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Howard Zinn chapter 9
Slavery without submission, emancipation without freedom
Question 1
Howard Zinn would dismiss both Federalist and Republican arguments. Republican-led by Thomas Jefferson argued that power should remain with the states and the people. In contrast, the Federalists led by Hamilton argued that power should reside with the Federal government. Zinn's assessment does not match any of these arguments as he chooses to view history from the perspective of the oppressed. He articulates that the elite are selfish people who want to retain power as much as possible to their benefit. Zinn seems to believe that the Founding Fathers (Jefferson and Hamilton) aim was not to liberate the Americans but as a way of them gaining power. Therefore he would not go either way because both Federalist and Republicans wanted to maintain control to oppress the people. That is why in his article "Slavery without submission, emancipation without freedom" he views slavery from those enslaved. In this article, he addresses slave rebellions and the abolishment movement. He argues that the violence caused by civil war ended slavery, not the small scale[footnoteRef:1]. He says that if the small scale could have been used to end slavery, it would have resulted in a movement against capitalism. [1:  Zinn, Howard. A people's history of the United States: 1492-present. Routledge, 1997.
] 

According to Zinn, a rebellion might have gone beyond slavery to remove American capitalism. Pointing out to the 19th century conspiracy led by John Brown (1800-1859), he shows how John wanted to free slaves with non-violence than the war would take. However, John was hanged, and the credit went Abraham Lincoln who oversaw the war. The government then eased the emancipation after the end of slavery. Zinn argues that slavery would only end when white leaders could control how it ended most probably after they met their economic and political needs. This shows that the leaders and the elites controlled and dominated the ordinary people. How could Lincoln get credit instead of John? Both federalists and republicans want to retain power, which Zinn does not agree with. Abraham did not intend to end slavery yet he saw tactical advantage in its abolition. 
[bookmark: _GoBack] The government wanted to control how freedom was gained. Zinn argues that the US government and the northern states perpetuated slavery by cooperating with the Southern Slave owners. He is against the elite and suggests that the poor people were also “enslaved” to capitalist elites. In a nutshell, Zinn would not agree with either the federalists or the republicans for the reason that he sees history from a different perspective (of the ordinary people). Both have the goal of elitist control.
Question 2
Zinn would have fashioned US history in a way that would see the ordinary people, the poor and the oppressed being celebrated instead of the elites. He would be a socialist rather than a capitalist. He would have given more power to the people alone though an effective democracy. In other words, power would remain with people as opposed to federalism or republican. He would deprive the federal government all powers and give it to the people. This would have seen leaders like Abraham Lincoln being on the wrong shadow of history. Howard Zinn was always opposed to the idea of the elites and the founding fathers. He sees them as selfish and who want to retain power in them. They want to be celebrated as heroes, yet he sees them as villains. For example, Zinn doesn’t understand why credit would go to Abraham Lincoln instead of John Brown in the fight against slavery, yet it was John who became a martyr for fighting slavery. Giving credit John would have challenged capitalism. Lincoln is remembered for freeing slaves. However, Lincoln could control the outcome of a war better than he could control the outcome of a rebellion. The elites limit democracy, but Zinn wants total democracy. Zinn doesn’t see Lincoln as a hero he is made out to be. 
I don't this system would have been beneficial to the people. As much as people need to be freed from oppression and slavery when given too much power, it could lead to anarchy. I believe that the federal government needs to retain some control (not to oppress the people) so that it can provide essential services to the people. The system needs to be powerful, but democracy should prevail. Socialist countries are not better than capitalist. The will of the people should be adhered to and their rights upheld.
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