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dred scott v sandford 1857 icivics answer key is a pivotal case in American
legal history that addresses issues of slavery, citizenship, and the power of
the Supreme Court. This landmark decision by the United States Supreme Court
in 1857 not only shaped the legal landscape of the time but also set the
stage for the Civil War and the eventual abolition of slavery. In this
article, we will explore the background of the case, the arguments presented,
the Supreme Court's ruling, and its lasting implications. Additionally, we
will provide insights into the educational resources available, including the
iCivics answer key related to this case, which serves as a valuable tool for
students and educators alike.

This article will delve into the following topics:

Background of Dred Scott

The Legal Arguments

The Supreme Court's Decision

Implications of the Ruling

Educational Resources and iCivics

Background of Dred Scott

The story of Dred Scott begins in the early 19th century when he was born
into slavery in Virginia. In 1834, Scott was taken by his owner, John
Emerson, to Illinois, a free state, and later to the Wisconsin Territory,
where slavery was prohibited by the Missouri Compromise. After Emerson's
death, Scott attempted to purchase his freedom from Emerson's widow, but she
refused. This prompted Scott to file a lawsuit in Missouri, arguing that
living in free territories entitled him to his freedom.

Scott's case is situated within a broader context of escalating tensions over
slavery in the United States. The Missouri Compromise of 1820 had attempted
to maintain a balance between free and slave states, but the question of
whether new territories should permit slavery continued to fuel conflict.
Scott's appeal to the courts was not just a matter of personal freedom; it
was emblematic of the larger national debate over slavery and citizenship.

The Legal Arguments

The case eventually reached the United States Supreme Court, where several
legal arguments were presented. Scott's legal team argued that because he had
lived in free territories, he should be considered free. They contended that
his time spent in states where slavery was illegal invalidated his status as
a slave.



On the other hand, the defense argued that Scott remained property under the
law, and that the Constitution did not grant citizenship to individuals of
African descent, whether free or enslaved. This argument hinged on the
interpretation of the Constitution and the rights afforded to citizens versus
property rights.

Key Legal Questions

Several critical questions arose during the proceedings:

Was Dred Scott a citizen of the United States?

Did residence in a free state grant Scott his freedom?

Did Congress have the authority to prohibit slavery in the territories?

These questions were not merely academic; they had profound implications for
the future of slavery in America and the rights of African Americans.

The Supreme Court's Decision

On March 6, 1857, the Supreme Court delivered its ruling in a 7-2 decision
authored by Chief Justice Roger B. Taney. The Court concluded that Dred Scott
was not a citizen and therefore had no right to sue in federal court. The
ruling further stated that the Missouri Compromise was unconstitutional
because it violated the Fifth Amendment, which protected property rights. As
a result, Congress lacked the authority to prohibit slavery in the
territories.

This decision was met with outrage in the North and was celebrated in the
South, illustrating the deepening divide in the nation over the issue of
slavery. The ruling effectively nullified the compromise measures that had
attempted to manage the expansion of slavery and highlighted the Supreme
Court's role in the contentious political landscape.

Implications of the Ruling

The implications of the Dred Scott decision were far-reaching and
significant. Firstly, it denied the possibility of citizenship for African
Americans, reinforcing the notion of white supremacy in legal terms. This
ruling stoked the flames of abolitionist sentiment in the North and
contributed to the rise of the Republican Party, which opposed the expansion
of slavery.

Moreover, the decision intensified sectional conflict, making it clearer that
the divisions over slavery were irreconcilable. The ruling was a catalyst for
events leading up to the Civil War, as it demonstrated the inability of the
political system to address the issue of slavery adequately.



Educational Resources and iCivics

In the contemporary educational landscape, resources like iCivics provide
valuable tools for teaching complex legal cases such as Dred Scott v.
Sandford. iCivics is an educational platform founded by former Supreme Court
Justice Sandra Day O'Connor, aimed at promoting civic education through
engaging games and lessons. One key feature of iCivics is the answer key
provided for various cases, including Dred Scott.

Using the iCivics Answer Key

The iCivics answer key offers educators and students a structured way to
explore the case's details and its implications. It helps students
understand:

The historical context of the case

The legal principles at stake

The impact of the decision on American society

By integrating these resources into the curriculum, educators can foster a
deeper understanding of the judicial system and the historical significance
of landmark cases.

Conclusion

The case of Dred Scott v. Sandford remains a cornerstone of American legal
history, illustrating the complexities of citizenship, property rights, and
the contentious nature of slavery in the United States. The Supreme Court's
decision not only denied Scott his freedom but also set a precedent that
would resonate throughout the nation, influencing the trajectory of civil
rights in America. Understanding this case through resources like the iCivics
answer key enriches the educational experience, enabling students to grasp
the profound implications of legal decisions in shaping societal values and
norms.

Q: What was the main issue in Dred Scott v. Sandford?
A: The main issue was whether Dred Scott, an enslaved person who had lived in
free territories, was entitled to his freedom and whether he could sue for it
in federal court.

Q: What did the Supreme Court decide in Dred Scott v.
Sandford?
A: The Supreme Court decided that Dred Scott was not a citizen and therefore
had no right to sue, and that Congress lacked the authority to prohibit
slavery in the territories.



Q: What were the consequences of the Dred Scott
decision?
A: The consequences included the reinforcement of slavery in the territories,
heightened tensions between the North and South, and significant
contributions to the events leading up to the Civil War.

Q: How did the Dred Scott decision affect the status
of African Americans?
A: The decision effectively denied citizenship to African Americans,
establishing a legal precedent that reinforced the notion of white supremacy.

Q: What role did iCivics play in understanding Dred
Scott v. Sandford?
A: iCivics provides educational resources and an answer key that helps
students and educators explore the complexities of the case and its
implications for American law and society.

Q: How did the Dred Scott case influence the
political landscape of the time?
A: The case intensified sectional conflict and contributed to the rise of the
Republican Party, which opposed the expansion of slavery, and fueled
abolitionist sentiment in the North.

Q: Can the Dred Scott case be seen as a precursor to
the Civil War?
A: Yes, the Dred Scott case highlighted the irreconcilable differences over
slavery in America, setting the stage for the Civil War.

Q: What was the Missouri Compromise, and how did it
relate to the case?
A: The Missouri Compromise was an agreement that attempted to balance free
and slave states. The Dred Scott decision declared it unconstitutional,
undermining efforts to manage the expansion of slavery.

Q: What was the legal significance of the Dred Scott
decision?
A: The legal significance lies in its establishment of important precedents
regarding citizenship and the limits of congressional authority over slavery
in the territories.



Q: How can educators use the iCivics answer key in
their teaching?
A: Educators can use the iCivics answer key to guide discussions, enhance
understanding of the case, and provide structured activities around the legal
and historical context of Dred Scott v. Sandford.
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