues surrounding slavery usually resulted in a fierce debate among the citizens and politicians. In the early 1820s, the cotton industry increased slavery leading to the rise of abolitionist groups. The group aimed at ending the peculiar institution. However, the southerners in their defend started making a more vocal tone in defending slavery, painting it as an ideal institution for the United States and the slaves. The South Carolina senator John Calhoun called slavery a "positive good" during a speech on the Senate floor ("John C. Calhoun responds to abolitionists," 2018). 
The senator was one of the fierce proponents of the slave trade and argued that it benefitted the slave and the master. Calhoun claimed that slavery made the south and the north somewhat stronger and placed the southern in a better position than workers in the north and men in Europe. The Virginia college president, Thomas Dew, in his pamphlet, justified slavery by the use of biblical examples, portraying the biblical patriarchs such as Job, Isaac, and Abraham as slaveholders and slavery as ordained by God. Thomas Clingman linked slavery as the economic Achilles heel of the southerners, should it be eliminated in the south. The change of the southern argument happened because of the increased reliance on the cotton industry. Cotton was the main crop in the southern states and demanded slave labor, and the resistance to it called for the end of the slave trade. Southerners, annoyed with the agitation from the abolitionist movement and to suppress news regarding the brutal reality of southern slaves, began to alter their orotundity to make slavery more appealing economically through painting an idyllic life for the slaves. Morality became a massive issue to end slavery; when some slaves escaped, they joined the abolitionist movement and gave their accounts of harsh treatment knowledgeable in the south (Morris, 2017).
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