PAGE  
5

Timeline of events through July 10, 1861

· 1820-21 – Missouri Compromise measures adopted.  The territory of Missouri – part of the vast lands contained in the Louisiana Purchase of 1803 - is granted its request to be admitted into the Union as a state under a proslavery constitution.  The free state of Maine is admitted into the Union on March 15 to counterbalance the upcoming admission of Missouri.  Most significant for the future is a provision relating to that part of the Louisiana Purchase which is still in territorial status.  In this remaining territory, slavery is prohibited north of the 36° 30’ line.  South of the line, local governments and future states can (and will) permit slavery.  Missouri is admitted into the Union as a slave state on August 10, 1821.
…
· August 13-23, 1831 – Nat Turner slave uprising in Virginia.  At least 57 white people are killed.  Reprisal killings of at least a hundred blacks, free and slave.  Panic ensues among Southern whites, not only in Virginia, but throughout the South.
…
· 1836-1844 – “Gag rule” in the U.S. House of Representatives, by which antislavery petitions presented to that body are to be automatically refused a hearing.  Many Northerners – not always sympathetic to abolitionism – criticize the gag rule, seeing it as a violation of the First Amendment freedom to petition the government for a redress of grievances.  Some Southern representatives, while supporting slavery, join in opposition to the rule, which the abolitionists employ as a propaganda tool to keep their position in the public eye and to support their accusation that the United States Congress is captive to slave interests.  Rep. John Quincy Adams (Anti-Mason, Mass) is a leading foe of the gag rule.  The rule is abolished after eight years, and the standard procedure of referring abolitionist petitions to committee, and failing to act on them, is resumed.
…
· May 13, 1846 – Congress declares war against Mexico.
…
· August 8, 1846 – David Wilmot, a freshman Democratic representative from Pennsylvania (later a Republican Senator from that state), offers an amendment to an administration bill.  The bill seeks $2,000,000 to compensate Mexico for territorial gains which may be made at its expense as a result of the war.  Rep. Wilmot’s amendment is in the form of a “proviso” prohibiting slavery in any territory to be acquired from Mexico.  The proviso’s language copies the antislavery clause in the Northwest Ordinance of 1787.  Wilmot Proviso supporters often see themselves as following the lead of Thomas Jefferson, a key supporter of the Northwest Ordinance’s ban on slavery (like many Northern opponents of territorial slavery, Wilmot wants an area into which white settlers can move without “association with negro slavery”).  The debate over the Wilmot Proviso, given particular urgency by the prospect of acquiring large amounts of federal territory from Mexico, raises the slavery issue to the highest level of public controversy in the country since the Missouri Compromise.
…
· January 24, 1848 – Discovery of gold in the territory of California, recently wrested from Mexico.  As the news of the gold filters out, becoming widely known throughout the country by the end of the year, American settlers will flock to the new U.S. possession, prompting a demand for organized government and forcing Congress to confront the issue of slavery in this rapidly-growing territory.  The fact that a good part of the California territory is south of the Missouri Compromise line vexes many Southerners, because of pressure to organize California as a free state.
…
· January 29, 1850 – Henry Clay offers his compromise plan in the Senate, in the form of eight bills or resolutions.  Under the proposed resolutions, California would be admitted as a free state, the territories in the rest of the Mexican Cession would be organized without regard to slavery, the Texas/New Mexico boundary dispute (see below, May-June 1850) would be largely resolved in favor of New Mexico in return for a federal assumption of Texas’ public debt, the slave trade would be abolished in the District of Columbia, slavery itself would be maintained in the District unless the voters of the District, and the state of Maryland agreed to abolition, Congress would disavow any power to regulate the interstate slave trade, and a new federal Fugitive Slave Act would be enacted (strengthening the existing Fugitive Law which had been passed in 1793).
...
· May 19, 1850 – In a development which turns out to be linked to the ambitions of some Southerners to extend U.S. slave territory, raiders – “filibusters” - under the command of Venezuelan Narciso López land in Cárdenas, in the Spanish colony of Cuba.  A group of Cuban exiles, headed by López, have a plan to free the Spanish colony of Cuba from Spanish control.  In additional to concerns about Spanish oppression in general, the revolutionaries, members of the dominant white criollo population, fear that Spain might emancipate the slaves in Cuba.  To avert this, the revolutionaries hope that Cuba, after liberation from Spain, will become annexed to the U.S. as a slave territory, although some of the exiles are concerned that free-soil politics in the U.S. might hinder this objective. Mississippi governor John Quitman is sympathetic to the filibusters, whose objectives are consistent with his own concerns, as a Southern politician, to make sure that slavery continues to exist in Cuba and that the island be open to possible U.S. expansion.  Governor Quitman seems have furnished aid to the filibusters, and he probably offered to take part after López established a Cuban base of operations.  However, Spanish authorities promptly repel López’s band, which flees back to the United States.  Quitman stays in Mississippi.  Federal indictments are later issued against López, Quitman and others for violating United States neutrality laws (one of those indicted is Coatesworth Pinckney Smith, chief justice of Mississippi’s highest court).  Support for the Cuban filibusters is not limited to the South.  Sympathizers exist in both North and South, especially among Mexican War veterans.  Yet some American politicians have an antislavery rationale for supporting a U.S. annexation of Cuba.  While not seeking to emancipate slaves in Cuba, these politicians (like Secretary of State Daniel Webster and Senator Edward Everett of Massachusetts) are aware of the illegal importation of slaves into Cuba from Africa (often in ships which – whether authorized to do so or not – fly the American flag), and they support American annexation as a way to bring this unlawful traffic to an end.  The idea of annexing Cuba in order to stop illegal slave importations (without abolishing slavery itself on the island) will be emphasized by the U.S. government as late as 1860.
…
· July 31-September 17, 1850 – Under Senator Stephen Douglas’ skillful leadership, the House and Senate pass a version of Clay’s proposed compromise in the form of several separate bills, rather than in the “Omnibus” form which had proven so unsuccessful.  The compromise measures are similar to, but not identical with, those proposed by Henry Clay: Congress admits California as a free state, so that there are now 16 free and 15 slave states in the Union.  It prohibits the slave trade (but not slavery itself) in the District of Columbia. A new, more stringent Fugitive Slave law is added to the statute books.  Congress also adjusts the boundary between the slave state of Texas and the federal territory of New Mexico in a manner which is favorable to the federal government, in exchange for federal assumption of the Texas public debt.  The status of slavery in the Utah and New Mexico territories is handled ambiguously.  Utah and New Mexico are organized as territories.  The U.S. Constitution is extended to the new territories.  Disputes over slavery in these territories can be appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court – without regard to jurisdictional limitations applicable in non-slavery cases, but without indicating how the court should rule in such cases.  Upon admission to statehood, the territories (or portions of the territories) would be either free or slave, according to the provisions of the state constitution at the time.  Unlike Clay’s territorial proposals, there is no clause in the territorial bills limiting the power of the Utah and New Mexico territorial legislatures over slavery.  The majorities by which each bill in the Compromise package passes depends on whether the bill in question favors the North or the South—each bill gets majority support from the section it benefits, plus enough minority support from Congressmen from the other section to make up an overall majority.  Thus, each bill gets a majority in each house of Congress, but over the objection of whichever section (North or South) is disfavored by the bill.  Despite these parliamentary realities, the various bills will come to be hailed collectively as the “Compromise of 1850,” whose enactment has saved the country from the perils of a sectional crisis or possible civil war.
 
