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The Dred Scott case remains one of the most significant and controversial Supreme Court decisions in
American history. Understanding its final ruling is essential for grasping the legal and social context of
19th-century America, especially regarding slavery and civil rights. This article aims to provide a
comprehensive overview of the case's final ruling, focusing on the key aspects that shaped the nation's
trajectory towards civil war and abolition. So, if you're wondering about the details of the Dred Scott

decision, you're in the right place!

Background of the Dred Scott Case

Before diving into the final ruling, it's important to understand the background and significance of the case.

‘Who Was Dred Scott?

Dred Scott was an enslaved African American man who sued for his freedom on the grounds that he had

lived in free territories.

The Legal Context

The case emerged during a period of intense debate over slavery's expansion into new territories acquired

after the Mexican-American War.

Legal Proceedings

Scott's case initially succeeded in state courts but was ultimately appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court, which

issued a landmark decision in 1857.



The Final Ruling of the Dred Scott Case

The Supreme Court's decision in Dred Scott v. Sandford was delivered on March 6, 1857, and it had

profound implications.

The Supreme Court's Decision

The Court, led by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney, ruled against Dred Scott, stating that:
1. African Americans, whether enslaved or free, could not be American citizens and therefore had no
right to sue in federal court.

2. Enslaved persons were considered property, and the federal government could not prohibit slavery

in the territories.

3. The Missouri Compromise of 1820, which restricted slavery in certain territories, was

unconstitutional.

This ruling effectively declared that Congress did not have the power to prohibit slavery in the territories,

opening all western lands to slavery.

Implications of the Ruling

The decision had several immediate and long-term consequences:

o It nullified efforts to limit slavery's expansion, escalating tensions between free and slave states.
e It denied citizenship rights to African Americans, reinforcing racial discrimination.

¢ It heightened sectional conflicts, contributing significantly to the outbreak of the Civil War.

Key Elements of the Final Ruling

Understanding the main points of the ruling helps clarify its impact.



Citizenship and Rights

The Court declared that people of African descent, whether free or enslaved, could not be citizens of the

United States.

Property Rights and Slavery

The Court emphasized that enslaved individuals were property protected under the Fifth Amendment,

which prohibits the government from depriving individuals of their property without due process.

Constitutionality of the Missouri Compromise

The ruling declared the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional, asserting that Congress lacked the authority

to ban slavery in the territories.

Historical Significance of the Dred Scott Decision

This case's decision was a turning point in American history, influencing subsequent legal and political

developments.

Impact on Civil Rights

The ruling effectively denied African Americans any legal standing and rights, reinforcing racial

inequalities.

Influence on the Civil War

The decision intensified sectional tensions, pushing the nation closer to civil war, which erupted just a few

years later in 1861.

Legal and Political Legacy

The ruling was later overturned by the 13th and 14th Amendments, which abolished slavery and
established citizenship rights for all persons born in the U.S.



Common Misconceptions About the Dred Scott Case

Many people misunderstand the case's implications. Here are some clarifications:

e It was not solely about Dred Scott's personal freedom. The case had broader constitutional

implications.

e The ruling did not declare slavery as inherently legal in all contexts. However, it made it easier for

slavery to expand into new territories.

¢ The decision was widely criticized and is considered one of the worst in Supreme Court history.

Summary: What Was In The Final Ruling?

To directly answer the core question: The final ruling in the Dred Scott case declared that:

African Americans, free or enslaved, could not be citizens and had no right to sue in federal courts.

Slaves were property protected by the Constitution, and their status could not be changed by

territorial laws.

The federal government lacked the constitutional authority to prohibit slavery in the territories.

The Missouri Compromise was unconstitutional.

This ruling effectively upheld the legality of slavery and denied basic rights to African Americans, fueling
the debates that led to the Civil War.

Conclusion

The Dred Scott decision stands as a pivotal moment in American history, highlighting the deeply rooted
racial and political divisions of the time. Its ruling reinforced the institution of slavery and denied

citizenship rights to African Americans, setting the stage for future civil rights struggles. Understanding



the details of this case helps us appreciate the importance of constitutional law, civil rights, and the ongoing

fight for equality.

If you're interested in learning more about the history of slavery, civil rights, or landmark Supreme Court
cases, there are numerous resources available to deepen your understanding of this critical period in

American history.

Frequently Asked Questions

‘What was the final ruling in the Dred Scott case regarding slavery?

