
AN ANALYSIS OF THE DREDD SCOTT CASE AS A MOMENTOUS

DECISION IN THE UNITED STATES

Analysis of dred scott case the 's were a tumultuous time for the united states of america another famous slave was
dred scott this decision in the dred scott.

These Indian Governments were regarded and treated as foreign Governments as much so as if an ocean had
separated the red man from the white, and their freedom has constantly been acknowledged, from the time of
the first emigration to the English colonies to the present day, by the different Governments which succeeded
each other. And these two provisions show conclusively that neither the description of persons therein referred
to nor their descendants were embraced in any of the other provisions of the Constitution, for certainly these
two clauses were not intended to confer on them or their posterity the blessings of liberty, or any of the
personal rights so carefully provided for the citizen. It speaks in general terms of the people of the United
States, and of citizens of the several States, when it is providing for the exercise of the powers granted or the
privileges secured to the citizen. After an ineffectual motion for a new trial, the plaintiff filed the following
bill of exceptions. Van Noorden, in 2 Cr. I n that year, , said Dr. The language of the Declaration of
Independence is equally conclusive: It begins by declaring that, [w]hen in the course of human events it
becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with another, and
to [p] assume among the powers of the earth the separate and equal station to which the laws of nature and
nature's God entitle them, a decent respect for the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the
causes which impel them to the separation. The State, reported in 10 Conn. These Indian Governments were
regarded and treated as foreign Governments as much so as if an ocean had separated the red man from the
white, and their freedom has constantly been acknowledged, from the time of the first emigration to the
English colonies to the present day, by the different Governments which succeeded each other. But it may
acquire territory which, at the time, has not a population that fits it to become a State, and may govern it as a
Territory until it has a population which, in the judgment of Congress, entitled it to be admitted as a State of
the Union. We proceed to examine the case as presented by the pleadings. It was the union of those who were
at that time members of distinct and separate political communities into one political family, whose power, for
certain specified purposes, was to extend over the whole territory of the United States. Douglas ended up
opposing it as counter to his doctrine of popular sovereignty. We need not refer on this point particularly to the
laws of the present slaveholding States. For then he becomes subject to the laws of the State in which he lives,
and he is no longer a citizen of the State from which he removed. In May, , the defendant, in pursuance of an
agreement between counsel, and with the leave of the court, pleaded in bar of the action: 1. If the court
reverses a judgment upon the ground that it appears by a particular part of the record that the Circuit Court had
not jurisdiction, it does not take away the jurisdiction of this court to examine into and correct, by a reversal of
the judgment, any other errors, either as to the jurisdiction or any other matter, where it appears from other
parts of the record that the Circuit Court had fallen into error. This case was brought up, by writ of error, from
the Circuit Court of the United States for the district of Missouri. Yet the men who framed this declaration
were great men -- high in literary acquirements, high in their sense of honor, and incapable of asserting
principles inconsistent with those on which they were acting. If, however, the fact of citizenship is averred in
the declaration, and the defendant does not deny it and put it in issue by plea in abatement, he cannot offer
evidence at the trial to disprove it, and consequently cannot avail himself of the objection in the appellate
court unless the defect should be apparent in some other part of the record. In the opinion of the court, the
legislation and histories of the times, and the language used in the Declaration of Independence, show that
neither the class of persons who had been imported as slaves nor their descendants, whether they had become
free or not, were then acknowledged as a part of the people, nor intended to be included in the general words
used in that memorable instrument. And in some of the States of the Union, foreigners not naturalized are
allowed to vote. We think they are not, and that they are not included, and were not intended to be included,
under the word "citizens" in the Constitution, and can therefore claim none of the rights and privileges which
that instrument provides for and secures to citizens of the United States. And in the act of , by which the issue
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of slaves born after the time therein mentioned were to be free at a certain age, the section is again introduced
by a preamble assigning a similar motive for the act. They not only seized them on the coast of Africa and sold
them or held them in slavery for their own use, but they took them as ordinary articles of merchandise to every
country where they could make a profit on them, and were far more extensively engaged in this commerce
than any other nation in the world. And this mark of degradation was renewed, and again impressed upon the
race, in the careful and deliberate preparation of their revised code published in  And this traffic was openly
carried on, and fortunes accumulated by it, without reproach from the people of the States where they resided.
But although they were uncivilized, they were yet a free and independent people, associated together in
nations or tribes and governed by their own laws. The Constitution of the United States recognises slaves as
property, and pledges the Federal Government to protect it. But there are two clauses in the Constitution
which point directly and specifically to the negro race as a separate class of persons, and show clearly that
they were not regarded as a portion of the people or citizens of the Government then formed. And the
importation which it thus sanctions was unquestionably of persons of the race of which we are speaking, as the
traffic in slaves in the United States had always been confined to them. No State was willing to permit another
State to determine who should or should not be admitted as one of its citizens, and entitled to demand equal
rights and privileges with their own people, within their own territories. Nor has it a right to give privileges to
one class of citizens which it refuses to another. Does the Constitution of the United States act upon him
whenever he shall be made free under the laws of a State, and raised there to the rank of a citizen, and
immediately clothe him with all the privileges of a citizen in every other State, and in its own courts? Going
past Godfry chocks, she brutified pitifully.


