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The APUSH Summer Assignment 
Advanced Placement United States History is a challenging class introducing college-level 

concepts to highly motivated high school students.  To help you prepare for the course, 

the Fitch High School Social Studies Department requires all enrolled students to 

complete a required summer assignment before the first day of class. All summer work is 

due, without exceptions, on the first day of class. During the second week of classes, an 

assessment will be administered based on the information included in your notes.   

To avoid trying to complete this assignment the day before the first day of class, you are 

advised to be diligent and work on this assignment throughout the summer.  Completing 

this assignment when and how recommended will set you on the path to success.   

1) Required Textbook: The textbook we will use for the Summer Assignment is one of the 

text suggested by the College Board. The textbook used is the American Pageant 

textbook.  You will be assigned a textbook in the fall. Until then, the textbook can be 

found online at the following link: 

• http://nebula.wsimg.com/4f63d5c96323c22164d1843678e2b57b?AccessKeyId=

765F1BB44DEFE9C8BE2C&disposition=0&alloworigin=1  

 

2) Required Instructions: Every part of the APUSH Summer Assignment must be 

HANDWRITTEN using BLUE or BLACK INK and must be written in a wire-bound 

notebook. Typed responses will not be accepted, and no credit will be given.  

 

3) Assignment Part I:  Note-Taking for Chapters 1 through 6 

This part of the summer assignment must be HANDWRITTEN. Permission to use typed 

notes will not be granted. 

 

Chapters 1 through 6 will be the first test administered in the Advanced Placement U.S. 

History. Fortunately, you will be able to use your handwritten (as described above) to 

complete the test. The test will be administered during the first two weeks of class. 

Review of the information will be take place before the test is administered. 

 

As you read Chapters 1 through 6, you should write pertinent information from each 

subsection of each chapter. Any format of note-taking is permissible. The only 

requirement is that your notes must be handwritten. Permission to use typed notes will 

not be granted. 

 

 

 

 

  

http://nebula.wsimg.com/4f63d5c96323c22164d1843678e2b57b?AccessKeyId=765F1BB44DEFE9C8BE2C&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
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4) Assignment Part II:  Document-Based Analysis (24 points) 
a. In your wire-bound notebook, before answering each question write the title of each 

document. Write the number and question followed by your response. Follow the example 

below. Because each response will vary, be sure to answer all parts of each question 

completely and thoroughly. Again, your responses should be original and plagiarism or 

copying another student’s answer will result in an “O” for the assignment, without 

exceptions.  

b. This part of the summer assignment must, also, must be HANDWRITTEN in BLUE or 

BLACK ink in your wire-bound notebook. Typed responses will receive no credit.  
 

EXAMPLE: 

The Columbian Exchange (1590) 

 

1a. According to Father Acosta, what was the most widely used grain in the New World? 

1b.  What were some of its uses? 

2a.  What is cacao? 

2b. Where was it found and what were its various uses? 

 

A. Olaudah Equiano, The Middle Passage (1788) – 5 pts 
 

This account of the “middle passage” comes from one of the first writings by an ex-slave 

and the originator of the slave narrative. Equiano was born in Nigeria and was kidnapped 

into slavery at the age of eleven. After a time in the West Indies, he was sold to a Virginia 

planter before becoming the slave of a merchant. Years later he was able to buy his 

freedom and at the age of 44, he wrote “The Interesting Narrative of the Life of Olaudah 

Equiano, or Gustavus Vassa, The African. Written by Himself”. Equiano became an 

abolitionist and made the expedition to settle the colony of ex-slaves at Sierra Leone.  

 

. . . The first object which saluted my eyes when I arrived on the coast was the sea, and a 

slave ship, which was then riding at anchor, and waiting for its cargo. These filled me with 

astonishment, which was soon converted into terror when I was carried on board. I was 

immediately handled and tossed up to see if I were sound by some of the crew; and I was 

now persuaded that I had gotten into a world of bad spirits, and that they were going to 

kill me. Their complexions too differing so much from ours, their long hair, and the 

language they spoke, (which was very different from any I had ever heard) united to 

confirm me in this belief. Indeed such were the horrors of my views and fears at the 

moment, that, if ten thousand worlds had been my own, I would have freely parted with 

them all to have exchanged my condition with that of the meanest slave in my own country. 

When I looked round the ship too and saw a large furnace of copper boiling, and a 

multitude of black people of every description chained together, every one of their 

countenances expressing dejection and sorrow, I no longer doubted of my fate; and, quite 
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overpowered with horror and anguish, I fell motionless on the deck and fainted. When I 

recovered a little I found some black people about me, who I believe were some of those 

who brought me on board, and had been receiving their pay; they talked to me in order to 

cheer me, but all in vain. I asked them if we were not to be eaten by those white men with 

horrible looks, red faces, and loose hair. They told me I was not; and one of the crew 

brought me a small portion of spirituous liquor in a wine glass; but, being afraid of him, I 

would not take it out of his hand. One of the blacks therefore took it from him and gave it 

to me, and I took a little down my palate, which, instead of reviving me, as they thought it 

would, threw me into the greatest consternation at the strange feeling it produced, having 

never tasted any such liquor before. Soon after this the blacks who brought me on board 

went off, and left me abandoned to despair. I now saw myself deprived of all chance or 

returning to my native country or even the least glimpe of hope of gaining the shore, which 

