dred scott v sandford 1857 icivics
answer key

The Dred Scott v. Sandford case of 1857 is a landmark U.S. Supreme Court
decision that profoundly impacted American history, particularly concerning
slavery and the rights of African Americans. Understanding this case is
crucial for grasping the legal and social landscape leading up to the Civil
War. This article delves into the intricacies of Dred Scott v. Sandford,
exploring the historical context, the arguments presented, the Court's
controversial ruling, and its far-reaching consequences. We will also address
the common query regarding an "Dred Scott v. Sandford 1857 iCivics answer
key," explaining its relevance and how it aids in understanding the case’s
complexities. Whether you're a student seeking to comprehend this pivotal
moment in American jurisprudence or simply interested in its lasting legacy,
this comprehensive guide provides the essential information you need to
navigate the complexities of Dred Scott v. Sandford.
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Historical Context of Dred Scott v. Sandford

The mid-19th century in the United States was a period of intense sectional
division, primarily fueled by the institution of slavery. The Missouri
Compromise of 1820, which attempted to balance the power between free and
slave states, had already shown signs of strain. As westward expansion
continued, the question of whether new territories would permit slavery
became a constant source of political friction. This escalating tension
created a volatile atmosphere where legal challenges to slavery, like the one
brought by Dred Scott, could have profound and destabilizing effects on the
nation. The economic, social, and moral arguments surrounding slavery were
deeply entrenched, dividing the country into increasingly hostile camps.

The Fugitive Slave Act of 1850, part of the Compromise of 1850, further
exacerbated these tensions by requiring citizens in free states to assist in
the capture of runaway slaves. This law was deeply unpopular in the North and
led to increased resistance and clandestine networks aiding enslaved people
seeking freedom. The political climate was such that any judicial decision
addressing slavery was bound to be highly scrutinized and politically
charged. The Dred Scott case emerged from this crucible of national debate,
becoming a focal point for the irreconcilable differences over slavery.

The Life of Dred Scott

Dred Scott was born into slavery around 1800 in Southampton County, Virginia.
He was enslaved by the Henderson family. In 1830, he was sold to Dr. John
Emerson, a U.S. Army surgeon. Scott's life took a significant turn when Dr.
Emerson was transferred to the free state of Illinois and then to the
Wisconsin Territory, where slavery was prohibited by the Missouri Compromise.
During his time in these free territories, Dred Scott married Harriet
Robinson, who was also enslaved. They had two daughters, Eliza and Lizzie,
who were born free under Illinois law.

Following Dr. Emerson's death in 1843, Dred Scott and his family remained
with Emerson's widow, Irene. It was after Dr. Emerson's passing that Dred
Scott, with the support of abolitionists, initiated his legal battle for
freedom. The belief was that Scott's residence in free territories should
have automatically granted him freedom. This personal struggle for liberty
became a central element of the landmark legal case that would bear his name
and alter the course of American history.

The Legal Journey of Dred Scott

Dred Scott's quest for freedom began in 1846 in the Missouri state courts. He
sued Dr. Emerson's widow, Irene, for battery, claiming unlawful enslavement.
The basis of his claim was that his prolonged residence in territories where
slavery was outlawed, namely Illinois and the Wisconsin Territory, should
have emancipated him and his family under the principle of "once free, always
free." The Missouri Supreme Court, in a controversial decision in 1852,



reversed a lower court ruling that had granted Scott freedom, stating that
Missouri was not bound by the laws of other states or territories. This
ruling was a significant setback for Scott and highlighted the divided legal
opinions on the matter.

The case then moved to the federal court system. Because Dr. Emerson was a
citizen of a different state than Scott, federal jurisdiction was
established. The case eventually reached the U.S. Supreme Court, which agreed
to hear it. The stakes were incredibly high, as the Court's decision would
not only determine Dred Scott's freedom but also set a precedent for the
status of enslaved people and the power of Congress to regulate slavery in
the territories. The legal maneuvering and the progression of the case
through different court levels underscore the complex legal framework
surrounding slavery at the time.

Key Arguments in Dred Scott v. Sandford

The arguments presented before the Supreme Court in Dred Scott v. Sandford
were multifaceted and addressed fundamental questions about citizenship,
slavery, and the powers of the federal government. The primary arguments from
Dred Scott's legal team centered on the principle of comity, asserting that
states and territories should respect the laws of other jurisdictions. They
argued that Scott's residence in free territories, where slavery was illegal,
should have resulted in his emancipation, and that this freedom should have
been recognized by Missouri.

