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1857 ed SCOtt v. Sandford

The question is simply this: can a negro, whose ancestors were imported into this
country and sold as slaves, become 3 member of the

and broughF into existence I.DY the Constitution of the United States, and as such
become entitled to all th.e‘ rights, and privileges, and immunities, guarantied by
that instrument to the citizen. One of those rights is the privilege of suing in a
court of the Uriited States in the cases specified in the Constitution. . . .

The words “people _Of the United States” and “citizens” are synonymous terms,
and mean the same thing. They both describe the political body, who, according
to our republican institutions, form the Sovereignty, and who hold the power and
conduct the government through their representatives, They are what we familiarly
call the “sovereign people;” and every citizen is one of this people, and a constituent
member of this sovereignty. The question before us is, whether the class of persons
described in the plea in abatement compose a portion of this people, and are con-
stituent members of this sovereignty. 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. On the con-
trary, they were at that time considered as a subordinate and inferior class of beings,
who had been subjugated by the dominant race, and whether emancipated or not,
yet remained subject to their authority, and had no rights or privileges but such as
those who held the power and the government might choose to grant them. . . .

Itis very clear, therefore, that no State can, by any Act or law of its own, passed,
since the adoption of the Constitution, introduce a new member into the political
community created by the Constitution of the United States. It cannot make him
a member of this community by making him a member of its own. And for the

same reason it cannot introduce any person, or description of persons, who were
not intended to be embraced in this new political family, which the Constitution
brought into existence, but were intended to be excluded fromit. . . .

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.

Scott v. Sandford 60 U.S. 393 (1856).
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" PRACTICING Historical Thinking

Identify: Explain Taney’s reasons for his decision.

Analyze: What founding documents does he cite as evidence?

Evaluate: To what extent is Taney upholding these founding documents? T, What

extent is he overturning them?
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