I now considered as friendly; and I even wished for my former slavery in preference to my 

present situation, which was filled with horrors of every kind, still heightened by my 

ignorance of what I was to undergo. I was not long suffered to indulge my grief; I was 

soon put down under the decks, and there I received such a salutation in my nostrils as I 

had never experienced in my life: so that, with the loathsomeness of the stench, and 

crying together, I became so sick and low that I was not able to eat, nor had I the least 

desire to taste anything. I now wished for the last friend, death, to relieve me; but soon, 

to my grief, two of the white men offered me eatables; and, on my refusing to eat, one of 

them held me fast by the hands, and laid me across I think the windlass, and tied my feet, 

while the other flogged me severely. I had never experienced anything of this kind before; 

and although, not being used to the water, I naturally feared that element the first time I 

saw it, yet nevertheless, could I have got over the nettings, I would have jumped over the 

side, but I could not; and, besides, the crew used to watch us very closely who were not 

chained down to the decks, lest we should leap into the water: and I have seen some of 

these poor African prisoners most severely cut for attempting to do so, and hourly 

whipped for not eating. This indeed was often the case with myself. In a little time after, 

amongst the poor chained men, I found some of my own nation, which in a small degree 

gave ease to my mind. I inquired of these what was to be done with us; they gave me to 

understand we were to be carried to these white people’s country to work for them. I then 

was a little revived, and thought, if it were no worse than working, my situation was not so 

desperate: but still I feared I should be put to death, the white people looked and acted, 

as I thought, in so savage a manner; for I had never seen among any people such instances 

of brutal cruellty; and this not only shewn towards us blacks, but also to some of the 

whites themselves. One white man in particular I saw when we were permitted to be on 

deck, flogged so unmercifully with a large rope near the foremast, that he died in 

consequence of it; and they tossed him over the side as they would have done a brute. This 

made me fear these people the more; and I expected nothing less than to be treated in 

the same manner. I could not help expressing my fears and apprehensions to some of my 

countrymen: I asked them if these people had no country, but lived in this hollow place 

(the ship): they told me they did not, but came from a distant one. “Then,” said I, “how 
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comes it in all our country we never heard of them?” They told me because they lived so 

very far off. I then asked where were their women? had they any like themselves? “and 

why,” said I, “do we not see them?” they answered, because they were left behind. . . .  

The stench of the hold while we were on the coast was so intolerably loathsome, 

that it was dangerous to remain there for any time, and some of us had been permitted to 

stay on the deck for the fresh air; but now that the whole ship’s cargo were confined 

together, it became absolutely pestilential. The closeness of the place, and the heat of the 

climate, added to the number in the ship, which was so crowded that each had scarcely 

room to turn himself, almost suffocated us. This produced copious perspirations, so that 

the air soon became unfit for respiration, from a variety of loathsome smells, and brought 

on a sickness among the slaves, of which many died, thus falling victims to the improvident 

avarice, as I may call it, of their purchasers. This wretched situation was again aggravated 

by the galling of the chains, now become insupportable; and the filth of the necessary 

tubs, into which the children often fell, and were almost suffocated. The shrieks of the 

women, and the groans of the dying, rendered the whole a scene of horror almost 

inconceivable. Happily perhaps for myself I was soon reduced so low here that it was 

thought necessary to keep me almost always on deck; and from my extreme youth I was 

not put in fetters. In this situation I expected every hour to share the fate of my 

companions, some of whom were almost daily brought upon deck at the point of death, 

which I began to hope would soon put an end to my miseries. Often did I think many of the 

inhabitants of the deep much more happy than myself. I envied them the freedom they 

enjoyed, and as often wished I could change my condition for theirs. Every circumstance I 

met with served only to render my state more painful, and heighten my apprehensions, and 

my opinion of the cruelty of the whites. One day they had taken a number of fishes; and 

when they had killed and satisfied themselves with as many as they thought fit, to our 

astonishment who were on the deck, rather than give any of them to us to eat as we 

expected, they tossed the remaining fish into the sea again, although we begged and 

prayed for some as well as we could, but in vain; and some of my countrymen, being pressed 

by hunger, took an opportunity, when they thought no one saw them, of trying to get a 

little privately; but they were discovered, and the attempt procured them some very 

severe floggings. . . .  

. . . I and some few more slaves, that were not saleable amongst the rest, from very 

much fretting, were shipped off in a sloop for North America. . . . While I was in this 

plantation [in Virginia] the gentleman, to whom I suppose the estate belonged, being 

unwell, I was one day sent for to his dwelling house to fan him; when I came into the room 

where he was I was very much affrighted at some things I saw, and the more so as I had 

seen a black woman slave as I came through the house, who was cooking the dinner, and the 

poor creature was cruelly loaded with various kinds of iron machines; she had one 

particularly on her head, which locked her mouth so fast that she could scarcely speak; 

and could not eat nor drink. I was much astonished and shocked at this contrivance, which 

I afterwards learned was called the iron muzzle . . .  
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1. Note the author’s beliefs regarding the intent and character of his captors on board the 

ship. In what terms does he describe his captors? What does he assume is their purpose in 

capturing him?  

2. How does he view the prospect of work once they reach their destination?  

3. Identify and analyze the author’s conclusions about the civilization of his captors based 

on their behavior. 
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B. J. Hector St. John Crèvecoeur, “What Is an American?” (1782) – 8 pts 

Born in France, Crèvecoeur traveled in the new world before settling on a farm in Orange 

County New York in 1769. From there he wrote the influential “Letters from an American 

Farmer”(1782) and “Sketches of Eighteenth Century America” both of which present an 

important vision of agricultural life in America in the 18th century. His vision of the new 

“American” has continued to be of great literary and social significance.  

