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The election of 1860 was one of the most pivotal moments in American history, marking a
turning point that would eventually lead to the Civil War. The nation was deeply divided
over the issue of slavery, with various political platforms presenting different visions for
the future of the country. If you found yourself casting a vote in this critical election,
understanding the different concepts concerning slavery that were at stake could
significantly influence your decision. The core question was: what stance on slavery would
most persuade you to support one candidate over another? In this article, we will explore
the primary concepts concerning slavery during the 1860 election and analyze which
might have most persuaded voters to choose a particular candidate or platform.

The Political Landscape of 1860 and Slavery

The year 1860 was characterized by intense political debate, with four main candidates
vying for the presidency: Abraham Lincoln, Stephen A. Douglas, John C. Breckinridge, and
John Bell. Each candidate or party represented different attitudes toward slavery and its
role in American society. The ideological differences centered around whether slavery
should be expanded into new territories, whether it should be abolished where it already
existed, and how the federal government should handle slavery.

Understanding these perspectives is crucial to grasp what concept concerning slavery
might have most persuaded voters to support a particular candidate.

The Major Concepts Concerning Slavery in the
1860 Election

There were several key ideas about slavery that shaped the political platforms and debates
of 1860:

1. The Preservation and Expansion of Slavery
- Candidate/Party: Democratic Southern wing (John C. Breckinridge)
- Core Belief: Slavery was a constitutional right and should be protected and expanded
into new territories and states.
- Persuasive Aspect: For voters who believed slavery was essential to the Southern



economy and way of life, this stance offered reassurance that their interests would be
protected and that slavery should not be restricted or abolished.

2. Opposition to the Expansion of Slavery
- Candidate/Party: Abraham Lincoln and the Republican Party
- Core Belief: Slavery was a moral wrong and should not be allowed to expand into the
western territories, although existing slavery in the South should be maintained.
- Persuasive Aspect: For voters concerned about the spread of slavery into new states and
territories, this concept promised to limit the reach of slavery without necessarily
abolishing it in the South, appealing to those who valued the moral stance of opposition
but did not advocate immediate abolition.

3. States' Rights and Limited Federal Interference
- Candidate/Party: John Bell (Constitutional Union Party)
- Core Belief: The federal government should not interfere with slavery where it existed,
emphasizing the rights of states to decide their own policies.
- Persuasive Aspect: Voters who believed in preserving the Union and respecting states'
rights might have been persuaded by this platform, which aimed to avoid sectional conflict
by maintaining the status quo.

4. Immediate Abolition of Slavery
- Candidate/Party: Not represented in 1860 as a major platform, but some abolitionist
sentiments existed.
- Core Belief: Slavery was a fundamental moral evil that should be abolished immediately.
- Persuasive Aspect: While not a major platform in 1860, the abolitionist movement
influenced many voters, especially in the North, who saw the eradication of slavery as the
ultimate moral goal.

Which Concept Concerning Slavery Would Most
Persuade You To?

Deciding which concept concerning slavery would persuade you depends on your personal
values, economic interests, regional identity, and moral beliefs. Let’s analyze the options
to understand what might have most influenced your decision.

If You Prioritized the Protection of Southern Interests
and the Expansion of Slavery

As a voter sympathetic to the Southern economy and way of life, the most persuasive
concept would be the preservation and expansion of slavery. The platform of the Southern



Democrats, advocating for federal protection of slavery and its expansion into new
territories, would reassure you that your economic and social interests are safeguarded.
This concept aligns with the idea that slavery was a constitutional right and integral to
Southern society.

Key Points:
- Slavery as a constitutional right
- Expansion into new territories
- Economic dependence on slavery

If You Were Morally Opposed to Slavery but Concerned
About Union Stability

If your primary concern was moral opposition to slavery but also maintaining national
unity, the opposition to the expansion of slavery championed by Abraham Lincoln and the
Republican Party might be most persuasive. This stance promised to limit slavery's spread,
which could be seen as a compromise—addressing moral concerns without immediate
abolition that might threaten the Union.

Key Points:
- Moral opposition to slavery's spread
- Preservation of the Union
- No immediate abolition in existing slaveholding states

If You Believed in States’ Rights and Wanted to Avoid
Sectional Conflict

For voters who believed that slavery should be a matter for individual states to decide, the
platform of the Constitutional Union Party, emphasizing limited federal interference,
would be most persuasive. This approach aimed to avoid sectional discord and uphold the
rights of states to determine their own policies.

Key Points:
- Federal non-interference
- Preservation of the Union
- Emphasis on constitutional rights

If You Were an Abolitionist or Had Strong Moral
Oppositions to Slavery

Although abolitionism was not a major formal platform in 1860, if you held strong moral
convictions against slavery, you would be most persuaded by the concept that slavery was
a fundamental moral evil that needed to be abolished. The moral imperative to end slavery
altogether would override other considerations.