The Supreme Court ruled that African Americans, whether enslaved or free, could not be American
citizens and therefore had no right to sue in federal court. Additionally, the Court declared that Congress

had no authority to prohibit slavery in the territories.

Did the Dred Scott decision address the issue of slavery being permitted

in the territories?

Yes, the ruling stated that Congress could not ban slavery in the territories, effectively allowing slavery to

spread into new territories.

What was the significance of the phrase 'Slavery Could' in the context of
the Dred Scott ruling?

It likely refers to the Court's conclusion that slavery could exist in any territory or state, as Congress had no

power to prohibit it, thus endorsing the spread of slavery.

How did the Dred Scott decision impact the abolition movement?

The decision was a setback for abolitionists, as it upheld the legality of slavery and denied African

Americans citizenship rights, fueling tensions leading up to the Civil War.

‘What constitutional principles were addressed in the Dred Scott ruling?

The Court examined issues of citizenship, states' rights, and the limits of Congress's power over slavery,
ultimately ruling that Black people could not be citizens and Congress couldn't restrict slavery in

territories.



Was the Dred Scott case a unanimous decision? What was the outcome?

No, the decision was a 7-2 ruling in favor of Dred Scott, affirming that he was not a citizen and that slavery

could exist in all U.S. territories.

How did the Dred Scott ruling influence the political landscape before the
Civil War?

It polarized the nation further, strengthening pro-slavery factions and intensifying opposition among

abolitionists and free states, contributing to the tensions that led to the Civil War.

‘What role did the Supreme Court play in the Dred Scott case?

The Supreme Court issued the final ruling, which declared that Congress lacked the authority to ban

slavery in the territories and that African Americans could not be citizens.

‘What was the main legal argument used by the Court to justify its
decision in Dred Scott?

The Court argued that Black people were not intended to be included under the term 'citizens' in the

Constitution and that Congress had no power to restrict slavery in territories.

How does the Dred Scott decision relate to the concept of 'Slavery Could'
in legal rulings?

The decision embodied the idea that slavery could exist and be legally protected in all territories,

reinforcing the notion that the expansion of slavery was constitutionally permissible.
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The Dred Scott case, formally known as Dred Scott v. Sandford, remains one of the most consequential and
controversial decisions in American legal history. Decided by the U.S. Supreme Court in 1857, the case not
only influenced the trajectory of slavery and civil rights but also exacerbated sectional tensions that

eventually led to the Civil War. This article aims to dissect the case's background, the legal questions



involved, the final ruling, and its profound implications, particularly focusing on the question: Which of the

following was in the final ruling? with a specific emphasis on the option: a-Slavery Could.

Historical Context Leading to the Dred Scott Case

The Antebellum South and Legal Disputes Over Slavery

In the years before the Civil War, the United States was deeply divided over the institution of slavery.
While some states had abolished slavery, others depended heavily on it economically and socially. The
constitutional protections and restrictions surrounding slavery were complex, with disputes often settled in

courts. The Dred Scott case emerged against this backdrop of intense national debate.

Dred Scott: The Man and His Journey

Dred Scott was an enslaved African American man born around 1799 in Virginia. He was owned by Dr.
John Emerson, a U.S. Army surgeon. Scott's owner moved him across several states and territories,
including Illinois (a free state) and the Wisconsin Territory (which was free land). Scott argued that his
residence in free territories made him free, claiming that he had acquired his freedom through his
prolonged stay in these areas.

The Legal Path to the Supreme Court

Scott's attempt to sue for his freedom in Missouri courts culminated in a series of legal battles. The case
eventually reached the U.S. Supreme Court, which was then led by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney. The

case's trajectory reflected the legal and political tensions of the era, with many seeing its outcome as a

pivotal moment in the struggle over slavery.

The Central Legal Questions of the Dred Scott Case

The case posed two fundamental questions:

1. Did Dred Scott have the legal standing to sue in federal court?

2. Was Scott entitled to freedom based on his residence in free territories?

However, the Supreme Court's decision addressed broader constitutional issues, notably:

- Is a person of African descent — free or enslaved — considered a citizen of the United States?

- Does the federal government have the power to regulate slavery in the territories?



The answers to these questions would determine the legal status of slavery in the United States, especially

in the territories that were rapidly expanding westward.

The Final Ruling of the Supreme Court in Dred Scott v. Sandford

The Decision Overview

On March 6, 1857, the Supreme Court announced its decision, authored by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney.

The ruling was a 7-2 majority decision that had far-reaching implications.