I wish I could be acquainted with the feelings and thoughts which must agitate the heart 

and present themselves to the mind of an enlightened Englishman, when he first lands on 

this continent. He must greatly rejoice that he lived at a time to see this fair country 

discovered and settled; he must necessarily feel a share of national pride, when he views 

the chain of settlements which embellishes these extended shores. When he says to 

himself, this is the work of my countryment, who, when convulsed by factions, afflicted by 

a variety of miseries and wants, restless and impatient, took refuge here. They brought 

along with them their national genius, to which they principally owe what liberty they 

enjoy, and what substance they possess. Here he sees the industry of his native country 

displayed in a new manner, and traces in their works the embryos of all the arts, sciences, 

and ingenuity which flourish in Europe. Here he beholds fair cities, substantial villages, 

extensive fields, an immense country filled with decent houses, good roads, orchards, 

meadows, and bridges, where an hundred years ago all was wild, woody, and uncultivated! 

What a train of pleasing ideas this fair spectacle must suggest; it is a prospect which must 

inspire a good citizen with the most heartfelt pleasure. The difficulty consists in the 

manner of viewing so extensive a scene. He is arrived on a new continent; a modern society 

offers itself to his contemplation, different from what he had hitherto seen. It is not 

composed, as in Europe, of great lords who possess everything, and of a herd of people who 

have nothing. Here are no aristocratical families, no courts, no kings, no bishops, no 

ecclesiastical dominion, no invisible power giving to a few a very visible one, no great 

manufacturers employing thousands, no great refinements of luxury. The rich and the poor 

are not so far removed from each other as they are in Europe. Some few towns excepted, 

we are all tillers of the earth, from Nova Scotia to West Florida. We are a people of 

cultivators, scattered over an immense territory, communicating with each other by means 

of good roads and navigable rivers, united by the silken bands of mild government, all 

respecting the laws, without dreading their power, because they are equitable. We are all 

animated with the spirit of an industry which is unfettered and unrestrained, because each 

person works for himself. If he travels through our rural districts he views not the hostile 

castle, and the haughty mansion, contrasted with the clay-built hut and miserable cabin, 

where cattle and men help to keep each other warm, and dwell in meanness, smoke, and 

indigence. A pleasing uniformity of decent competence appears throughout our habitations. 

The meanest of our log-houses is a dry and comfortable habitation. Lawyer or merchant 

are the fairest titles our towns afford; that of a farmer is the only appellation of the 

rural inhabitants of our country. It must take some time ere he can reconcile himself to 
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our dictionary, which is but short in words of dignity, and names of honour. There, on a 

Sunday, he sees a congregation of respectable farmers and their wives, all clad in neat 

homespun, well mounted, or riding in their own humble waggons. There is not among them 

an esquire, saving the unlettered magistrate. There he sees a parson as simple as his flock, 

a farmer who does not riot on the labour of others. We have no princes, for whom we toil, 

starve, and bleed: we are the most perfect society now existing in the world. Here man is 

free as he ought to be; nor is this pleasing equality so transitory as many others are. Many 

ages will not see the shores of our great lakes replenished with inland nations, nor the 

unknown bounds of North America entirely peopled. Who can tell how far it extends? Who 

can tell the millions of men whom it will feed and contain? For no European foot has as yet 

travelled half the extent of this mighty continent!  

The next wish of this traveller will be to know whence came all these people? They 

are a mixture of English, Scotch, Irish, French, Dutch, Germans, and Swedes. From this 

promiscuous breed, that race now called Americans have arisen. The eastern provinces 

must indeed be excepted, as being the unmixed descendants of Englishmen. I have heard 

many wish that they had been more intermixed also: for my part, I am no wisher, and think 

it much better as it has happened. They exhibit a most conspicuous figure in this great and 

variegated picture; they too enter for a great share in the pleasing perspective displayed 

in these thirteen provinces. I know it is fashionable to reflect on them, but I respect 

them for what they have done, for the accuracy and wisdom with which they have settled 

their territory; for the decency of their manners; for their early love of letters; their 

ancient college, the first in this hemisphere; for their industry; which to me who am but a 

farmer, is the criterion of everything. There never was a people, situated as they are, who 

with so ungrateful a soil have done more in so short a time. Do you think that the 

monarchical ingredients which are more prevalent in other governments, have purged them 

from all foul stains? Their histories assert the contrary.  

In this great American asylum, the poor of Europe have by some means met 

together, and in consequence of various causes; to what purpose should they ask one 

another what countrymen they are? Alas, two thirds of them had no country. Can a wretch 

who wanders about, who works and starves, whose life is a continual scene of sore 

affliction or pinching penury; can that man call England or any other kingdom his country? 

A country that had no bread for him, whose fields procured him no harvest, who met with 

nothing but the frowns of the rich, the severity of the laws, with jails and punishments; 

who owned not a single foot of the extensive surface of this planet? No! urged by a variety 

of motives, here they came. Every thing has tended to regenerate them; new laws, a new 

mode of living, a new social system; here they are become men: in Europe they were as so 

many useless plants, wanting vegetative mould, and refreshing showers; they withered, and 

were mowed down by want, hunger, and war; but now by the power of transplantation, like 

all other plants they have taken root and flourished! Formerly they were not numbered in 

any civil lists of their country, except in those of the poor; here they rank as citizens. By 

what invisible power has this surprising metamorphosis been performed? By that of the 

laws and that of their industry. The laws, the indulgent laws, protect them as they arrive, 
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stamping on them the symbol of adoption; they receive ample rewards for their labours; 

these accumulated rewards procure them lands; those lands confer on them the title of 

freemen, and to that title every benefit is affixed which men can possibly require. This is 

the great operation daily performed by our laws. From whence proceed these laws? From 

our government. Whence the government? It is derived from the original genius and strong 

desire of the people ratified and confirmed by the Crown. This is the great chain which 

links us all, this is the picture which every province exhibits, Nova Scotia excepted. . .  