· September 18, 1850 – In the course of signing the Congressional compromise measures, Fillmore signs what will be the most controversial of those measures, the fugitive-slave bill, into law.  This new law strengthens the previous fugitive-slave law, which had been passed in 1793.  The 1793 statute relied on the claimant to go into the state where his alleged slave was currently living and bring the latter before a local federal or state judge for an adjudication of the alleged slave’s status.  The enforcement of the 1793 law was often blocked by Northern state courts and officials, often acting under Northern “Personal Liberty Laws.”  Under the new 1850 law, the alleged owner (or his agent) can obtain the assistance of federal marshals in arresting alleged fugitives, and adjudication of the alleged fugitive’s status is done not by federal judges, but by non-judicial officials – commissioners – appointed by the federal circuit courts.   The federal commissioners are not allowed to hear testimony from the alleged fugitive, and a commissioner who sends someone into slavery gets twice the fee ($10.00) which he would get if he released the suspect ($5.00).  A certified record from a state court in the state from which the fugitive allegedly fled would be sufficient, without further proof, to establish the alleged fugitive’s slave status.  Courts are forbidden from releasing alleged fugitives on writs of habeas corpus, and Congress has rejected amendments allowing jury trials for the alleged fugitive. Northern citizens can be compelled, if demanded by federal officials, to help those officials resist rescue attempts.  Interfering with the seizure of an alleged fugitive is made a federal crime.  90% of those accused under this law of being fugitives will be sent back to the slave state from which they allegedly fled. 
  In the wake of the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850, many American blacks in the North, fearing the harsh features of the new law and its hostility to suspected fugitives, flee to Canada, greatly increasing the black population of those British provinces.
  By 1860, the black population of Canada West (modern Ontario) will be about 40,000, of whom around 30,000 are fugitive slaves or their descendants.
  Fugitives generally settle on the expanse of territory in Canada West between Lake Huron on the northwest and Lakes Erie and Ontario on the southeast.  Towns on the Canadian bank of the Detroit river (Amherstburg, Windsor, Colchester), and on the Canadian bank of Lake Erie (Chatham, Dresden, London) have good-sized black populations.  Even in 1842, before the extra incentives to emigration provided by the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850, an American newspaper declared that there was “$400,000 worth of slave property in” Amherstburg and its environs.  Another destination for fugitive blacks, Saint Catherine’s, is the town to which the famous slave-rescuer Harriet Tubman brought the slaves she had rescued.
 “[M]any [fugitives think] of their stay in Canada as merely a phase which would end with a change of domestic policy in the United States.”
  In response to the new federal fugitive-slave law, only one state legislature – that of Vermont – responds (in late 1850) with the passage a new Personal Liberty law, and only one state legislature – that of Ohio – responds (in spring 1851) with a protest claiming the new law is unconstitutional.  No other Northern state will pass any new Personal Liberty Laws or protest resolutions in response to the new federal law until 1854, when the Kansas-Nebraska crisis will provoke Northern anger against the South and a willingness to reconsider old sectional compromises.
  Prior to 1854, resistance to the new Fugitive Slave Act will be the province of the black community, and of a highly active antislavery white minority in the North….
· June 5, 1851-April 1, 1852 – Harriett Beecher Stowe’s novel Uncle Tom’s Cabin: or, Life Among the Lowly is serialized in the magazine National Era.
 Vividly portraying the horrors of slavery and the recent Fugitive Slave Act, the novel creates heroes and villains well calculated to move Victorian-era readers.

