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Civil War and the American Economy
Scholars and historians regard the Civil War as a crucial turning point for the American economy. They cite the triumph of industrial capitalism as a striking achievement of the Civil War, mainly because it lifted America into an age of unprecedented prosperity. Characterizing the end of the war was the manufacturer's shift from wartime to peacetime production, and this did not only lead to economic growth but also established the United States as a global power. Many historians and scholars interpret the Civil War as a watershed in the history of America because it transformed the country's economic status from being receptive to being industrialized. Arguably, the end of the Civil War marked the beginning of the rise of capitalism (Gordon, 2017). The Civil War was associated with developments and achievements that the United States could not have attained without it. Although the Civil War's negative adverse consequences minimized the country's capabilities to produce consumption goods, it was also associated with positive political impacts that resulted in a high rate of growth of per capita consumption. Hence, it can be concluded that the Civil War conferred net benefits in the United States. The Civil War was associated with both positive and negative effects. 
The US government aimed for more benefits from the expansion of their political and commercial empires. First, both the government and private businesses began to increase and expanded overseas where they gained new markets. From the creation of new marketing strategies, they then got a chance to transact and sell their goods outside America. Also, they got more land to gather natural resources from where the cost of the created empires was favourable to them (Gordon, 2017). While still in the new markets, they got new ideas and beliefs which served as eye openers and gave them the freedom and capitalisation of the gains which did not outweigh the cost. The war inflicted higher costs which saw the government spend 400 million dollars causing financial constraints. However, other regions were affected like France and Great Britain, where they spent not less than 1.3 billion livres and 250 pounds respectively. Politically, Americans ranked their country as one of the best countries in the world and thus worked out all the possible plans to protect it.  Therefore, the government concentrated on expansion of the security where they came up with stronger military which used them as threats in controlling the weaker and smaller countries. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	However, some historians and economists challenge the contention that the Civil War was a turning point for the United States with the argument that various things remained consistent with the pre-war era. In other terms, some scholars, historians, and economists hold the notion that break with the past did not follow the civil war, especially when it comes to economic activities. For instance, an Economist and a historian named Cochran highlights that economic improvements realized between 1839 and 1859 were almost similar to those witnessed between 1869 and 1889. Also, a lot remained consistent with the pre-war era because the Civil War's effects on the production of bituminous coal, pig iron, and railroad tracks were short-term; hence, the assertion that continuation of the changes that had already commenced before the start of the Civil War were witnessed at the end of the conflict. The federal government played a vital role in the consolidation of the American West during the Civil War. The U.S. federal government channelled a colossal amount of resources on waging war farther east (Heideking, 2017). To achieve this objective, the federal government responded to the conflict not only through the implementation of The Homestead Act but also via the construction of a transcontinental railroad. The main aim of taking these initiatives was to encourage westward migration and settlement of the trans-Mississippi West. With President Abraham Lincoln signing of The Homestead Act, the federal government would transfer about ten percent of the United States (about two hundred and seventy million acres) of public land to private individuals at a little cost. Indeed, the law set the price at $1.25 per acre. Following the increased settlement in the aforementioned geographical region would be a solidification of union control in the area, which, in turn, would further the social, economic, and political marginalization of the physical as well as the cultural presence of tribes native to the West. 
The federal government played a role in the consolidation of the American West by not only securing the land through treaties but also by establishing territorial governments. President Abraham Lincoln appointed governors to represent the created territorial governments.  After acquiring the western territory from native tribes, the federal government appointed surveyors and sent them to the area to map and document the land. By the twentieth century, several agencies, including the General Land Office and the Forest Service in the interior and agriculture departments, respectively, were tasked with the management of lands. Of equal importance to highlight here is the fact that the federal government gave the army full responsibility to facilitate the navigation of rivers. Andrew Carnegie's argument that the positive impacts of industrial capitalism outweighed the negative ones is not valid. According to Andrew Carnegie, the benefits of industrial capitalism outweigh the adverse consequences because the garnered wealth was utilized to make society better. He also noted that the industrial capitalism was beneficial because it improved people’s living standards and levels of education (Rieppel, 2019). However, the advantages of industrial capitalization cannot outweigh its associated consequences, particularly considering that some of its negative effects are still happening in the contemporary world. 


	In conclusion, the Civil War was associated with both positive and negative effects. The Civil War as a watershed in the history of America because it transformed the country's economic status from being receptive to being industrialized. On the other hand, economic improvements realized between 1839 and 1859 were almost similar to those witnessed between 1869 and 1889. Thus, a lot remained consistent with the pre-war era. The federal government played a role in the consolidation of the American West by encouraging westward migration and settlement of the trans-Mississippi West. The positive effects of industrial capitalism do not outweigh the negative ones since the consequences are still experienced in today's world.
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