What attachment can a poor European emigrant have for a country where he had 

nothing? The knowledge of the language, the love a few kindred as poor as himself, were 

the only cords that tied him: his country is now that which gives him land, bread, 

protection, and consequence: Ubi panis ibi patria, is the motto of all emigrants. What then 

is the American, this new man? He is either an European, or the descendant of an 

European, hence that strange mixture of blood, which you will find in no other country. I 

could point out to you a family whose grandfather was an Englishman, whose wife was 

Dutch, whose son married a French woman, and whose present four sons have now four 

wives of different nations. He is an American, who, leaving behind him all his ancient 

prejudices and manners, receives new ones from the new mode of life he has embraced, 

the new government he obeys, and the new rank he holds. He becomes an American by 

being received in the broad lap of our great Alma Mater. Here individuals of all nations are 

melted into a new race of men, whose labours and posterity will one day cause great 

changes in the world. Americans are the western pilgrims, who are carrying along with 

them that great mass of arts, sciences, vigour, and industry which began long since in the 

east; they will finish the great circle. The Americans were once scattered all over Europe; 

here they are incorporated into one of the finest systems of population which has ever 

appeared, and which will hereafter become distinct by the power of the different climates 

they inhabit. The American ought therefore to love this country much better than that 

wherein either he or his forefathers were born. Here the rewards of his industry follow 

with equal steps the progress of his labour; his labour is founded on the basis of nature, 

self-interest; can it want a stronger alllurement? Wives and children, who before in vain 

demanded of him a morsel of bread, now, fat and frolicsome, gladly help their father to 

clear those fields whence exuberant crops are to arise to feed and to clothe them all; 

without any part being claimed, either by a despotic prince, a rich abbot, or a mighty lord. 

Here religion demands but little of him; a small voluntary salary to the minister and 

gratitude to God; can he refuse these? The American is a new man, who acts upon new 

principles; he must therefore entertain new ideas, and form new opinions. From involuntary 

idleness, service dependence, penury, and useless labour, he has passed to toils of a very 

different nature, reward by ample subsistance.-This is an American. . .  

 

1. Summarize the thoughts and feelings that Crevecoeur imagines must be experienced by 

Englishmen when they visit America.  

2. How does the author describe the lifestyle and social relations of Americans?  

3. In what ways is America described as a land of opportunity, especially for the poor?  
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4. What reasons are suggested for an American loving America much more than the 

country of his forefathers? 
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C. The Monroe Doctrine and a Reaction (1823) – 4pts 

One of the most important foreign policy statements in American History, The Monroe 

Doctrine declared the Americas off limits to future European colonization. Most 

immediately proclaimed in reaction to Russian statements and Spanish and British 

activities in Central and South America, the Doctrine was a foreign policy declaration of 

independence and became a cornerstone of American Policy for many years.  

In the discussion to which this interest [Russia’s on the northwest coast] has given rise, 

the occasion has been judged proper for asserting, as a principle in which the rights and 

interests of the United States are involved, that the American continents, by the free and 

independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be 

considered as subjects for the future colonization by any European powers. . . .  

The political system of the Allied Powers [Holy Alliance] is essentially different . . . 

from that of America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their 

prospective [monarchical] governments; and to the defence of our own . . . this whole 

nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing 

between the United States and those powers to declare that we should consider any 

attempt on their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as 

dangerous to our peace and safety.  

With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power, we have not 

interfered and shall not interfere. But with the governments [of Spanish America] who 

have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence we have, on 

great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we could not view any 

interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other light than as 

the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. . . .  

Our policy in regard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of the wars 

which have so long agitated that quarter of the globe, nevertheless remains the same, 

which is, not to interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers; to consider the 

government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly relations 

with it, and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy, meeting in all 

instances the just claims of every power, submitting to injuries from none.  

But in regard to those [American] continents, circumstances are eminently and 

conspicuously different. It is impossible that the Allied Powers should extend their 

political system to a portion of either continent without endangering our peace and 

happiness. Nor can anyone believe that our southern brethren, if left to themselves, would 

adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, that we should behold 

such interposition in any form with indifference.  
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[Baltimore Chronicle, Editorial] 

 

 We can tell . . . further that this high-toned, independent, and dignified message will not 

be read by the crowned heads of Europe without a revolting stare of astonishment. The 

conquerors of Bonaparte, with their laurels still green and blooming on their brows, and 

their disciplined animal machines, called armies, at their backs, could not have anticipated 

that their united force would so soon be defied by a young republic, whose existence, as 

yet, cannot be measured with the ordinary life of man.  

This message itself constitutes an era in American history, worthy of 

commemoration. . . . We are confident that, on this occasion, we speak the great body of 

American sentiment, such as exulting millions are ready to re-echo. . . . We are very far 

from being confident that, if Congress occupy the high and elevated ground taken in the 

Message, it may not, under the smiles of Divine Providence, be the means of breaking up 

the Holy Alliance.  

Of this we are positively sure: that all timidity, wavering imbecility, an 

backwardness on our part will confirm these detested tyrants in their confederacy; 

paralyze the exertions of freedom in every country; accelerate the fall of those young 

sister republics whom we have recently recognized; and, perhaps, eventually destroy our 

own at the feet of absolute monarchy.  

 

1. In general, what does the Monroe Doctrine prescribe in regard to American foreign 

policy? What is the rationale for this policy?  