· August 1851 - Narciso López invades Cuba a second time, again with the support of American “filibusters.”  Presumably, the revolutionaries’ ultimate goal of annexing Cuba to the U.S. as a slave territory has not changed.  Spanish authorities defeat the invaders, capture and garrote López, and execute some of the Americans who took part in the invasion.  One of the Americans executed by the Spanish is Colonel William Crittenden, nephew of Kentucky Whig politician and former U.S. Attorney General John J. Crittenden, whom we will encounter in the U.S. Senate during the secession crisis of 1860-61, offering compromise proposals including a division of free and slave territories along the Missouri Compromise line of 36° 30' – and accepting, at least for a time, a modification to his proposal by which all territory “hereafter acquired” would be subject to the reinstated boundary line.  In 1852, Abraham Lincoln, former Whig Congressman from Illinois, will defend the action of Spanish authorities in executing the Americans who fought with Lopez.  Still later, Lincoln will oppose Sen. Crittenden’s compromise proposals on territorial slavery during the secession crisis, fearing that allowing slavery in territory “hereafter acquired” would be an invitation to proslavery filibustering expeditions.
…
· March 3, 1854 – The U.S. Senate approves the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 37-14, with the repeal of the Missouri Compromise included in the bill.
…
· March 14, 1854 – A petition, organized by slavery opponents including Harriett Beecher Stowe and signed by 3,050 New England Protestant ministers, is presented to the U.S. Senate by Massachusetts Senator Edward Everett.  The petition protests against the bill “in the name of Almighty God, and in his presence.”  Enactment of the bill, says the petition, would “expos[e] us to the righteous judgments of the Almighty.”  Responding to this petition, supporters of the Kansas-Nebraska bill denounce the “political preachers” who signed the petition and accuses them of violating the separation of church and state.   The petition will ultimately be tabled (killed).  Senator Stephen Douglas will later echo these criticisms in responding to a similar petition from Chicago-area clergy.  Similar responses will be met in May by 504 clergy from the Midwest who likewise protest the bill (although the Midwestern clergy will leave out the part about speaking “in the name of Almighty God,” a phrase which sparked numerous objections in the original petition).
…
· May 22, 1854 – The House of Representatives approves the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 113-100.  Northern Democrats support the administration-backed measure by a vote of 42-39.  The Northern vote among Whigs, Americans (“Know-Nothings”) and Free Soil representatives is 50-0 against the bill.
…
· May 30, 1854 – President Franklin Pierce signs the Kansas-Nebraska Act into law.  The new law repeals the Missouri Compromise in the covered territories and provides that “the people thereof [are] perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States.” With the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Act, the only remaining Congressional bans on territorial slavery apply to the Oregon and Minnesota territories (Washington territory, carved out of Oregon Territory by an act of 1853, is antislavery by virtue of territorial law).  There is considerable Northern opposition to the Kansas-Nebraska Act because of the repeal of the Missouri Compromise.  To many Northerners, who had previously been disposed to accept the 1850 Fugitive Slave Act as part of a general settlement on the slavery question, the Kansas-Nebraska Act’s rejection of the Missouri Compromise provides a reason to reconsider support of the harsh fugitive-slave measure:  If the South is willing to upset sectional equilibrium on the Missouri Compromise, what point is there in the North upholding the 1850 Fugitive Slave Act?
…
· May 19, 1856 – Charles Sumner delivers a Senate speech “On the Crime Against Kansas.”  The speech denounces pro-slavery influence in the nation, and includes a reference to South Carolina Senator Andrew Butler.  Sumner declares that Butler “has chosen a mistress to whom he has made his vows, and who, tho ugly to others, is always lovely to him; tho polluted in the sight of the world, is chaste in his sight—I mean the harlot, Slavery.”