Key Points:
- Moral and religious opposition
- Immediate abolition as an ideal
- Support from abolitionist movements

Conclusion: Which Concept Would Most Persuade
You?

The most persuasive concept concerning slavery in the 1860 election ultimately depends
on your personal values and regional identity. If you valued economic interests and the
preservation of the Southern way of life, the protection and expansion of slavery would be
most convincing. If you prioritized moral opposition and limiting slavery’s spread,
Lincoln’s platform would appeal more. For those concerned with Union stability and
states’ rights, the constitutional approach would be compelling.

In Summary:
- Protection and expansion of slavery: Persuasive for Southern slaveholders and defenders
of slavery as a constitutional right.
- Opposition to slavery’s expansion: Persuasive for moral opponents and moderates
seeking to limit slavery without abolition.
- States' rights approach: Persuasive for unionists and those wary of sectional conflict.
- Abolitionist moral stance: Persuasive for moral reformers and abolitionists.

Understanding these concepts helps clarify why the 1860 election was so critical and how
different visions for slavery’s role in America could sway voters. Ultimately, your decision
would reflect which of these ideas aligned most closely with your values, economic
interests, and vision for the country’s future.

---
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Frequently Asked Questions

How did the issue of states' rights influence the debate
over slavery in the 1860 election?
Many voters believed that states should have the right to decide whether to permit
slavery, making the protection of states' rights a compelling reason to support candidates
advocating for limited federal interference in slavery policies.



Would the candidate's stance on the expansion of
slavery into new territories persuade you to vote?
Yes, if a candidate opposed the spread of slavery into new territories, I would be
persuaded, as I believed that limiting slavery's expansion was essential to prevent its
spread and eventual abolition.

How important was the preservation of the Union in
your decision related to slavery?
The idea that maintaining the Union required addressing slavery's divisive issues would
persuade me to support a candidate who aimed to prevent secession and preserve national
unity.

Would the candidate's views on the moral implications
of slavery influence your voting choice?
Absolutely; a candidate who acknowledged the moral wrongs of slavery and advocated for
its abolition or containment would strongly influence my vote based on ethical
considerations.

Did economic concerns related to slavery, such as its
impact on free labor, persuade you in the 1860 election?
Yes, I would be persuaded if a candidate emphasized the economic dangers of slavery
undermining free labor and economic progress, aligning with my belief in free labor
principles.

Would the candidate's promise to protect the rights of
slaveholders in the South sway your vote?
If I prioritized the rights of property owners, I might be persuaded by a candidate who
pledged to safeguard the rights of slaveholders, though this would depend on my views on
the morality and future of slavery.
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The 1860 United States presidential election was a pivotal moment in American history,
marking a clear division over the future of slavery and the nation’s political landscape. As
tensions mounted over the expansion of slavery into new territories and states, voters
faced complex moral, economic, and constitutional questions. If you had been a voter in
that election, understanding the core concepts surrounding slavery—ranging from states'
rights to moral imperatives—would shape your decision profoundly. Among these



competing ideas, the concept that might most persuade an individual hinges on the
fundamental principles they prioritize: whether they believe slavery is a moral evil that
must be abolished, or a constitutional right that should be protected under the fabric of
American law. This article explores the key ideas regarding slavery during the 1860
election, helping you understand what concept might most influence your vote.

---

The Political Landscape of 1860: A Nation Divided

Before delving into specific concepts concerning slavery, it’s essential to grasp the
political context of 1860. The nation was on the brink of disunion, with four major
candidates vying for the presidency, each representing different visions for America's
future:

- Abraham Lincoln (Republican Party): Advocated to halt the spread of slavery into new
territories, emphasizing the moral and economic imperatives of restricting slavery's
expansion.
- Stephen A. Douglas (Northern Democratic Party): Supported popular sovereignty,
allowing territories to decide for themselves on slavery.
- John C. Breckinridge (Southern Democratic Party): Emphasized the protection of slavery
as a constitutional right and supported its expansion into new territories.
- John Bell (Constitutional Union Party): Focused on preserving the Union and avoided
taking a firm stance on slavery.

This multiparty contest reflected deep divisions over slavery, which influenced voters'
perceptions of morality, constitutional rights, economic interests, and regional identity.

---

Core Concepts Concerning Slavery in the 1860
Election

Understanding the key ideas that shaped debates about slavery in 1860 is crucial. These
concepts can be broadly categorized into moral, constitutional, and economic
perspectives.