2. Summarize the tone and message of the response to this doctrine published in the 

Baltimore Chronicle.  
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D. A Freelance Writer Urges His Readers To Use Common Sense (1776) – 5pts 
 

In January 1776, Thomas Paine, a Philadelphia journalist and essayist, published a pamphlet 

entitled Common Sense. While other political tracts advocated protest against Parliament, 

Paine’s political pamphlet placed the blame for colonial suffering directly on George III. 

Moreover, Paine urged his readers to abandon the king and declare independence. Common 

Sense became the equivalent of a best-seller, with over 150,000 copies in circulation 

during the first three months of its publication, and was no doubt an influence upon 

Thomas Jefferson when he drafted the Declaration of Independence.  

 

Source: A Hypertext on American History From the Colonial Period Until Modern Times 

http://odur.let.rug.nl/~usa/D/1776-1800/paine/CM/sense03.htm  

 

MANKIND being originally equals in the order of creation, the equality could only be 

destroyed by some subsequent circumstance; the distinctions of rich, and poor, may in a 

great measure be accounted for, and that without having recourse to the harsh, ill-

sounding names of oppression and avarice. Oppression is often the consequence, but seldom 

or never the means of riches; and though avarice will preserve a man from being 

necessitously poor, it generally makes him too timorous to be wealthy.  

But there is another and greater distinction for which no truly natural or religious 

reason can be assigned, and that is, the distinction of men into KINGS and SUBJECTS. 

Male and female are the distinctions of nature, good and bad the distinctions of heaven; 

but how a race of men came into the world so exalted above the rest, and distinguished 

like some new species, is worth enquiring into, and whether they are the means of 

happiness or of misery to mankind.  

In the early ages of the world, according to the scripture chronology, there were 

no kings; the consequence of which was there were no wars; it is the pride of kings which 

throw mankind into confusion. Holland without a king hath enjoyed more peace for this last 

century than any of the monarchial governments in Europe. Antiquity favors the same 

remark; for the quiet and rural lives of the first patriarchs hath a happy something in 

them, which vanishes away when we come to the history of Jewish royalty.  

Government by kings was first introduced into the world by the Heathens, from 

whom the children of Israel copied the custom. It was the most prosperous invention the 

Devil ever set on foot for the promotion of idolatry. The Heathens paid divine honors to 

their deceased kings, and the Christian world hath improved on the plan by doing the same 

to their living ones. How impious is the title of sacred majesty applied to a worm, who in 

the midst of his splendor is crumbling into dust.  

As the exalting one man so greatly above the rest cannot be justified on the equal 

rights of nature, so neither can it be defended on the authority of scripture; for the will 

of the Almighty, as declared by Gideon and the prophet Samuel, expressly disapproves of 

government by kings. All anti-monarchial parts of scripture have been very smoothly 

glossed over in monarchial governments, but they undoubtedly merit the attention of 

http://odur.let.rug.nl/~usa/D/1776-1800/paine/CM/sense03.htm
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countries which have their governments yet to form. ‘Render unto Caesar the things which 

are Caesar’s’ is the scriptural doctrine of courts, yet it is no support of monarchial 

government, for the Jews at that time were without a king, and in a state of vassalage to 

the Romans.  

Near three thousand years passed away from the Mosaic account of the creation, 

till the Jews under a national delusion requested a king. Till then their form of government 

(except in extraordinary cases, where the Almighty interposed) was a kind of republic 

administered by a judge and the elders of the tribes. Kings they had none, and it was held 

sinful to acknowledge any being under that title but the Lords of Hosts. And when a man 

seriously reflects on the idolatrous homage which is paid to the persons of Kings, he need 

not wonder, that the Almighty, ever jealous of his honor, should disapprove of a form of 

government which so impiously invades the prerogative of heaven.  

Monarchy is ranked in scripture as one of the sins of the Jews, for which a curse in 

reserve is denounced against them. The history of that transaction is worth attending to. 

The children of Israel being oppressed by the Midianites, Gideon marched against them 

with a small army, and victory, thro’ the divine interposition, decided in his favor. The 

Jews elate with success, and attributing it to the generalship of Gideon, proposed making 

him a king, saying, Rule thou over us, thou and thy son and thy son’s son. Here was 

temptation in its fullest extent; not a kingdom only, but an hereditary one, but Gideon in 

the piety of his soul replied, I will not rule over you, neither shall my son rule over you, 

THE LORD SHALL RULE OVER YOU. Words need not be more explicit; Gideon doth not 

decline the honor but denieth their right to give it; neither doth he compliment them with 

invented declarations of his thanks, but in the positive stile of a prophet charges them 

with disaffection to their proper sovereign, the King of Heaven.  

About one hundred and thirty years after this, they fell again into the same error. 

The hankering which the Jews had for the idolatrous customs of the Heathens, is 

something exceedingly unaccountable; but so it was, that laying hold of the misconduct of 

Samuel’s two sons, who were entrusted with some secular concerns, they came in an abrupt 

and clamorous manner to Samuel, saying, Behold thou art old and thy sons walk not in thy 

ways, now make us a king to judge us like all the other nations. And here we cannot but 

observe that their motives were bad, viz. that they might be like unto other nations, i. e. 

the 137 Part Five: The American Revolution Heathens, whereas their true glory laid in 

being as much unlike them as possible. But the thing displeased Samuel when they said, 

give us a king to judge us; and Samuel prayed unto the Lord, and the Lord said unto 

Samuel, Hearken unto the voice of the people in all that they say unto thee, for they have 

not rejected thee, but they have rejected me, THE I SHOULD NOT REIGN OVER THEM. 

