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1. Chief Justice Taney classifies slaves as property and as property they have no rights. So the case should have ended there, Dred Scott as property had no right to sue in U.S. courts. But he ruled on the case anyway. Throughout his ruling he uses the Constitution to help back up his findings. In Tany’s own word “Thus the rights of property are united with the rights of person and placed on the same ground by the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution, Which provides that no person shall be deprived of life liberty, and property, without due process of law.”  (Private Source Document 15-5 198)  His finding go further to say that under the Constitution the government does not have the right to make a distinction between slaves and other property. Taney states “it has no power over the person or property of a citizen but what the citizens of the United States have granted.” (Private Source Document 15-5 198) From his finding slave owners would be able to take their slave from state to sate even if the state is a free state without fear of loosing their slaves, because as property their owners can take them anywhere and be protected by the Constitution. This would allow the travel of slavery to non-slave states and territories. In addition the Missouri Compromise would also be unconstitutional under Chief Justice Taney’s ruling.

2. The Supreme Court became involved in the issue of slave of Dred Scott’s freedom because of the way he tried to gain his freedom. He was trying to sue for his freedom on the grounds that he had been taken to a free state by his master and slavery was not legal in that state so he must be free. Because he was trying to uses the court system to gain his freedom it became a matter of the Supreme Court to decide his fate. It also dealt with the Constitution and the Supreme Court is the only branch of the government allowed to interpret the constitution. The case could have been dismissed because Dred Scott was not a citizen of the United States so had no right to sue in a U.S. court but Chief Justice Taney chose to rule on it anyway.

3. The decision allowed slavery to travel freely between slave and free states with the protection of the Constitution.  It also made the Missouri Compromise of 1812 unconstitutional. Which would allow an imbalance to be created between free and slave states if the new territories were to become slave states. This would naturally make the southern states happy it made the expansion of slavery into all states possible and new territories legal. The north however would not be pleased with the decision and it would help to fuel the belief of a slave power conspiracy that already existed in the north. This decision did a very good job of enraging the north and drawing the nation closer to war. It widened the gap between north and south and helped push our country into civil war.