Furthermore, Scott's attorneys contended that people of African descent,
whether enslaved or free, were not and could not be citizens of the United
States. This argument was crucial for establishing federal court
jurisdiction. If Scott was not considered a citizen, he could not sue in
federal court. However, the defense, led by John F.A. Sandford (the
administrator of Emerson's estate), argued that Scott was still enslaved
property. They contended that Congress had no constitutional authority to
prohibit slavery in the territories, citing the Fifth Amendment's protection
of property rights, which they interpreted to include enslaved people.

The central legal question the Court faced was whether Dred Scott, as a
person of African descent, was entitled to freedom based on his residence in
free territories. The Court also grappled with whether enslaved people, even
if free, could be considered citizens of the United States. A critical aspect
of the case involved the constitutionality of the Missouri Compromise, which
prohibited slavery in certain territories. The defenders of slavery argued
that this act was an overreach of federal power.

The Supreme Court's Decision in Dred Scott v.
Sandford

In a deeply divided and highly controversial ruling, the Supreme Court
delivered its verdict in Dred Scott v. Sandford on March 6, 1857. The Court,



in a 7-2 decision, ruled against Dred Scott, denying him freedom and
delivering a devastating blow to the abolitionist movement. The decision,
authored by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney, addressed several key issues,
effectively declaring that enslaved people were not citizens and that the
Missouri Compromise was unconstitutional.

The ruling declared that people of African descent, whether enslaved or free
at the time of the nation's founding, were not intended to be included in the
word "people" as used in the Constitution. This meant that they could not be
citizens of any state and therefore had no standing to sue in federal courts.
This aspect of the decision was critical, as it sought to dismiss Scott's
case on jurisdictional grounds before even addressing the merits of his claim
for freedom.

Perhaps the most far-reaching part of the decision was the Court's
declaration that the Missouri Compromise of 1820 was unconstitutional. The
Court reasoned that Congress had no power to prohibit slavery in the
territories and that enslaved people were to be considered property protected
by the Fifth Amendment. This meant that the federal government could not
prevent slaveholders from taking their enslaved persons into any territory,
effectively opening all U.S. territories to slavery.

Chief Justice Taney's Majority Opinion

Chief Justice Roger B. Taney’s majority opinion in Dred Scott v. Sandford is
one of the most infamous and consequential pronouncements in American legal
history. Taney’'s opinion systematically laid out the Court’s reasoning, which
profoundly impacted the rights of African Americans and the balance of power
between federal and state governments regarding slavery. His central argument
was that individuals of African ancestry were not and could not be citizens
of the United States.

Taney based this assertion on historical analysis, claiming that at the time
the Constitution was drafted, people of African descent were generally
considered to be an inferior race, unable to be part of the political
community. He stated that they "had for more than a century before been
regarded as beings of an inferior order, and altogether unfit to associate
with the white race, either in social or political relations; and so far
inferior, that they had no rights which the white man was bound to respect."
This widely condemned statement became the bedrock of the ruling, denying
Scott and all African Americans any claim to citizenship or the rights
associated with it.

Furthermore, Taney's opinion directly challenged the constitutionality of the
Missouri Compromise. He argued that the compromise, by prohibiting slavery in
territories north of the 36°30° parallel, deprived slaveholders of their
property without due process of law, violating the Fifth Amendment. This
effectively meant that enslaved people were treated as property, and
slaveholders had the right to take their "property" into any U.S. territory.
The decision invalidated congressional attempts to restrict the expansion of
slavery, a critical point in the ongoing national debate.



The Dissenting Opinions

While the majority opinion in Dred Scott v. Sandford was a 7-2 decision, it
is important to acknowledge the two dissenting justices, John McLean and
Benjamin Robbins Curtis. Their dissents offered a contrasting legal and
historical perspective, challenging Taney's conclusions and highlighting the
deep divisions within the Court and the nation itself. These dissenting
opinions are crucial for understanding the full legal context and the
arguments against the majority’s devastating ruling.

Justice McLean, in his dissent, argued that Dred Scott should be considered a
citizen because he was a citizen of Missouri, and Missouri law at the time
allowed free Black individuals to be citizens. He rejected the notion that
race determined citizenship and emphasized that the rights of citizens were
not inherently limited by their racial background. McLean also maintained
that the Missouri Compromise was a constitutional exercise of Congress's
power to govern the territories.

