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Democrats and Whigs
What issues related to slavery divided Democrats and Whigs?
The issue that divided Democrats and Whigs was admission of California as a free state. They noted that it will disrupt the balance of power between the free and slave states in the Congress. This led to a legislative battle between the representatives of the North and those of the South. The South argued that the Congress and states lacked the jurisdiction to authorize the territorial expansion of slavery. There were worries that the sectional divide could lead to the split of the country causing secession of some states (Boundless, n.d.). The Democrats and the Whigs came together in the Compromise of 1850 with the hope that they could dilute the sectional divide.
How did the Compromise of 1850 both settle and exacerbate this issue?
The Compromise of 1850 allowed the admission of California as a free state but fortified the Fugitive Slave Law. It made no provisions for how other territories could handle the issue of slavery. This made the Whigs to be unable to address slavery after the Compromise. Almost all Southerners owned slaves while the Northern Whigs were businessmen who care less about the issue of slavery. As a result, the Compromise could not keep them united and led to the party’s death in the 1850s (Boundless, n.d.). This was fueled by the death of Henry Clay and Daniel Webster, which made the sectional divide along proslavery and abolitionist lines to be significant.
How did the Supreme Court attempt to settle the debate?
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Supreme Court had made efforts to dilute the division created by the issue of slavery. In 1833, it had ruled that the Bill of Rights applied to only the federal government and not the states. This left the presumption that the Southern slave owners could ignore the abolitionist pleas. In a case of Prigg v. Pennsylvania (1842), the Supreme Court stipulated some facets of what states could and could not do regarding the issue of fugitive slaves. It overturned a Pennsylvanian law made in 1826 that rendered fugitive slaves free in the state. The court argued that the Fugitive Slave Act of 1793 gave the Southerners authority over slaves and could pursue fugitives that ran to the North. The Northern Whigs continued to oppose this issue of slavery and would withhold state operations to apprehend fugitive slaves (Rocklin, 2018). The Southern Whigs thought the issue of slavery was not in the federal jurisdiction and sought for an exception in making the slavery inviolable. The democrats were in indifferent about the issue and entertained the possibility of abolition since they knew they were the dominant party and could remain to control the federal government for such matters that they deemed relevant to its jurisdiction (Rocklin, 2018). The Supreme Court intensified the sectional conflict by declaring that it could not exclude slavery from the Western territories.
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