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 “How is it that we hear the loudest yelps for liberty among the drivers of negroes?” This question of English author Samuel 

Johnson strikes at the core of the slavery controversy in the American quest for self-government. Americans affirmed their 

independence with the ringing declaration that “all men are created equal.” But many of them owned African slaves, and were 

unwilling to give them up as they formed new federal and state governments. So “to form a more perfect union” in 1787, certain 

compromises were made in the Constitution.  This settled the slavery controversy for the first few decades of the American 

republic.  
 This situation changed with the application of Missouri for statehood in 1819. It changed the political landscape so 

dramatically that when former president Thomas Jefferson heard about the enactment of the Missouri Compromise of 1820, he 

wrote, “This momentous question, like a firebell in the night, awakened and filled me with terror. I considered it at once as the 

knell of the Union.” 
 There had always been differences between northern and southern states, the former more commercial and the latter more 

agrarian in outlook and livelihood. But no difference was as potentially divisive as the South's insistence on the right to hold 

slaves and the North's growing aversion to it. The newly acquired territory to the West, resulting from the Louisiana Purchase in 

1803, brought the issue of the extension of slavery to a slow boil in 1819. Both sides, North and South, were concerned about the 

balance of power in the Senate being disrupted by the admission of new states carved out of the Louisiana Territory. The 

legislative and rhetorical interventions of Kentucky Representative Henry Clay, a slave-owner who worked for gradual 

emancipation and colonization, were crucial to averting a sectional division of the American union. 
 The Missouri Compromise was the product of a struggle in Congress for regional control of the national, legislative process. 

Southern states had lost majority influence in the House of Representatives because of their slower growing population as 

compared with the northern states. This led to an effort by slaveholding states to maintain equal representation in the Senate with 

free states as the nation added territories and hence new states to the Union. 

Guiding Question 

 How did the Missouri Compromise of 1820 attempt to settle the debate over the future of slavery in the growing American 

republic? 

Activity 1 - Mapping the Missouri Compromise 

You are to access the interactive map of the Missouri Compromise of 1820  

http://teachingamericanhistory.org/neh/interactives/sectionalism/lesson1/ 

You are to view the map and become familiar with the location of the free states, the slave states, the regions identified as U.S. 

territories, the regions identified as not belonging to the U.S., and the 36º30' line. By clicking on each state, you can bring up 

statistical information about each state in the year 1820, compiled by reference to the U.S. Bureau of the Census from the Department 

of Commerce. You will do a comparative study of regions and states by using the pop-up information.  You will complete the charts 

below, which are labeled as to their purpose. 

 

A Comparative Study of Regions and States using the pop-up Information 
 

Question Answer 
Which region, North or South, had the most land area in 1820? (This can be calculated by 

adding together all the square miles of the northern states, then doing the same for the 

southern states. Compare the two numbers.) 

 

Which region was more densely populated?  

Which region had the higher population of black people?  

In what two southern states did the black population outnumber the white population?  
Compare the land area in the territories where slavery was prohibited with that of the 

territories where slavery was permitted, by adding the land area totals of Michigan to 

Missouri, and then of Arkansas to Florida. Which had the most land area? 

 

 

http://teachingamericanhistory.org/neh/interactives/sectionalism/lesson1/
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An Analytical Study of Changes brought about by the Missouri Compromise 
 

Question Answer 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What changes did the Missouri Compromise bring to the U. S. map? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

How did the Missouri Compromise solve the problem of keeping the 

balance of power in the Senate between free and slave states? 

 

 

 

 

What territory was added to the slave side? 

 

 

 

What territory was to be kept free of slavery? 

 

 

 

What did the South stand to gain as a result of the Compromise? What 

did the South stand to lose? 
 

 

 

Why would the South begin to look to the land to the west of the 

borders of the U.S., in what was then part of Mexico? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Could either side be considered the winner in this compromise? Why or 

why not? 
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Name: ____________ 

 

 

 

 

 

1819 – What happened that 

threatened to alter the balance of 

slave vs. Free states? 

 

 

 

 

In detail, explain why this sparked an intense debate in 

both houses of Congress between December 1819 and 

March 1820. 

 

Some northern politicians were against the 

spread of slavery to Missouri for 

humanitarian reasons, but why were most 

against Missouri becoming a slave state. 

Who led Congress in what temporarily eased 

hostilities between the North and South 

while also serving to enable the system of 

slavery in the South? 

Missouri Compromise 
Signed by which President? When? 
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Explain the “mixed reactions“ received by the Compromise. 

 

Northern and Southern Nationalists – 

 

 

 

Anti-Slavery Northerners –  

 

 

 

Southern Slaveholders – 

 

 

 

 

Prior to the compromise, Rep. James Tallmadge of New York 

attempted to amend Missouri’s application for statehood by 

forbidding the further introduction of slavery into Missouri and 

declaring that all children born of slave parents after the 

admission of the state should be free upon reaching the age of 

twenty-five. 

 

Sectional Feelings were becoming a source of divisive feelings.  

It was a hiccup in an era dominated by NATIONALISM, but 

was a harbinger of things to come!!! 
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http://www.answers.com/topic/forbidding