According to all the works which have done since the day; wherewith they brought them up 

out of Egypt, even unto this day; wherewith they have forsaken me and served other Gods; 

so do they also unto thee. Now therefore hearken unto their voice, howbeit, protest 

solemnly unto them and show them the manner of the king that shall reign over them, i. e. 

not of any particular king, but the general manner of the kings of the earth, whom Israel 

was so eagerly copying after. And notwithstanding the great distance of time and 
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difference of manners, the character is still in fashion, And Samuel told all the words of 

the Lord unto the people, that asked of him a king. And he said, This shall be the manner 

of the king that shall reign over you; he will take your sons and appoint them for himself 

for his chariots, and to be his horsemen, and some shall run before his chariots (this 

description agrees with the present mode of impressing men) and he will appoint him 

captains over thousands and captains over fifties, and will set them to ear his ground and 

to read his harvest, and to make his instruments of war, and instruments of his chariots; 

and he will take your daughters to be confectioneries and to be cooks and to be bakers 

(this describes the expense and luxury as well as the oppression of kings) and he will take 

your fields and your olive yards, even the best of them, and give them to his servants; and 

he will take the tenth of your seed, and of your vineyards, and give them to his officers 

and to his servants (by which we see that bribery, corruption, and favoritism are the 

standing vices of kings) and he will take the tenth of your men servants, and your maid 

servants, and your goodliest young men and your asses, and put them to his work; and he 

will take the tenth of your sheep, and ye shall be his servants, and ye shall cry out in that 

day because of your king which ye shall have chosen, AND THE LORD WILL NOT HEAR 

YOU IN THAT DAY. This accounts for the continuation of monarchy; neither do the 

characters of the few good kings which have lived since, either sanctify the title, or blot 

out the sinfulness of the origin; the high encomium given of David takes no notice of him 

officially as a king, but only as a man after God’s own heart. Nevertheless the People 

refused to obey the voice of Samuel, and they said. Nay, but we will have a king over us, 

that we may be like all the nations, and that our king may judge us, and go out before us 

and fight our battles. Samuel continued to reason with them, but to no purpose; he set 

before them their ingratitude, but all would not avail; and seeing them fully bent on their 

folly, he cried out, I will call unto the Lord, and he shall sent thunder and rain (which then 

was a punishment, being the time of wheat harvest) that ye may perceive and see that your 

wickedness is great which ye have done in the sight of the Lord, IN ASKING YOU A 

KING. So Samuel called unto the Lord, and the Lord sent thunder and rain that day, and all 

the people greatly feared the Lord and Samuel And all the people said unto Samuel, Pray 

for thy servants unto the Lord thy God that we die not, for WE HAVE ADDED UNTO OUR 

SINS THIS EVIL, TO ASK A KING. These portions of scripture are direct and positive. 

They admit of no equivocal construction. That the Almighty hath here entered his protest 

against monarchial government is true, or the scripture is false. And a man hath good 

reason to believe that there is as much of king-craft, as priest-craft in withholding the 

scripture from the public in Popish countries. For monarchy in every instance is the Popery 

of government.  

To the evil of monarchy we have added that of hereditary succession; and as the 

first is a degradation and lessening of ourselves, so the second, claimed as a matter of 

right, is an insult and an imposition on posterity. For all men being originally equals, no one 

by birth could have a right to set up his own family in perpetual preference to all others 

for ever, and though himself might deserve some decent degree of honors of his 

contemporaries, yet his descendants might be far too unworthy to inherit them. One of 
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the strongest natural proofs of the folly of hereditary right in kings, is, that nature 

disapproves it, otherwise she would not so frequently turn it into ridicule by giving mankind 

an ass for a lion.  

Secondly, as no man at first could possess any other public honors than were 

bestowed upon him, so the givers of those honors could have no power to give away the 

right of posterity, and though they might say ‘We choose you for our head,’ they could not, 

without manifest injustice to their children, say ‘that your children and your children’s 

children shall reign over ours for ever.’ Because such an unwise, unjust, unnatural compact 

might (perhaps) in the next succession put them under the government of a rogue or a 

fool. Most wise men, in their private sentiments, have ever treated hereditary right with 

contempt; yet it is one of those evils, which when once established is not easily removed; 

many submit from fear, others from superstition, and the more powerful part shares with 

the king the plunder of the rest.  

This is supposing the present race of kings in the world to have had an honorable 

origin; whereas it is more than probable, that could we take off the dark covering of 

antiquity, and trace them to their first rise, that we should find the first of them nothing 

better than the principal ruffian of some restless gang, whose savage manners of 

preeminence in subtlety obtained him the title of chief among plunderers; and who by 

increasing in power, and extending his depredations, overawed the quiet and defenseless to 

purchase their safety by frequent contributions. Yet his electors could have no idea of 

giving hereditary right to his descendants, because such a perpetual exclusion of 

themselves was incompatible with the free and unrestrained principles they professed to 

live by. Wherefore, hereditary succession in the early ages of monarchy could not take 

place as a matter of claim, but as something casual or complemental; but as few or no 

records were extant in those days, and traditionary history stuffed with fables, it was 

very easy, after the lapse of a few generations, to trump up some superstitious tale, 

conveniently timed, Mahomet like, to cram hereditary right down the throats of the vulgar. 

Perhaps the disorders which threatened, or seemed to threaten on the decease of a 

leader and the choice of a new one (for elections among ruffians could not be very orderly) 

induced many at first to favor hereditary pretensions; by which means it happened, as it 

hath happened since, that what at first was submitted to as a convenience, was afterwards 

claimed as a right.  

England, since the conquest, hath known some few good monarchs, but groaned 

beneath a much larger number of bad ones, yet no man in his senses can say that their 

claim under William the Conqueror is a very honorable one. A French bastard landing with 

an armed banditti, and establishing himself king of England against the consent of the 

natives, is in plain terms a very paltry rascally original. It certainly hath no divinity in it. 

