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Do you think it was necessary for the Dred Scott v. Sandford decision to be overturned by the passage of the 14th Amendment rather than a Supreme Court decision? Why do you think about this?
 Yes, it was necessary for the ruling of the case to be overturned by the 14th amendment act and not the Supreme Court decision. First, the verdict of the Dred V. Scott case engineered the civil war fight and antislavery movement in the United States. There is a higher probability that another Supreme Court decision could yield the same outcome many years to come. It would have followed the provision of the law and failed to address specific emerging issues not captured in it. For example, denying people of color United States citizenship, yet they are born in the country (Stein, 1995).  
Secondly, answers to some issues are best solved with an amendment act and not Supreme Court decisions, which the outcome will depend on the number of judges that will support the arguments. Whatever stance the judges will take, they will not address the problem holistically. The use of Amendment acts added, removed, and updated parts, which could have trying for the Supreme Court to do as they only consider state and federal law For example, seven judges voted against Dred Scot with two voting for him.(Stein, 1995).  The two provide a basis for further denouncing of the Supreme Court decision to those that are not okay with them. 
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