· May 21, 1856 – Supporters of the federally-recognized, proslavery government of the Kansas territory raid the free-state settlement of Lawrence, burning the Free State Hotel and destroying two pro-free-state newspapers.

· May 22, 1856 – Representative Preston Brooks of South Carolina is angry at Sen. Charles Sumner’s speech of the 19th, and its animadversions on Senator Butler, a relative of Brooks.  Entering the Senate Chamber, Brooks comes up to Sumner and beats him with a cane until he (Sumner) passes out.  Rep. Lawrence Keitt, also of South Carolina, prevents others from coming to Sumner’s aid.  Later, the House will cast a 121-95 vote to expel Brooks, but since this majority falls short of the two-thirds required by the Constitution, the expulsion resolution will not pass.  Brooks’ constituents will re-elect him in a special election after Brooks resigns.  The same resign-and-re-elect phenomenon will take place with Keitt after the latter is censured by the House for his role in the affair.

· The night of May 24-25, 1856 – John Brown, enraged at what he believes to be aggression and planned aggression by proslavery forces in Kansas and the country, leads a night raid of the Kansas settlement of Pottawatomie Creek for the purpose of killing proslavery settlers.  Brown’s party arrives at the home of James P. Doyle, lures Doyle and his two eldest sons outside, and kills the three victims by the sword, mutilating the bodies.  Then Brown and the others go to the home of Allen Wilkinson, lure him outside, and kill him as well.  The Brown party then goes to the house of James Harris, breaks in, drags out a guest named William Sherman, kills Sherman, and mutilates the body.  While it is not fully certain what factors Brown applied in choosing his victims, and different factors have been suggested, the victims (including non-slave-owners) tended to be associated with the territorial proslavery party and with the activities of a local court run by the federally-recognized government.  Free-state and slave-state supporters later hold a “conciliation meeting” in Pottawatomie where they denounce the killings.  The federal government will issue murder warrants against Brown and those believed to be his confederates in the killings.  Despite a federal manhunt, Brown will avoid capture.
…
· March 6, 1857 - In its Dred Scott decision, the U.S. Supreme Court declares that Congress cannot prohibit slavery in the federal territories - meaning that the Missouri Compromise’s slavery ban was unconstitutional.  The justices also say that free black people whose ancestors were slaves cannot be citizens.  The primary opinion in the case is delivered by Chief Justice Roger Taney (who as a young Maryland lawyer gave an eloquent antislavery speech to a jury, but who during these years, in his private writings and correspondence, is full of vituperation against Northern and foreign foes of slavery and their alleged aggressions against the South). Southerners, as well as Northern Democrats, declare that the Republican Party’s basic position – a Congressional ban on slavery in the federal territories – has now been shown to be unconstitutional, based on the allegedly authoritative exposition of the Constitution by the Supreme Court.  Republicans deny that the Dred Scott decision is legitimate, and avow their intent not to be bound by it.  On this same day, the U.S. Supreme Court takes an appeal from the Booth decision of the Wisconsin Supreme Court, despite the Wisconsin high tribunal’s refusal to obey the U.S. Supreme Court’s writ of error.
…
· June 1857 – In an election in which very few antislavery settlers participate, voters elect a proslavery delegation to the Kansas constitutional convention.
…
· October 19-November 7, 1857 – The Lecompton Convention reassembles and draws up a proslavery constitution for Kansas.  Initially refusing to submit this constitution to Kansas voters, the convention, pressured by agents of the Buchanan administration, agrees to give voters a choice between the constitution “with slavery” or “without slavery.”  The version of the constitution “without slavery” would prohibit the introduction of additional slaves into Kansas while grandfathering in existing slaveholders, so that their approximately 200 slaves would remain in slave status.  Other language in the Lecompton Constitution seems to prohibit amendment prior to 1864.  Northern opinion turns against the Lecompton Constitution, and Northern Democrats in Congress will begin feeling pressure from their constituents to reject this constitution.
…
· March 23, 1858 – Rejecting Senator Stephen Douglas’ arguments, the U.S. Senate, 33-25, votes to admit Kansas as a state under the Lecompton Constitution,  without prior approval from territorial voters (whose December 21 vote for Lecompton “with slavery” is considered as a sufficient expression of the popular will).  However, the Senate bill recognizes the right of Kansans to amend the Lecompton Constitution immediately after Kansas becomes a state (the original Lecompton text seemed to put off amendments until 1864).  Northern House members, on the other hand, are not in the mood to accept this Senate version of the Kansas bill.