However, it is needless to spend much time in exposing the folly of hereditary right, if 

there are any so weak as to believe it, let them promiscuously worship the ass and lion, and 

welcome. I shall neither copy their humility, nor disturb their devotion.  

Yet I should be glad to ask how they suppose kings came at first? The question 

admits but of three answers, viz. either by lot, by election, or by usurpation. If the first 
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king was taken by lot, it establishes a precedent for the next, which excludes hereditary 

succession. Saul was by lot yet the succession was not hereditary, neither does it appear 

from that transaction there was any intention it ever should. If the first king of any 

country was by election, that likewise establishes a precedent for the next; for to say, 

that the right of all future generations is taken away, by the act of the first electors, in 

their choice not only of a king, but of a family of kings for ever, hath no parallel in or out 

of scripture but the doctrine of original sin, which supposes the free will of all men lost in 

Adam; and from such comparison, and it will admit of no other, hereditary succession can 

derive no glory. For as in Adam all sinned, and as in the first electors all men obeyed; as in 

the one all mankind were subjected to Satan, and in the other to Sovereignty; as our 

innocence was lost in the first, and our authority in the last; and as both disable us from 

reassuming some former state and privilege, it unanswerably follows that original sin and 

hereditary succession are parallels. Dishonorable rank! Inglorious connection! Yet the most 

subtle sophist cannot produce a juster simile.  

As to usurpation, no man will be so hardy as to defend it; and that William the 

Conqueror was an usurper is a fact not to be contradicted. The plain truth is, that the 

antiquity of English monarchy will not bear looking into.  

But it is not so much the absurdity as the evil of hereditary succession which 

concerns mankind. Did it ensure a race of good and wise men it would have the seal of 

divine authority, but as it opens a door to the foolish, the wicked; and the improper, it 

hath in it the nature of oppression. Men who look upon themselves born to reign, and 

others to obey, soon grow insolent; selected from the rest of mankind their minds are 

early poisoned by importance; and the world they act in differs so materially from the 

world at large, that they have but little opportunity of knowing its true interests, and 

when they succeed to the government are frequently the most ignorant and unfit of any 

throughout the dominions.  

Another evil which attends hereditary succession is, that the throne is subject to 

be possessed by a minor at any age; all which time the regency, acting under the cover of a 

king, have every opportunity and inducement to betray their trust. The same national 

misfortune happens, when a king worn out with age and infirmity, enters the last stage of 

human weakness. In both these cases the public becomes a prey to every miscreant, who 

can tamper successfully with the follies either of age or infancy.  

The most plausible plea, which hath ever been offered in favor of hereditary 

succession, is, that it preserves a nation from civil wars; and were this true, it would be 

weighty; whereas, it is the most barefaced falsity ever imposed upon mankind. The whole 

history of England disowns the fact. Thirty kings and two minors have reigned in that 

distracted kingdom since the conquest, in which time there have been (including the 

Revolution) no less than eight civil wars and nineteen rebellions. Wherefore instead of 

making for peace, it makes against it, and destroys the very foundation it seems to stand 

on.  

The contest for monarchy and succession, between the houses of York and 

Lancaster, laid England in a scene of blood for many years. Twelve pitched battles, besides 
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skirmishes and sieges, were fought between Henry and Edward. Twice was Henry prisoner 

to Edward, who in his turn was prisoner to Henry. And so uncertain is the fate of war and 

the temper of a nation, when nothing but personal matters are the ground of a quarrel, 

that Henry was taken in triumph from a prison to a palace, and Edward obliged to fly from 

a palace to a foreign land; yet, as sudden transitions of temper are seldom lasting, Henry in 

his turn was driven from the throne, and Edward recalled to succeed him. The parliament 

always following the strongest side.  

This contest began in the reign of Henry the Sixth, and was not entirely 

extinguished till Henry the Seventh, in whom the families were united. Including a period 

of 67 years, viz. from 1422 to 1489.  

In short, monarchy and succession have laid (not this or that kingdom only) but the 

world in blood and ashes. ’Tis a form of government which the word of God bears 

testimony against, and blood will attend it.  

If we inquire into the business of a king, we shall find that in some countries they 

have none; and after sauntering away their lives without pleasure to themselves or 

advantage to the nation, withdraw from the scene, and leave their successors to tread the 

same idle round. In absolute monarchies the whole weight of business civil and military, lies 

on the king; the children of Israel in their request for a king, urged this plea ‘that he may 

judge us, and go out before us and fight our battles.’ But in countries where he is neither a 

judge nor a general, as in England, a man would be puzzled to know what is his business.  

The nearer any government approaches to a republic the less business there is for a 

king. It is somewhat difficult to find a proper name for the government of England. Sir 

William Meredith calls it a republic; but in its present state it is unworthy of the name, 

because the corrupt influence If the crown, by having all the places in its disposal, hath so 

effectually swallowed up the power, and eaten out the virtue of the house of commons (the 

republican part in the constitution) that the government of England is nearly as 

monarchical as that of France or Spain. Men fall out with names without understanding 

them. For it is the republican and not the monarchical part of the constitution of England 

which Englishmen glory in, viz. the liberty of choosing an house of commons from out of 

their own body and it is easy to see that when the republican virtue fails, slavery ensues. 

My is the constitution of England sickly, but because monarchy hath poisoned the republic, 

the crown hath engrossed the commons?  

In England a king hath little more to do than to make war and give away places; 

which in plain terms, is to impoverish the nation and set it together by the ears. A pretty 

business indeed for a man to be allowed eight hundred thousand sterling a year for, and 

worshipped into the bargain! Of more worth is one honest man to society, and in the sight 

of God, than all the crowned ruffians that ever lived.  

