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According to Finkelman, what factors most influenced acceptance of “pro-slavery” provisions in the 1787 Constitution? How did each do so?
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Etc.


How, according to Finkelman, did these factors add up to mean that anti-slavery Founders “could not have ended slavery in Philadelphia”? And if that was the case, why does Finkelman still fault the Founders for the “pro-slavery” provisions? 

















Something to think about: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]If Founders who were “anti-slavery” (for whatever reason) had refused to create the nation they did and instead had created two nations—one free, one slave—would one nation have continued with slavery, possibly ending it much later than 1865 (or never)? Perhaps modifying slavery into another form of non-free labor and without the equivalents of the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments?