Justice Curtis, in his more detailed dissent, meticulously dissected Taney's
historical claims. He presented evidence showing that free Black individuals
had, in fact, been considered citizens in some states and participated in the
political process even before the Constitution was ratified. Curtis also
argued that the Fifth Amendment did not apply to enslaved people in the same
way it applied to property. He concluded that the Missouri Compromise was a
valid legislative act and that Scott should have been granted his freedom.
The dissents, though unsuccessful in changing the outcome, provided a vital
counterpoint to the majority opinion and foreshadowed the widespread
condemnation the decision would receive.

Consequences and Impact of Dred Scott v.
Sandford

The Supreme Court's decision in Dred Scott v. Sandford had immediate and far-
reaching consequences that reverberated throughout the United States. Instead
of settling the issue of slavery, the ruling ignited further animosity and
deepened the sectional divide, pushing the nation closer to civil war. The
decision was met with outrage in the North, where abolitionists and many free
states viewed it as a blatant endorsement of slavery and a betrayal of
American ideals. The Supreme Court's pronouncements were seen as an attempt
to protect the institution of slavery and extend its reach into all U.S.
territories.

The ruling effectively nullified the Missouri Compromise and any future
congressional attempts to limit the expansion of slavery. This empowered
slaveholding states and further disenfranchised African Americans, both
enslaved and free. The Dred Scott decision denied African Americans the
status of citizens, meaning they could not sue in federal court and were
largely excluded from the rights and protections afforded to other citizens.
This significantly weakened the legal standing of Black individuals and
emboldened those who sought to maintain and expand slavery.



Politically, the decision bolstered the newly formed Republican Party, which
was founded on the principle of preventing the expansion of slavery into the
territories. The Republican platform viewed the Dred Scott ruling as proof of
the "Slave Power" conspiracy, seeking to establish slavery as the dominant
force in American society. The ruling also intensified the debate over
states' rights versus federal power, particularly concerning the authority of
Congress to regulate slavery in the territories. The Dred Scott decision
became a rallying cry for anti-slavery forces and a critical catalyst leading
to the secession of Southern states and the outbreak of the Civil War.

Dred Scott v. Sandford and the Road to the
Civil War

The Dred Scott v. Sandford decision of 1857 is widely recognized as one of
the most significant contributing factors to the outbreak of the American
Civil War. The ruling, by denying citizenship to African Americans and
declaring the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional, eliminated any hope of a
peaceful political compromise on the issue of slavery’s expansion. The North,
particularly the burgeoning Republican Party, viewed the decision as a direct
assault on the principles of liberty and equality, and as an attempt by the
federal government to protect and promote slavery.

The decision emboldened Southern slaveholders, who saw it as a judicial
victory validating their right to own enslaved people as property and to take
that property into any U.S. territory. This intensified the conflict over
westward expansion, as free-state settlers and slave-state settlers clashed
in territories like Kansas, leading to violence in what became known as
"Bleeding Kansas." The Dred Scott ruling removed federal prohibitions against
slavery in these territories, making these conflicts even more volatile.

The ruling also damaged the legitimacy of the Supreme Court itself in the
eyes of many Northerners. It fueled distrust in the judicial system and
solidified the belief that the Court was biased in favor of the South.
Abraham Lincoln, during his famous debates with Stephen Douglas in 1858,
repeatedly attacked the Dred Scott decision, arguing that it was a perversion
of the Constitution. Lincoln's stance against the decision resonated with a
growing number of Northerners and played a significant role in his eventual
rise to the presidency, which directly led to the secession of Southern
states and the commencement of the Civil War.

Understanding the "Dred Scott v. Sandford 1857
iCivics Answer Key"

The phrase "Dred Scott v. Sandford 1857 iCivics answer key" typically refers

to supplementary materials or guides designed to help students understand the
complexities of this landmark Supreme Court case, often within the context of
an iCivics curriculum. iCivics is an educational non-profit organization that
provides engaging civics and government lessons for K-12 students. Their



materials often involve case studies, simulations, and interactive activities
to teach students about significant legal and historical events.

When students encounter the Dred Scott v. Sandford case through iCivics or
other educational resources, they are often presented with questions that
require critical thinking and an understanding of the case's legal arguments,
the Court's decision, and its historical impact. An "answer key" in this
context would provide the correct or expected responses to these questions,
allowing students to check their comprehension and learn from any mistakes.
It serves as a tool for learning and reinforcement, ensuring that students
grasp the key takeaways from the case.