 

1. What, according to Paine, are the arguments against a monarchy? How does he use 

history to support his conclusions?  

2. Discuss the elements from this excerpt of Common Sense that were most likely to be 

influential in Jefferson’s drafting of the Declaration of Independence. 
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E. John L. O’Sullivan, “The Great Nation of Futurity” (1845) -2pts 
 

The journalist John L. O’Sullivan (1813-1895), an enthusiastic Jacksonian Democrat, first 

coined the phrase “manifest destiny” in this article supporting the Annexation of Texas, 

printed in the Democratic Review for July 1845. O'Sullivan was later involved in other 

movements to annex additional territories, such as the Spanish colony of Cuba in the 

Caribbean.  

 

The American people having derived their origin from many other nations, and the 

Declaration of National Independence being entirely based on the great principle of human 

equality, these facts demonstrate at once our disconnected position as regards any other 

nation; that we have, in reality, but little connection with the past history of any of them 

and still less with all antiquity, its glories, or its crimes. On the contrary, our national birth 

was the beginning of a new history, the formation and progress of an untried political 

system, which separates us from the past and connects us with the future only; and so far 

as regards the entire development of the natural rights of man, in moral, political, and 

national life, we may confidently assume that our country is destined to be the great 

nation of futurity.  

It is so destined, because the principle upon which a nation is organized fixes its 

destiny, and that of equality is perfect, is universal. It presides in all the operations of the 

physical world, and it is also the conscious law of the soul-the self-evident dictate of 

morality, which accurately defines the duty of man to man, and consequently man’s rights 

as man. Besides, the truthful annals of any nation furnish abundant evidence that its 

happiness, its greatness, its duration, were always proportionate to the democratic 

equality in its system of government.  

How many nations have had their decline and fall because the equal rights of the 

minority were trampled on by the despotism of the majority; or the interests of the many 

sacrificed to the aristocracy of the few; or the rights and interests of all given up to the 

monarchy of one? These three kinds of government have figured so frequently and so 

largely in the ages that have passed away that their history, through all time to come, can 

only furnish a resemblance. Like causes produce like effects, and the true philosopher of 

history will easily discern the principle of equality, or of privilege, working out its 

inevitable result. The first is regenerative, because it is natural and right; and the latter 

is destructive to society, because it is unnatural and wrong.  

What friend of human liberty, civilization, and refinement can cast his view over 

the past history of the monarchies and aristocracies of antiquity, and not deplore that 

they ever existed? What philanthropist can contemplate the oppressions, the cruelties, 

and injustice inflicted by them on the masses of mankind and not turn with moral horror 

from the retrospect?  

America is destined for better deeds. It is our unparalleled glory that we have no 

reminiscences of battlefields, but in defense of humanity, of the oppressed of all nations, 

of the rights of conscience, the rights of personal enfranchisement. Our annals describe 
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no scenes of horrid carnage, where men were led on by hundreds of thousands to slay one 

another, dupes and victims to emperors, kings, nobles, demons in the human form called 

heroes.  

We have had patriots to defend our homes, our liberties, but no aspirants to crowns 

or thrones; nor have the American people ever suffered themselves to be led on by wicked 

ambition to depopulate the land, to spread desolation far and wide, that a human being 

might be placed on a seat of supremacy. We have no interest in the scenes of antiquity, 

only as lessons of avoidance of nearly all their examples. The expansive future is our arena 

and for our history. We are entering on its untrodden space with the truths of God in our 

minds, beneficent objects in our hearts, and with a clear conscience unsullied by the past. 

We are the nation of human progress, and who will, what can, set limits to our onward 

march? Providence is with us, and no earthly power can. We point to the everlasting truth 

on the first page of our national declaration, and we proclaim to the millions of other lands 

that “the gates of hell”-the powers of aristocracy and monarchy-”shall not prevail against 

it.”  

The far-reaching, the boundless future, will be the era of American greatness. In 

its magnificent domain of space and time, the nation of many nations is destined to 

manifest to mankind the excellence of divine principles; to establish on earth the noblest 

temple ever dedicated to the worship of the Most High, the Sacred, and the True. Its 

floor shall be a hemisphere, roof the firmament of the star-studded heavens, and its 

congregation of Union of many Republics, comprising hundreds of happy millions, calling 

owning no man master, but governed by God’s natural and moral law of equality, the law of 

brotherhood-of “peace and good will amongst men.” 

Yes, we are the nation of progress, of individual freedom, of universal 

enfranchisement. Equality of rights is the cynosure of our union of states, the grand 

exemplar of the correlative equality of individuals; and, while truth sheds its effulgence, 

we cannot retrograde without dissolving the one and subverting the other. We must 

onward to the fulfillment of our mission-to the entire development of the principle of our 

organization-freedom of conscience, freedom of person, freedom of trade and business 

pursuits, universality of freedom and equality. This is our high destiny, and in nature’s 

eternal, inevitable decree of cause and effect we must accomplish it. All this will be our 

future history, to establish on earth the moral dignity and salvation of man-the immutable 

truth and beneficence of God. For this blessed mission to the nations of the world, which 

are shut out from the lifegiving light of truth, has America been chosen; and her high 

example shall smite unto death the tyranny of kings, hierarchs, and oligarchs and carry the 

glad tidings of peace and good will where myriads now endure in existence scarcely more 

enviable than that of beasts of the field. Who, then, can doubt that our country is 

destined to be the great nation of futurity?  

 

1. What reasoning does O’Sullivan use to support his claim that America “is destined to be 

the great nation of futurity”?  

2. Explain the author’s attitude toward history 
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