· April 1, 1858 – The U.S. House, 120-112, supports a Kansas bill different from the Senate version, providing that the voters of the Kansas territory will have an up-or-down vote on the Lecompton Constitution prior to statehood.  This version of the Kansas bill is strongly opposed by most Southern leaders and by the Buchanan administration – the South does not wish to subject the status of slavery in Kansas to another vote by Kansas settlers prior to statehood.

· April 30, 1858 – A compromise Kansas bill, with amendments approved by the Buchanan administration, is approved by the Senate and the House.  The administration had persuaded Rep. William H. English (D-Indiana), a House opponent of Lecompton, to draw up this compromise measure to win back Northern House Democrats.  The “English Compromise” effectively gives the voters of Kansas a choice between statehood under the Lecompton Constitution or continued territorial status until population growth gives Kansas the same number of people as a standard Congressional district.  To appease the South, the voters of Kansas will theoretically not be voting on the Lecompton Constitution itself, but on a proposal relating to a land grant.  With this formulation, Southern leaders will be able to accept the coming defeat of Lecompton while claiming that Congress has not, as such, refused to admit a new slave state (which would have been cause for secession according to more militant southerners).  In a letter to Congressman English, Buchanan says: “It will be your fate to end this dangerous agitation, to confer lasting benefits on your country, & to render your character historical.”  Senator Douglas protests against the English Compromise on the grounds that it will punish Kansas voters (by delaying statehood) if they reject Lecompton.
…
· August 27, 1858 – Abraham Lincoln and Stephen Douglas hold their second joint debate in Freeport, Illinois.  Douglas reiterates his position that a territorial legislature can keep slavery out of its territory simply by refusing to enact laws to protect slave-owners.  Douglas’ Southern critics seize on these remarks to paint him as hostile to the constitutional rights of the South.
…
· October 15, 1858 – Abraham Lincoln and Stephen Douglas hold their seventh joint debate in Alton, Illinois.  Lincoln reiterates his position that slavery is wrong and that the federal government should treat it as wrong when the Constitution allows, to the end that slavery will ultimately wither away.  Douglas declares that slavery is a matter of indifference, an issue of local law for the white majority in a community (territory or state) to decide for themselves.
…
· October 16-18, 1859 – Raiders under the command of John Brown seize the federal armory in Harper’s Ferry, Virginia, along with some other buildings.  The raid is part of Brown’s longstanding plan for violent liberation of the slaves.  Along with hostages whom they have captured, the raiders are soon surrounded by Virginia and Maryland militia, and there are casualties on both sides.  President Buchanan sends federal troops under the command of Brevet Colonel Robert E. Lee and his subordinate Lieutenant J.E.B. Stuart to the scene.  The federal troops storm the fire house in which John Brown is holed up and capture him alive.  Brown’s fellow raiders are either killed, captured or flee (two of Brown’s sons are among those slain).
  The identities of five of the “Secret Six” abolitionists who support Brown will be disclosed in the press (Theodore Parker is not mentioned for the moment, and abolitionist Wendell Phillips is falsely linked with the conspirators).  “Secret Sixers” Dr. Samuel Gridley Howe and George Luther Stearns will spend some time in Canada, fearing arrest in America.