The existence of an "iCivics answer key" highlights the educational value
placed on understanding this pivotal case. It indicates that educators and
curriculum developers recognize the challenges students might face in
comprehending the nuances of Dred Scott v. Sandford, from the legal jargon to
the profound socio-political implications. Such keys are invaluable for both
student self-assessment and teacher guidance in facilitating a deeper
understanding of American constitutional law and history.

How an 1Civics Answer Key Helps

An iCivics answer key for Dred Scott v. Sandford can be an invaluable tool
for students in several ways. Firstly, it provides immediate feedback on
their understanding of the case. By comparing their answers to the provided
key, students can identify areas where their comprehension might be lacking
and focus on those aspects for further study. This self-correction process is
crucial for effective learning.

Secondly, answer keys often offer explanations or clarifications alongside
the correct answers. These explanations can shed light on why a particular
answer is correct, providing deeper insights into the historical context,
legal reasoning, or consequences of the Dred Scott decision. This goes beyond
simple memorization, fostering critical thinking and analytical skills.
Students can learn not just what the answer is, but why it is the answer.

Furthermore, for educators, an iCivics answer key serves as a reliable
reference point for grading and discussion. It ensures consistency in
assessment and allows teachers to efficiently gauge student understanding. It
can also inform classroom discussions, prompting students to articulate their
reasoning and engage in debates about the case's significance. Ultimately, an
answer key for Dred Scott v. Sandford empowers students to take ownership of
their learning and to build a solid foundation of knowledge about this
critical moment in American history.

The Significance of Dred Scott v. Sandford
Today

The Dred Scott v. Sandford decision continues to hold significant relevance
in contemporary discussions about law, civil rights, and justice in the



United States. Although the ruling was eventually overturned by the
Fourteenth Amendment, its legacy serves as a stark reminder of the potential
for judicial decisions to uphold or undermine fundamental human rights. The
case exemplifies the consequences of racial prejudice embedded within legal
frameworks and the profound impact of Supreme Court rulings on the fabric of
society.

In modern legal scholarship and civics education, Dred Scott v. Sandford is
frequently cited to illustrate critical concepts such as judicial review, the
interpretation of the Constitution, and the evolution of civil rights in
America. It highlights the dangers of judicial activism when judges rely on
personal biases or historical interpretations that deny basic human dignity.
The decision’s denial of citizenship and rights based on race remains a
powerful cautionary tale about the struggle for equality.

Moreover, the case prompts ongoing reflection on the nature of citizenship,
the boundaries of federal power, and the ongoing pursuit of racial justice.
Understanding Dred Scott v. Sandford is not merely an academic exercise; it
is essential for comprehending the historical trajectory of civil rights in
America and for appreciating the ongoing efforts to ensure that all
individuals are afforded equal protection under the law. The echoes of this
1857 decision continue to inform debates about justice and equality in the
21st century.

Conclusion

The Dred Scott v. Sandford 1857 decision stands as a monumental and deeply
unfortunate turning point in American history, profoundly impacting the
nation's journey towards civil rights and equality. This article has explored
the critical elements of this landmark case, from its historical antecedents
and Dred Scott's personal struggle for freedom to the intricate legal
arguments and the Supreme Court's devastating ruling. We have examined Chief
Justice Taney's majority opinion, the crucial dissenting voices, and the far-
reaching consequences that propelled the United States closer to the brink of
civil war.

Understanding the context and implications of Dred Scott v. Sandford is
essential for appreciating the complex legal and social battles that shaped
the American nation. The reference to a "Dred Scott v. Sandford 1857 iCivics
answer key" underscores the ongoing importance of this case in educational
settings, providing students with tools to navigate its difficult terrain.
Ultimately, Dred Scott v. Sandford remains a potent symbol of the struggle
against injustice and a critical lesson in the enduring pursuit of liberty
and equality for all Americans.

Frequently Asked Questions



What was the central issue in the Dred Scott v.
Sandford case?

The central issue was whether Dred Scott, a formerly enslaved person, was
entitled to freedom and citizenship after living in free territories.

What was the Supreme Court's ruling in Dred Scott v.
Sandford?

The Supreme Court ruled that African Americans, whether enslaved or free,
were not citizens and therefore could not sue in federal court. It also
declared the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional, stating that Congress had
no power to prohibit slavery in the territories.

Why was Dred Scott living in free territories
relevant to his case?

Scott's legal team argued that because he had lived in territories where
slavery was prohibited, he should be considered a free man. This was a key
point of contention.