Key Points in the Final Ruling

- African Americans Could Not Be Citizens: The Court declared that, under the Constitution, Black
Americans—{free or enslaved—were not intended to be citizens. Therefore, Dred Scott lacked standing to
sue in federal court.

- Missouri Compromise Unconstitutional: The Court ruled that Congress lacked the authority to prohibit
slavery in the territories, rendering the Missouri Compromise of 1820 unconstitutional.

- Slavery Could Be Legal in All Territories: Based on the above, slavery could exist in all U.S. territories, as

the federal government could not exclude it.

Deep Dive: What Was Included in the Final Ruling?

The ruling was comprehensive and addressed multiple legal doctrines. The most pertinent points related to

the options provided, especially focusing on whether slavery could be legal or otherwise.

The Question of Slavery's Legality Across Territories

One of the most significant aspects of the decision was the pronouncement that slavery could exist in the
territories because Congress lacked the constitutional authority to ban it. This effectively opened all
western territories to slavery, nullified previous prohibitions, and emboldened pro-slavery advocates.

The Status of African Americans as Citizens

The Court explicitly stated that African Americans were not intended to be citizens under the Constitution,
a ruling that denied Scott any legal standing and reinforced the idea that Black people were subordinate

and excluded from full citizenship rights.

The Rejection of the Missouri Compromise



The Court invalidated the Missouri Compromise, which had attempted to limit the expansion of slavery

into certain territories. By declaring it unconstitutional, the ruling permitted slavery to spread freely.

Analyzing the Multiple-Choice Option: a-Slavery Could

Given the context of the ruling, the option "slavery could" likely refers to the question of whether slavery

could or could not be legally prohibited in the territories or across the nation.

The Implication of the Ruling on Slavery

The final ruling made it clear that slavery could legally exist throughout the United States, including
territories where previous laws had attempted to restrict or prohibit it. The Court's decision essentially
stated that Congress did not have the authority to ban slavery in the territories, which was a blow to
abolitionists and those advocating for restrictions on slavery.

Did the Ruling Confirm or Deny Slavery's Legality?

- Confirmed: Slavery could continue to exist in the territories as permitted under the Constitution.

- Denied: The federal government could not outlaw slavery in the territories (as the Missouri Compromise
had attempted).

Was "a-Slavery Could" an accurate reflection of the ruling?

If the phrase "Slavery could" is part of a larger statement or question—such as "Slavery could be legally

practiced in all territories"—then yes, the ruling confirmed that slavery could be legally permitted

throughout the territories, a significant win for pro-slavery advocates.

Broader Impacts of the Dred Scott Decision

Political Repercussions

The ruling intensified sectional conflicts, leading to increased polarization. Many anti-slavery states viewed

it as a judicial endorsement of slavery, fueling abolitionist movements.

Legal and Constitutional Consequences

The decision challenged the authority of Congress to regulate slavery, effectively nullifying earlier

compromises and legislative efforts aimed at limiting slavery's expansion.



Social and Moral Effects

The ruling dehumanized Black Americans by denying their citizenship and rights, further entrenching

racial discrimination.

Conclusion: The Final Ruling’s Core Message

In summary, the final ruling in Dred Scott v. Sandford articulated that:

- Black Americans, whether free or enslaved, could not be considered citizens.
- The federal government lacked the authority to prohibit slavery in the territories.

- Slavery could exist in all US. territories, as the Court declared the Missouri Compromise unconstitutional.

This last point aligns with the option: a-Slavery Could, suggesting that slavery could be legally maintained

or expanded under the ruling.

Reflection: Why the Ruling Remains Controversial

The Dred Scott decision is often viewed as one of the most egregious in Supreme Court history due to its
explicit endorsement of slavery and its denial of basic rights to Black Americans. It exemplifies how judicial

decisions can reflect and influence societal values and tensions.

Final Thoughts

Understanding what was included in the final ruling of the Dred Scott case, especially in relation to
whether slavery could be practiced legally, is crucial. The decision's affirmation that slavery could exist in
all territories marked a turning point, galvanizing abolitionists and contributing directly to the onset of the
Civil War.

In answer to the question: "Which of the following was in the final ruling?" with the option "a-Slavery

Could," the most accurate interpretation is that the ruling confirmed the legality of slavery's expansion into

U.S. territories, making a-Slavery Could a central element of the Court's decision.
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This comprehensive review aims to clarify the profound implications of the Dred Scott ruling and its

pivotal role in American history.
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