Running head: ORIGINS AND IMPLICATIONS OF THE CIVIL WAR	2
ORIGINS AND IMPLICATIONS OF THE CIVIL WAR	2
[bookmark: _Hlk40720792]





Origins and Implications of the Civil War
Student’s Name
Institutional Affiliations


Origins and Implications of the Civil War
Introduction
Regardless of the cause, means and effects, there is absolutely nothing praiseworthy about war. As attested by the results of Holocaust, Revolutionary, World and now Civil War in America, there is totally no positivity that comes with it. This paper, however, circumnavigates around the causes and origins of the American Civil War, the roles played by the geographical configuration of the United States, events and aftermath of the war. It is in the documentation done by Arenson (2017) that postulates the exact resource masterpiece that helps understand this whole concept.
The Origin of the War
Historical critics have argued nonstop about what to pinpoint exactly as the initiator of the war that encompassed nearly all the states in the North American continent. In this paper, I will streamline the causes to much wider initiating factors that all historians would node in contentment with. The war birthed in officially in 1861 was engulfed on economic differences between the Northern and Southern States with the latter engaging in presumably large scale farming practices than the other. The northern states were vaguely reliant on this economic activity. In contrast to the south, the North pioneered around manufacturing and industrialization evidenced by the railroad connectivity among onsets in technological initiations (Dew, 2017). What would coerce extreme differences between these two regions was over-reliance of the Southern States on slavery as a means of great labour in their vast farms. Conversely, with the latter, the southern state thrived to push for more territorial influence towards the western side. This greatly catapulted the rift between these two economically segregated regions.
Anyone that tries to snatch a source of livelihood from another is usually a threatening foe as would be asserted by the father of economics, Carl Marx. This was the nature of events in the Southern States. The Northern States were sympathizers or rather had the abolitionist sentiment of slavery kind of approach to the whole issue of economics and did not fail to openly oppose the extension of slavery to the Western territories (Civil War, nd). The reverse was real as the southerners were angered. In a nutshell, what caused the war can be summed up into three factors/reasons that were captured in a different point of view among these two sides. The southern states willfully need to retain their traditions and institutions was anchored by the sole source of slavery. The second agitating component that instigated the war being on the majority feeling among the Southern States drive to own and possess self-states’ rights that included westward expansion their slavery (Arenson, 2017). On the other hand, the Northern States reluctant occupations simply instilled tipping point toward the war as the south kept pushing northwards. This would inevitably force the Northern States to retaliate as seen in the consecutive outlines.
The Events of 1850s That Tipped the United States into War
There are numerous events that took place during this period that would inevitably plunge these two divergent opinionated societies into war, but two of three of such events stand out.  In the year 1854 when the United States Congress passed the Kansas-Nebraska Act, opening all territories and states to slave trade, the war was let loose (Schaap & Munger, 2018). with the pro and anti-slavery forces locked head-on in full combat. This battle was only primarily an anecdote to the mother war that awaited the states in the consecutive years.  It is due to the fierce nature of the results of this “little” war that helped coin the terms “Bleeding Kansas.” Consequently, the forces that were opposed opposition to the slavery formed the currently long-standing political party, The Republican. As would be presumed from their stand in opinion, the party was more anchored on the principle of opposing slavery extension to western territories as a whole. Generally, as would be known by now were majorly the Northerners, this is the second event that remained worthwhile in the years 1850s onwards.
The last historically changing event that that took place between the years listed above was the Supreme Court’s ruling in 1857 on Dred Scott Case that confirmed the legality of Slavery in American territories.  This was only a construed rehearsal of the “Great War” on the American soil that awaited the states in the following few years. The aftermath of this kind of legality corresponds with David Walker’s sentiments about the Civil War breaking out in the country as a result of mixed opinions on slave trade (Civil War, nd). This was only inconsequential of the election of Abraham Lincoln as the president of America in 1860. This election marked and sparked intense emotions on the southern States that forced 14 states to secede from the rest of United States. These states were Mississippi, Florida, Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas North Carolina and Tennessee as is illustrated by Dew (2017). These States became the Confederate States led by the Chief General Thomas Jonathan Jackson who offered such incredible steadfast defense in First Battle of Bull Run (First Manassas) (Hallwood (2018). Despite his immense and fierce combat skills, he was unfortunately shot by one of his own men who mistook him as a Union Cavalry.  The Union, in this case, were the Lincoln led team/ forces from the North.  With several alternating army leaders like General Winfield Scott and George B. McClellan among others, the Union Forces were equally advancing towards the southern frontiers like Battle of Antietam (also called the Battle of Sharpsburg), Battle of the Wilderness and at Spotsylvania.  By this time the war was intensely culminating to over three years with staggering numbers in casualties from both sides.
A typically concerning question about all this would be; was it all necessary to tip into a civil war? And the bold answer that would follow would be no. This war was to happen nonetheless and more specifically on the grounds accorded by David Walker.  The southern States were in a large scale craned on agriculture (of cotton and tobacco) that equally and largely depended on slave labor (Dew, 2017). They would go to war as they did to protect their livelihoods. The Republicans, on the other hand, were immensely opposed to the influence the Southern States were deluding. What threw the United States into total war was the 1854 Congress passing of Kansas-Nebraska Acts as well as the Supreme Court’s decision to legitimize the slave trade. This left the Union Forces without a fall back plan except war.
In any occasion of war, there are usually recommendations that come with the leader’s proclamation. In this case, President Lincoln made the Emancipation Declaration as a form of Reconstruction efforts. In the declaration, he freed all the slaves that were contained in the rebellious states in January 1863 (Civil War, nd).  This was an act to attempt to stump out such war-related divisions.  In the long run the effects were too heavy to bring the nation back on its feet.  It is then that it became unconstitutional to have wars carried out on the American soil.  It is my opinion that this did well even to the present generation America.
Conclusion
To sum up this paper, the implications that are resulted by war are inherently far-reaching with scars that transcend the present victims. Even though the American Civil War brought freedom to the majority of the enslaved black community in America, the effects in terms of death, psychological pain and property destruction, any war whether little or large has far devastating effects compared to literal references made about it. In any case that it cannot be avoided, let the bigwig heads of these warring sides disseminate information to the citizens about the repercussions that wait as the aftermath.
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