How did the Dred Scott decision impact the debate
over slavery in the United States?

The decision significantly intensified the national debate over slavery,
hardening positions and further dividing the nation.

What was the significance of the Supreme Court
declaring the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional?

This ruling removed a major legislative compromise that had temporarily eased
tensions over slavery's expansion, opening the door for increased conflict.

Who was John Sandford in the context of the Dred
Scott case?

John Sandford was the owner of Dred Scott, and the case was brought against
him to challenge Scott's enslaved status.

What did the Supreme Court mean when it stated that
African Americans were not citizens?

The court's interpretation was that African Americans, due to their ancestry,
were not considered part of the "people" who formed the United States and
thus lacked the rights of citizenship.



How did the Dred Scott decision contribute to the
outbreak of the Civil War?

The ruling was seen by many in the North as a pro-slavery victory and an
affront to human rights, fueling abolitionist sentiment and contributing to
the political climate that led to secession and war.

Additional Resources

Here is a numbered list of 9 book titles related to Dred Scott v. Sandford
(1857), with descriptions:

1. Dred Scott v. Sandford: A Landmark Decision in American History

This book offers a comprehensive examination of the notorious Supreme Court
case that denied citizenship to enslaved and formerly enslaved people and
declared the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional. It likely delves into the
legal arguments, the justices' opinions, and the political climate
surrounding the decision. The work aims to explain the profound impact this
ruling had on the escalating tensions leading to the Civil War.

2. The Dred Scott Decision: Slavery, the Court, and the Coming of the Civil
War

This title focuses on the critical role the Dred Scott decision played in
pushing the United States toward civil conflict. It would likely analyze how
the ruling exacerbated sectional divides, fueled abolitionist movements, and
emboldened pro-slavery forces. The book probably explores the intellectual
and legal justifications for the decision and its immediate aftermath.

3. Slavery and the Supreme Court: Dred Scott and the Road to Disunion

This work positions the Dred Scott case within the broader context of
slavery's struggle within the American legal system and its impact on
national unity. It would likely trace the evolution of the Supreme Court's
stance on slavery and how this particular decision represented a significant
turning point. The book probably explores the ramifications of the decision
for the rights of African Americans and the very concept of American
citizenship.

4. Chief Justice Taney's Opinion: The Dred Scott Decision and its Legacy

This book would likely concentrate on the infamous majority opinion delivered
by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney. It would analyze the legal reasoning, the
historical context of Taney's views, and the deeply racist underpinnings of
his arguments. The work would also explore the enduring legacy and criticism
of this opinion in shaping American legal and social history.

5. The Dred Scott Case: A Constitutional Crisis

This title emphasizes the profound constitutional questions and challenges
raised by the Dred Scott ruling. It likely dissects the arguments concerning
federal power, states' rights, and the definition of citizenship as
interpreted by the Supreme Court. The book would explore how the decision



threatened the balance of power and the foundational principles of the
American republic.

6. African Americans and the Law: From Dred Scott to Civil Rights

This book would likely use the Dred Scott decision as a starting point to
chart the long and arduous journey of African Americans in their struggle for
legal equality and rights. It would examine how the ruling served as a major
setback and how subsequent legal battles and movements sought to dismantle
the discriminatory framework it established. The work aims to illustrate the
persistent fight for justice and the evolving interpretation of civil rights.

7. Antebellum America: The Dred Scott Decision and the Specter of Secession
This title places the Dred Scott case within the specific historical period
of the pre-Civil War era, highlighting its role in the growing movement
towards secession. It would likely examine the political reactions across
different regions and how the decision inflamed passions on both sides of the
slavery debate. The book probably explores the ways in which the ruling
contributed to the unraveling of national cohesion.

8. Legal Battles of the 19th Century: The Dred Scott Decision and its
Precedents

This book would likely situate the Dred Scott case within a broader landscape
of significant legal disputes of the 19th century. It may explore earlier or
related cases that influenced the Dred Scott decision or were influenced by
it. The work would aim to provide a comparative analysis of key legal
challenges and their impact on American jurisprudence.

9. The Dred Scott Decision: A Turning Point in American Citizenship

This title highlights the pivotal impact of the ruling on the understanding
and application of American citizenship. It would likely analyze how the
decision restricted the rights and recognition of Black individuals and the
subsequent efforts to redefine and expand the concept of citizenship. The
book would explore the long-term consequences for who is considered a full
member of the American political community.
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