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Christian Argument

Thomas r. Dew defense for slavery was based on ignorance, his religious and political beliefs. He was against the notion the slavery was undemocratic, unchristian or immoral. Thomas r. Dew claims that according to the old testament, slavery was not a crime or irreligious. He also states that in the book of the new testament, there is no mention of having slaves as a sin. Therefore people should not claim that slavery was a sin or unchristian. He states that people in the Bible were allowed to own slaves and they did not have equal rights as their masters. People in Israel were allowed to have heathens as slaves. The children of Israel had once been slaves to the Egyptians (Dew’s, 1993). According to Thomas r. Dew, therefore, the argument that slavery is wrong is far fetched and does not have any basis whatever. Many people in the south held the same belief as those held by Thomas r. Dew (Dew’s, 1993). According to the Southerners, as long as people are treated fairly, there is no need for abolishing slavery. It is this type of argument that led to the civil war as one group defended their right to own slaves while the other group was against slavery.

Thomas Dew was also of the opinion that slave owners of the South treated slaves better than people from the North who marry an African American. According to him, slave owners understand the slaves and can treat them better by giving them what they need. Since the slaves are happy, he argues that there is no need to disturb this tranquility by freeing them into the barbaric northerners who will not know how to treat them. He also claimed that the slaves were better off in America than in Africa. It was therefore not fair for people from the South to point the finger at them their slave practices.

Thomas R. Dew defends slavery was a strong supporter of slavery. He equated slavery to the relationship between a parent and a child. According to him, it is not morally correct for a person to claim a parent is terrible because he has given his child some work. As long as the parent treats the child well, there was nothing wrong with the relationship. The economist believed that people who are in the privileged places in society are there because there are different classes such as whites and blacks. It would, therefore, be hypocritical for the North to lecture the south about slavery.  The people of the South according to the economist treats their slaves with much love that the slaves are willing to do anything for the master. The slave is happy with what he is getting and does not wish to change the condition of his life. He, therefore, blames the North for interfering with their affairs.

Slavery has been a dark past in American history. At the time that slavery was allowed, the authorities were afraid of rebellion from the slaves as the number of African Americans grew (Turner, 1991). The colonies then decided to pass some laws that would restrict the behaviour of slaves known as “Slave code.”

Thomas R. Dew was among the people that supported the laws that kept the slaves from freedom. In the state of Virginia, a declaration was made to the effect that since slaves were a property of the farm owner, they needed to have permission to leave the plantations. The law also imposed harsh penalties such as physical punishment since slaves could not pay fines as they were property. A slave who was found guilty of murder was supposed to be hanged. However, those who committed minor offense could be placed in stock and have his ears cut. Other restrictions involved not mingling with whites and those who were found to have violated this law were either whipped or branded. The regulations did not give slaves any legal rights. According to these codes, the Slave’s testimony against a white person was inadmissible. A case against a white person was therefore doomed before it even began. Since the courts did not allow the slave’s side of the story, justice was always served when it was a white who had accused a slave. If attacked by a white person, the slaves were not allowed to hit back, and any attempt to defend oneself was considered a crime.

Additionally, since they were considered property, they were not allowed to sign contracts. The laws also restricted the slaves from assembling unless there was a white person present Thomas r. Dew did not believe these laws were barbaric because slavery was justified.

Counter Argument

However, there were people from the North that did not agree with Thomas r. Dew arguments and wanted the slaves to be freed. One of these people was Abraham Lincoln. Abraham Lincoln issued an executive order on 1963 known as the Emancipation Proclamation that was meant to free slaves. The proclamation ordered all slave owners to free their slaves. The law led to the freedom of 4 million slaves. It took three more years for slavery to be abolished entirely in all states. Lincoln used the proclamation as a tactic in winning the civil war. The president wanted to unite the Union, and he warned the rebellious Southern states if they don’t surrender, the government would take their slaves and land. The motives to free the slaves was, therefore, more of a tactical move rather than a moral one.The proclamation promised that the freed slaves would join the military if they are fit to fight. The order did not go into effect immediately as most states refused to surrender. The slaves were freed in small numbers as the army subdued the rebellion. However, the proclamation was not extended to countries that were not rebelling such as Maryland and Missouri.

The Dred Scott v. Sanford was a ruling by the US Supreme in 1857. The court ruled in favor of the slave owner and said African Americans could not sue in federal courts since they were not Americans. It also ruled against the federal government’s control of slavery and said the government did not have the power to ban slavery. The court also ruled that slaves’ rights were protected under the Fifth Amendment since they were properties It is Ironic that the Americans fought to have freedom from the British, but they don’t want blacks to get their freedom. The Supreme Court categorized the slaves as property yet they struggled with the Americans to defeat the British. I find it Ironic that a group of people who were colonized cannot understand how other people would want to be free.
References

Dew’s, T. R. (1993). Thomas R. Dew’s Defense of Slavery (1832). Slavery & Abolition, 14(2), 48-69. doi:10.1080/01440399308575097

Turner, M. (1991). Slave workers, subsistence and labour bargaining: Amity Hall, Jamaica, 1805–1832. Slavery & Abolition, 12(1), 92-106. doi:10.1080/01440399108575024