· October 25-December 2, 1859 – John Brown is indicted, tried, convicted and sentenced to death in a Virginia court on charges of treason, murder and attempting to incite a slave insurrection.  Brown is hanged on December 2.  On the day of the hanging, a service is held for Brown in Concord, Massachusetts, in which Transcendentalist Henry David Thoreau compares Brown to Christ. Poets Henry Wadsworth Longfellow and Walt Whitman, and novelist Herman Melville, will later add their praises.  Four of the surviving members of Brown’s raiding party, convicted on similar charges to Brown, will be hanged on December 16, and two more will be hanged on March 16, 1860.
…
· February 2, 1860 – Senator Jefferson Davis (D-Miss) offers a series of resolutions affirming the right of slave-owners to take their slaves into any federal territory, and the duty of Congress, if circumstances require, to pass laws enforcing this right.
…
· October 3, 1860 – Senator William H. Seward (R-NY), one of the leaders of the Senate Republicans and formerly a Presidential contender in his own right, gives a speech at Chicago.  Seward dismisses the possibility that the election of Lincoln could lead to secession.  According to Seward, “the South would never in a moment of resentment expose themselves to war with the North while they have such a great domestic population of slaves ready to embrace any opportunity to assert their freedom and inflict revenge.”  The election of Lincoln, far from making the sectional conflict worse, would end it: “Vote for us and you will have peace and harmony and happiness in your future years. . . . All parties and sections will alike rejoice in the settlement of the controversy which has agitated the country and disturbed its peace so long.”
 Around this time, Horace Greeley, in his paper the New York Tribune, promises that Lincoln’s election would be “like oil on troubled waters and would promptly remove all sectional excitement.”

· October 10, 1860 – The National Republican Executive Committee appeals to voters to choose Lincoln, concluding: “We earnestly exhort you to renewed and unceasing efforts until triumph is complete – a triumph which is only desirable because it will bring peace and prosperity to the country and to the world.”

· October 29, 1860 – Edmund Ruffin of Virginia writes his fellow-secessionist William Lowndes Yancey of Alabama about the probable course secession will take when it comes.  Ruffin believes that secession will start with a few deep-south states and that the remaining slave states (except Delaware) will secede “a few months” after their deep-South counterparts.  This, says Ruffin, will cause little danger of “war or bloodshed,” because a unified South will block any Northern effort “to coerce or conquer the seceding states.”
 ...
· November 6, 1860 – Election of Abraham Lincoln.  Lincoln gets 1,866,452 votes, which is sufficient to capture the electoral votes of enough Northern states to win in the Electoral College with 180 electoral votes, without capturing the electoral votes of any slave states.  Stephen Douglas gets 1,376,957 votes but only snags 12 electoral votes.  John C. Breckenridge gets 849,781 votes and 72 electoral votes from Southern states, while Bell gets 588,879 votes and 39 Southern electoral votes. The campaign had been basically Lincoln versus Douglas in the North, and Breckenridge versus Bell in the South.  Opposition to territorial slavery is one of the few issues uniting the diverse Republican factions.  In the wake of Lincoln’s election, support for secession will manifest itself in the Deep South, and even in the border-South states of North Carolina, Virginia and Tennessee.
…
· December 20, 1860 – The specially-elected South Carolina state convention casts a unanimous vote for secession.  The convention’s “Declaration of the Causes of Secession” sets the tone for future secession declarations by other Deep-South states, emphasizing the threat to slavery posed by the newly-elected Lincoln administration and alleging longstanding attacks against slavery by Northern states.  “[F]ourteen of the states” – all in the North – are accused of having “deliberately refused for years past to fulfill their constitutional obligations.”  This is a reference to the Fugitive Slave law, which the fourteen Northern states are accused of having impeded:  “The States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin and Iowa, have enacted laws which either nullify the [Fugitive Slave] Acts of Congress or render useless any attempt to execute them” (New Jersey is accused of joining the nullifying ranks at a more recent date, making fourteen nullifying states in all).  “On the 4th of March next,” continues the Declaration, the sectionally oriented Republican Party “will take possession of the [federal] Government.  [The Republican Party] has announced that the South shall be excluded from the common territory, that the Judicial tribunal shall be made sectional, and that a war must be waged against Slavery until it shall cease throughout the United States.”  Federal officials, including the local federal judge and court officials, have resigned their positions.  The courier bearing governor Pickens’ demand for the surrender of Fort Sumter reaches President Buchanan in Washington.  Buchanan tells the courier to return the next day.  In New York City (site of much discussion of compromise among business and political leaders), the country’s Republican governors meet in an attempt to work out a Republican compromise policy.  Application of the Missouri Compromise line to the territorial issue is discussed, along with possible repeal of Northern Personal Liberty Laws.
…
· December 31, 1860 – The Senate Committee of Thirteen reports that it has not been able to agree on compromise proposals.
…
· January 9, 1861 – The Star of the West arrives at Charleston harbor, but leaves again after being fired upon by South Carolina troops.  Lacking orders, Major Anderson does not fire at South Carolina forces but protests to Governor Pickens about the attack on an American-flag ship.  Pickens replies with a demand for the surrender of Fort Sumter, but agrees to a “local truce” while South Carolina Attorney General Isaac W. Hayne carries Pickens’ surrender demand to Washington.  Anderson sends his own representative, Lieutenant Norman J. Hall, to Washington.  Secession of Mississippi.
…
· January 21, 1861 – Rep. William Kellogg (Rep-Ill), a member of the House Committee of 33, meets with President-elect Lincoln in Springfield, Illinois.  Lincoln says that such compromise initiatives as “new guarantees for the permanence of vested rights,” or a convention to address southern grievances, are the responsibility of Congress and the states.  Lincoln will not oppose such initiatives, since they are “not mine to oppose.”  The exodus of Senators from the seceded states begins, with five Senators including Jefferson Davis declaring that they are leaving the Senate in recognition of their states’ secession.  Other Senators will follow.
…
· January 23, 1861 – The Senate postpones the various slavery resolutions in order to take up a bill for a Pacific Railroad.
…
· January 31, 1861 – Isaac W. Hayne, representative of South Carolina Governor Pickens, finally presents Buchanan with a formal written demand for the surrender of Fort Sumter.
…
· February 1, 1861 – …In a letter to Senator Seward, Lincoln says he opposes all compromises allowing territorial slavery.  Such compromises, Lincoln believes, are intended “to put us again on the highroad to a slave empire.”  Lincoln indicates openness to compromise on other topics, however:  “As to fugitive slaves, District of Columbia, slave-trade among the slave states, and whatever springs of necessity from the fact that the institution is amongst us, I care but little, so that what is done be comely and not altogether outrageous.  Nor do I care much about New Mexico, if further extension were hedged against.”  This latter sentence alludes to the plan of some Republicans to admit the New Mexico territory into the Union as a slave state.

