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4. A free negro of the African race, whose ancestors were brought to this country and sold as
slaves, is not a ""citizen"" within the meaning of the Constitution of the United States.
5. When the Constitution was adopted, they were not regarded in any of the States as members
of the community which constituted the State, and were not numbered among its ""people or
citizens."" Consequently, the special rights and immunities granted to citizens do not apply to
them. And not being ""citizens” within the meaning of the Constitution, they are not entitled to
sue in that character in a court of the United States, and the Circuit Court has not jurisdiction in
such a suit.
6. The only two clauses in the Constitution which point to this race treat them as persons whom
it was morally lawfully to deal in as articles of property and to hold as slaves.
7. Since the adoption of the Constitution of the United States, no State can by any subsequent
law make a foreigner or any other description of persons citizens of the United States, nor
entitle them to the rights and privileges secured to citizens by that instrument.
8. A State, by its laws passed since the adoption of the Constitution, may put a foreigner or any
other description of persons upon a footing with its own citizens as to all the rights and
privileges enjoyed by them within its dominion and by its laws. But that will not make him a
citizen of the United States, nor entitle him to sue in its courts, nor to any of the privileges and
immunities of a citizen in another State.
9. The change in public opinion and feeling in relation to the African race which has taken place
since the adoption of the Constitution cannot change its construction and meaning, and it must
be construed and administered now according to its true meaning and intention when it was
formed and adopted.
10. The plaintiff having admitted, by his demurrer to the plea in abatement, that his ancestors
were imported from Africa and sold as slaves, he is not a citizen of the State of Missouri
according to the Constitution of the United States, and was not entitled to sue in that character
in the Circuit Court.
II
2. If, therefore, the facts he states do not give him or his family a right to freedom, the plaintiff is
still a slave, and not entitled to sue as a ""citizen,"" and the judgment of the Circuit Court was
erroneous on that ground also, without any reference to the plea in abatement.
-United States Supreme Court, “Dred Scott Decision: Opinion of Chief Justice Taney”
(1856) excerpt.

