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In the years before the Civil War, the Northern and Southern States continued to pursue opposing views on political, economic policies and events that were happening throughout the development of the country. Ideological differences affected the religious, social, moral, economic and political interests of the two regions. There are many pieces of literature pointing out that the enormous economic stake that the South had in slavery was a major factor in the sectional conflict that erupted in the mid-19th century leading to the American Civil War (Egnal, 2010). The dispute between the South and the North over tariffs, rail system and economic development of the two regions was a more significant cause of the Civil war than the contrasting views about slavery.
Trade Tariffs

 
The South and England had a mutual economic agreement that required Southerners to sustain a relatively sizable importation of finished goods from England in return for an open British market for cotton from the South.  Tariffs on goods from Europe raised their prices and thus had an impact of reduced demand among Americans. This posed a threat to the sustainability of the Southern economy. 

Northern Policymakers and Legislatures supported these high tariffs on grounds that the tariffs would protect American industries, but they knew very well their implications on the Southern economy. High prices of goods imported from Europe forced Americans to seek alternative local goods produced in the Northern Economy (Thorton, 2004). The intention of policymakers and legislatures in the North was to impose goods produced in the North on the Southerners. Perhaps, the South could have increased the prices of the raw materials sold to the factories in the North to raise the prices of goods from the region and ultimately maintain the status quo.
In the period around the mid-19th century, the divide between the South and the North widened. The Missouri Compromise of 1820 caused a bitter debate over the status of slaves in the newly admitted states and there were signs of fear among the Southerners over their reducing voice in the Congress. Events such as the Southern protests against Tariff Abomination in the 1820s and Nullification Crisis in 1830s demonstrated the growing rift between the two regions as a result of controversial tariffs.

Modernization of the Rail System

Economically, the North experienced an influx of immigrants who brought skilled labor that fueled industrial revolution in the region. The economy started to modernize and boom, while the South carried on life with its agrarian practices and conservative beliefs. The North embarked on the modernization of its railway system to boost movement of raw materials from sources and finished goods to markets in the North and Europe as well as movement of people within upcoming suburbs in the region. The North possessed approximately about 96% of the rail system in the United States of America, and interstate disputes during this period blocked the expansion of the system into the South. The North had railway covering more than 20,000 miles while the South had only 9,000 miles.
 With this crucial infrastructure, the Northern economy began to flourish rapidly. New cities mushroomed along railways lines and factories. Raw materials from within and outside the region were received in good time and factories operated smoothly. Besides the railway system, the North also improved its road network (Egnal, 2010). The economic growth in the North was also accompanied by the creation of new States. The South developed a fear that expansion of the Northern territories could kill its political power.

 
As this rapid development was happening in the North, the South was lagging behind. Most of the railway lines in the South only connected river terminals and ports to a few inland points, and when the Union blockade was enforced, most of these rail lines were rendered useless. It is also important to that while the Northern States developed standard gauge railway lines, Southern States had different gauge rail lines. Some states had broad gauge while others developed narrow gauge rail lines. Differences in rail line gauges made regional cooperation for a common rail system difficult in the Confederacy. 
The poor railway and road networks in the South forced Southerners to rely heavily on water transport. Only a few and small cities developed near ports along the rivers. Activities in some of these cities were seasonal because of inconsistent harvests (Wright, 2006). Surprisingly, some of the shipping vessels operating in the South were manufactured in the North. Perhaps the South felt that the North was taking advantage of the rail system inadequacy to exploit its economy to justify the civil war.  
The Thriving South

The Southern economy was specifically an agricultural region because of its fertile soils and good climate in the region that favored farming.  Farm produce including Cotton, tobacco, and corn among others dominated production in the region. The invention of the cotton gin in 1793 set the cotton industry to boom. Slave owners enjoyed the lucrative fields utilizing cheap slave labor on their plantations. Planters exploited cheap slave labor and produced cotton for export to England in exchange for manufactured goods from England. Southerners made huge profits from farming and accumulated capital. They bought bigger lands, extended their operations and acquired more slaves. 

In the North, the free labor system rendered labor mobile and allowed laborers to form unions. The unions engaged regular strikes to bargain for a better working environment. The strikes affected the smooth running of many factories. The cost of labor became relative expensive in the long run. 
Abolition of Slavery

While the North was flourishing due to the rapid industrial revolution, the Southern slave owners were struggling to maintain their large plantations of cotton and tobacco through slavery. This economy was strongly dependent on slavery, and at the same time, the North began a campaign to abolish slavery. The Southerners believed that slavery was critical in providing labor in order to maintain the supply and export of raw materials. Without cheap labor provided by slaves, the Southern economy would not export raw material and the United States of America would not earn foreign exchange. Logically, the raw material from the South to Europe comprised 57% of America’s export and as such, interfering with the supply could have a critical impact on the U.S economy. They also justified slavery by claiming that if slavery was abolished, many people who previously worked as slaves could end up jobless and eventually, the crime rate in the U.S could go up (Wright, 2006). 

On the other hand, Northern Politicians and policymakers pressed for the abolition of slavery by arguing that it was immoral and economically inefficient to use slave labor. According to Ransom (1993), this was unjustified and argues that the most evident reason for the North to push for the abolition of slavery was to deprive the South its competitive advantage offered through slavery. 

The North sought political superiority by fronting and electing Abraham Lincoln, a Republican president who was a strong supporter of abolition. Shortly after his inauguration, Lincoln declared the Emancipation Proclamation that set free millions of slave. As a result, eight Southern states seceded from the Union and created the Confederate States forming their own armies. These armies fueled the expansion of the civil war. It is also important to note that the Kansas-Nebraska Act passed by the Federal government in 1854 allowed residents to vote and determine whether their state to be a Slave State of Free State. Presence of political supporters from both regions led to a war that marked the onset of the Civil War (Stone, 2017). 
In conclusion, it is evident that the polarization of both the South and the North leading to the subsequent Civil War was not only as a result of differing views on slavery. Other factors that significant catalyzed the Civil war included the introduction of trade tariffs, North’s fear over the thriving South and the modernization of the rail system in the North. The conflicts between the North and the South were as a result of conflicting economic interests. The Northerners pushed for the imposition of trade tariffs on all exports on the United States of America. This was calculated to raise the prices of imports from Europe and thus give locally manufactured goods from the North a competitive advantage. On the contrary, these tariffs hurt the Southern economy.

 
The advancement of the railway system in the North led to an economic imbalance between the two regions and thus heightened the tension between them. The abolition of slavery originated from the North and was intended to kill the South’s competitive advantage over slave labor. Before the escalation of the disputes, the Southern economy was thriving due to high demand for cotton in England; however, the North feared that the South’s profitability could make their regional dominance impossible. 
Several legislations were passed culminated into the abolition of slavery and since the Southern economy was dependent on slave labor, several Southern states seceded from the union and formed a confederacy. The Confederacy formed its own army, which engaged in wars in pursuit of recognition of the interests of the South. Therefore, the divergent paths pursued in the economic development of the Southern and Northern economies significantly contributed to the polarization of the two regions, the creation of the Confederacy and, ultimately, the civil war. 
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