· Early February, 1861 – A convention representing the seceded states meets in Montgomery, Alabama.  Over the objections of delegates favoring states’ rights, the convention organizes itself as a Provisional Congress, with emergency powers to legislate for the seceded states and draw up a Provisional Constitution to operate temporarily, until a Permanent Constitution can be submitted to the seceded states for their approval.
…
· February 4-27, 1861 – A peace conference, with 21 states represented – fourteen free and seven slave (of the slave states. Arkansas and the Deep South states are not represented) meets in Washington to attempt to accommodate differences between the sections.  The presiding officer is former President John Tyler, who keeps in communication with current President James Buchanan.  The Washington peace conference proposes seven constitutional amendments, including the division of existing federal territory into slave and non-slave areas with the Missouri Compromise line as the boundary between the two areas, a requirement of joint Northern and Southern majorities for the acquisition of new territory, a ban on Congressional abolition of slavery in the states, a requirement that Congress get approval from Maryland before emancipating slaves in the District of Columbia, and compensation for slave-owners who can’t reclaim their fugitive slaves due to “violence and intimidation.”
…
· February 9, 1861 – The Provisional Congress of the Confederacy, acting under the new Provisional Constitution, elects Jefferson Davis of Mississippi as Provisional President of the Confederate States of America, with Alexander H. Stephens of Georgia chosen as Provisional Vice President.…
…
· February 15, 1861 – The Confederate Congress empowers President Jefferson Davis to take Fort Sumter and Fort Pickens, using force if necessary.  Jefferson informs Governor Pickens and sends a military engineer, Major W.H.C. Whiting, to take stock of the situation in Charleston.
…
· February 18 – Inauguration of Confederate Provisional President Jefferson Davis and Provisional Vice President Alexander Stephens in Montgomery, Alabama.  In his inaugural speech, President Davis declares: “Doubly justified by the absence of wrong on our part, and by wanton aggression on the part of others, there can be no cause to doubt that the courage and patriotism of the people of the Confederate States will be found equal to any measures of defense which honor and security may require.”  He declares that that his government seeks no war with the North: “Our true policy is peace, and the freest trade which our necessities will permit.”  If the North were so foolish as to start a war, “[t]he suffering of millions will bear testimony to the folly and wickedness of our aggressors.”
…
· March 4, 1861 – Inauguration of Abraham Lincoln as President of the United States.  The oath of office is administered by Chief Justice Roger Taney (who delivered the main opinion in the Dred Scott  case).  Repeating the assurances in the Republican Platform of 1860 disclaiming interference with slavery in the states where it exists, President Lincoln says he has “no objection” to the pending Corwin Amendment, saying that it makes “express and irrevocable” the “implied constitutional law” against federal interference with slavery in the states (Lincoln avers, however, that he has not read the Corwin Amendment).  Lincoln affirms his support for the federal Fugitive Slave Act while suggesting that it is immaterial whether the fugitive slave clause of the constitution is enforced by state or federal authority. Lincoln suggests that he supports amendments to the Fugitive Slave Act providing the alleged fugitive with “all the safeguards of liberty known in civilized and humane jurisprudence . . . so that a free man be not in any case surrendered as a slave.”  Lincoln also suggests a federal law to enforce the constitutional clause which guarantees the privileges and immunities of citizens in the states (he does not specify which group of citizens is in need of such protective legislation).  Indirectly defending the Republican policy of a Congressional ban on slavery in the federal territories, Lincoln alludes to the Dred Scott decision, which purports to deny Congress such authority.  While professing respect for the Supreme Court, Lincoln says the Court cannot dictate to Congress and the President: “the candid citizen must confess that if the policy of the Government upon vital questions affecting the whole people is to be irrevocably fixed by decisions of the Supreme Court, the instant they are made in ordinary litigation between parties in personal actions the people will have ceased to be their own rulers, having to that extent practically resigned their Government into the hands of that eminent tribunal.” Lincoln declares that secession is both unconstitutional and impractical, and that as President, he will have to enforce federal laws even in those states which purport to have seceded.  At the same time, he will try to avoid unnecessary clashes: “The power confided to me will be used to hold, occupy, and possess the property and places belonging to the Government and to collect the duties and imposts; but beyond what may be necessary for these objects, there will be no invasion, no using of force against or among the people anywhere.”  While denying a legal right to secede, Lincoln acknowledges a “revolutionary right to dismember or overthrow” the federal government.  Lincoln denies that the South faces such oppression as to justify the exercise of such a revolutionary right.  The fundamental disagreement of the sections over slavery leads to occasional disobedience to certain federal laws – the Fugitive Slave Law in the North, the law against the African slave trade in the South – but this is not a big enough problem to justify a revolution against the federal government, and in any case, secession of the South would make these two laws less well enforced in the respective sections where they are unpopular.  “In your hands, my dissatisfied fellow-countrymen, and not in mine, is the momentous issue of civil war. The Government will not assail you. You can have no conflict without being yourselves the aggressors. You have no oath registered in heaven to destroy the Government, while I shall have the most solemn one to “preserve, protect, and defend’ it.” In Montgomery, Alabama, the Confederacy adopts the Stars and Bars flag – it will be in use for two years until replaced by a new Confederate flag.
 In the final hours of the 36th Congress (during the “legislative day” of March 2), the U.S. Senate approves the Corwin Amendment (previously approved by the House) by the necessary two-thirds margin, and the amendment will therefore be considered by the states (but will not be ratified, except by Ohio, Maryland and by a convention in Illinois which is not authorized to ratify the amendment).  Congress has also voted to organize the Dakota, Colorado and Nevada territories without making reference to slavery. These are considered a conciliatory gesture on the part of the Republican majority, although they do not meet the requirements of those who have been pressing for broader compromise measures.  Congress refuses to consider a Force Bill aimed at the seceding states.
…
· April 11, 1861 – Representatives of the Confederate government come to Fort Sumter and call for the surrender of the fort to Confederate forces.

