Ordeal by Fire pp. 95-138 Homework Questions
1. Why did the idea of popular sovereignty cause such controversy within the political parties?
The Missouri Compromise (1821) had originally banned the use of slavery in territories north of 36°30’. With the addition of Mexican territory in the West after the Mexican American War (1846-1848) came the renewed fight over what to do about slavery. Southern representatives from both parties advocated for the repeal of the Missouri Compromise and the allowance of slavery in all territories through the use of popular sovereignty (let the people decide). Some more moderate representatives advocated extending the line of demarcation to the Pacific Ocean. This issue contributed to the realignment of political parties along sectional lines according to geography as opposed to Constitutional interpretation (pp. 95-99).
2. How did the rise of the Republican party contribute to the disappearance of the Whig party?
Anger over the implementation of popular sovereignty in Nebraska (territory that originally was considered free according to the Missouri Compromise) pulled dissatisfied representatives from all political parties into an evolving group of people who opposed the spread of slavery into the territories. These dissenters eventually settled on the name Republican. Many of these dissenters hailed from the Northern Whig party. The Whig party was already weak, and this breakaway caused most Northerners to follow the Republicans and most Southerners to absorb into the Southern Democrats (pp. 99-101).
3. How did Kansas get the nickname ‘Bleeding Kansas’?
Popular sovereignty was to be used in Kansas territory to decide the status of slavery there. After the failure to keep Nebraska free, many abolitionists rushed to the territory to establish residency and vote it free. Missourians and slave-holders had a similar notion. On the day of the election, Missouri border ruffians marched into Kansas armed as a militia. They voted in the election, thus ensuring the success of pro-slavery voters. In the process, the ruffians used violence when blocked at the polls. Abolitionists viewed this pro-slavery legislature as illegitimate, since the election was rigged. This violence even extended to the floor of Senate where Senator Preston Brooks assaulted Senator Charles Sumner just days after Sumner made a speech decrying the actions of Southern representatives in regard to Kansas (pp. 101-105).
4. How did the concept of a dictum save the North from complying with the Dred Scott decision?
When Judge Taney passed his verdict in the Dred Scott case, he delivered it in four parts. The order in which these parts were delivered provided a loophole to the judgment. Taney first ruled that African Americans are not citizens and, therefore, could not bring a suit to court. This statement essentially invalidated the rest of the verdict. A dictum is a comment made in passing that has no direct bearing on the case and is therefore not binding. Since Taney first declared that the case itself was irrelevant, everything he said after that statement regarding freedom based on residency in free territory was not binding (pp. 111-113).

5. Why was Lincoln considered the best candidate to run on the Republican ticket in 1860?

There were many other Republican candidates who were more well-known than Lincoln. Because these candidates had long careers, they had already made many enemies and aligned themselves with more radical ideas, they would only appeal to a small margin of Republicans and would not gain any bipartisan support. Lincoln was relatively new to the political arena. He disagreed with slavery but did not support actions to outright abolish it. He had some political experience but very few enemies due to his short tenure in politics. Overall, Lincoln’s beliefs were aligned with Republican ideals but were not radical. Of all the candidates, Lincoln would be most able to garner bipartisan support (p. 131).