1. Slavery as a Moral Evil

Many abolitionists and moral reformers viewed slavery as inherently wrong—an affront to
human dignity and justice. This perspective was rooted in religious and Enlightenment
principles, emphasizing equality and human rights.

- Moral Argument: Slavery degrades both the enslaved and the enslavers, violating natural



rights.
- Abolitionist Movements: Leaders like William Lloyd Garrison and Frederick Douglass
campaigned tirelessly to end slavery, framing it as a sin that must be eradicated.
- Implication for Voting: If you believed slavery was a profound moral evil, you might be
persuaded to vote for candidates like Lincoln, who opposed its expansion and supported
eventual abolition.

Persuasion Factors:
- The moral urgency to end slavery.
- The belief that slavery is incompatible with the nation’s founding principles of liberty and
equality.
- The fear that tolerating slavery perpetuates injustice and social decay.

---

2. Slavery as a Constitutional Right

For many Southern voters and politicians, slavery was viewed not only as a moral issue
but as a protected constitutional right. They argued that the U.S. Constitution explicitly or
implicitly recognized slavery and that states had the right to determine their own policies.

- States’ Rights Doctrine: The idea that states have sovereignty over certain issues,
including slavery, and that federal interference violates their constitutional authority.
- Legal Foundations: Proponents pointed to clauses in the Constitution—such as the Three-
Fifths Compromise and protections for property rights—to justify slavery.
- Implication for Voting: If you prioritized states’ rights and believed slavery was
constitutionally protected, you might favor candidates like Breckinridge or Bell, who
pledged to defend slavery and oppose federal restrictions.

Persuasion Factors:
- The desire to uphold states’ autonomy.
- The belief that protecting slavery is essential to preserving the constitutional order.
- Fear that abolitionist policies threaten the sovereignty of slaveholding states.

---

3. Slavery as an Economic Institution

Another critical perspective views slavery primarily through economic lenses. Enslaved
labor was fundamental to the Southern economy, particularly in agriculture—especially
cotton, tobacco, and sugar.

- Economic Dependency: Southern planters argued that slavery was vital for economic
prosperity and regional stability.
- Property Rights: Enslaved people were considered property, and their abolition could
threaten economic livelihoods.
- Implication for Voting: If economic stability and property rights are your priorities, you



might be persuaded to support candidates willing to defend slavery as an economic
necessity, such as Breckinridge.

Persuasion Factors:
- The importance of slavery to regional economic growth.
- The fear that abolition would lead to economic collapse.
- The desire to protect property rights associated with enslaved persons.

---

Which Concept Would Most Persuade You? A
Personal Reflection

Choosing which concept concerning slavery might most persuade you depends heavily on
your moral beliefs, regional identity, and constitutional interpretation.

If you believe slavery is a moral evil that must be abolished, the moral argument would
resonate most. Lincoln’s stance—opposing the expansion of slavery and eventually
advocating for its abolition—would appeal deeply to your sense of justice and human
dignity. His platform suggested that slavery was incompatible with America’s founding
ideals of equality.

If you prioritize states’ rights and constitutional protections for slavery, then the
constitutional argument would persuade you. You might see slavery as a matter of legal
sovereignty for the states, and supporting candidates who pledged to defend slavery as a
constitutional right would align with your views.

If your primary concern is economic stability, especially if you’re a Southern planter or
businessman, the economic argument would be most convincing. You’d want policies that
safeguard your property rights and regional prosperity, which at the time, meant
defending slavery.

---

The Impact of These Concepts on the Election and
American Future

The election of 1860 ultimately hinged on these differing conceptions of slavery. Lincoln’s
victory, driven by opposition to the expansion of slavery, alarmed the South, leading to
secession and the Civil War. For voters who believed slavery was a moral evil, Lincoln’s
platform offered hope for eventual abolition. For those who viewed slavery as a
constitutional right or economic necessity, his victory represented a threat to their way of
life.

The election revealed that deeply held beliefs about slavery—whether as a moral failing,



constitutional right, or economic institution—could not be reconciled within a single
nation. Instead, they fueled the division that would culminate in conflict.

---

Conclusion: What Concept Concerning Slavery
Would Most Persuade You?

If you had cast your vote in the tumultuous election of 1860, your choice would rest on
which of these core concepts resonated most with you. Would you be persuaded by the
moral imperative to end slavery and uphold human rights? Or would your allegiance be to
the constitutional protections of property and sovereignty? Alternatively, would economic
considerations take precedence?

The debate surrounding slavery was not merely political; it was a profound moral and
cultural conflict that shaped the nation’s destiny. Recognizing which concept most
persuaded voters at the time helps us understand the deep divisions that ultimately led to
the Civil War—and continues to inform discussions about justice, rights, and liberty today.
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