· April 12, 1861 – Confederate forces open fire on Fort Sumter.

· April 13, 1861 - Thirty-four hours after the Confederate attack starts, the Fort Sumter garrison under Major Robert Anderson surrenders to the Confederate forces.

· April 14, 1861 – First deaths of the war as two United States soldiers die in an unintended explosion during the ceremonial flag-lowering at Fort Sumter.

· April 15, 1861 – President Lincoln proclaims the existence of a state of insurrection and calls for 75,000 volunteers, with three-month terms of service, to fight against the Confederates, who are accused of insurrection against the United States.  Lincoln’s proclamation will have the effect of counteracting Union sentiment in those slave states which have not yet seceded, turning many former Union supporters into secessionists.

· April 16, 1861 – The governors of the slave states of Arkansas, Kentucky, Missouri, North Carolina, and Virginia reject President Lincoln’s call for volunteers.
…
· April 17, 1861 – The Virginia state convention votes for secession.

· April 18, 1861 – President Lincoln asks Colonel Robert E. Lee to command the United States forces in the forthcoming confrontation.  Colonel Lee declines, holding that his loyalty is to his home state of Virginia.
  Union forces withdraw from the Harper’s Ferry arsenal in Virginia.
…
· April 22-23, 1861 – Virginia appoints Colonel – now General – Robert E. Lee, who had resigned from the U.S. Army two days previously, as commander of the state’s forces.
…
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