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Dred Scott Decision

Delivered by Chief Justice Taney

It is true, every person, and every class and description of persons, who were at
the time of the adoption of the Constitution recognized as citizens in the several
States, became also citizens of this new political body; but none other; it was
formed by them, and for them and their posterity, but for no one else. And the
personal rights and privileges guaranteed to citizens of this new sovereignty were
intended to embrace those only who were then members of the several State
communities, or who should afterwards by birthright or otherwise become
members, according to the provisions of the Constitution and the principles on
which it was founded. 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. And it gave to each citizen rights and privileges outside of his
State which he did not before possess, and placed him in every other State upon
a perfect equality with its own citizens as to rights of person and rights of
property; it made him a citizen of the United States...

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 upon a full and careful consideration of the subject, the court is of opinion,
that, upon the facts stated...Dred Scott was not a citizen of Missouri within the
meaning of the Constitution of the United States, and not entitled as such to sue
in its courts...

.. It is the consideration of the court that the Act of Congress which prohibited a
citizen from holding and owning property of this kind in the territory of the United
States north of the line therein mentioned, is not warranted by the Constitution,
and is therefore void; and that neither Dred Scott himself, nor any of his family,
were made free by being carried into this territory; even if they had been carried
there by the owner, with the intention of becoming a permanent resident ... [From
Dred Scott v. Sanford, 1857]
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