
 

AP English Language and Composition, 2025-2026 
 

Summer Assignment 

1.​ Enroll in my class on TurnItIn. 
a.​ Class ID: 48927701 
b.​ Enrollment Key: Steinborn  

2.​ Read and annotate the following speeches (pages 2-10) in order to complete the 
SPACECAT* and analysis questions (pages 11-12). 

a.​ Make a copy of pages 11-12 and title the document “Last name—AP Lang 
Summer Assignment 8/22/25.” 

b.​ Answer each question using complete, grammatically correct sentences. The 
length of each answer can vary by question; aim for quality over quantity and 
specificity over breadth. Edit to eliminate redundancies. Questions #1-8 can, but 
do not need to have, textual evidence. Questions #9-10 must include textual 
evidence. 

c.​ Upload your completed document to TurnItIn by 8 am on Friday, August 22nd 
(the first day of AP Boot Camp). 

 
*SPACECAT is an acronym for Speaker, Purpose, Audience, Context, Exigence, Choices, 
Appeals, and Tone. You will complete SPACECAT worksheets for the majority of texts you read 
in AP Lang. This acronym encompasses much of the content you need to master for the exam. 
Note that you often need to do outside research to successfully complete a SPACECAT; I 
recommend using reliable sources to learn about the speaker, audience, and context in particular.  
 

AP Boot Camp 

During AP Boot Camp, you will write a rhetorical analysis essay. While the essay will be 
about a new text, it will connect to the summer assignment because your job will be to analyze 
how the author uses rhetorical choices to convey a message about the same themes of American 
identity and civic responsibility. 

For more information about rhetorical analysis essays, view the College Board’s 
Free-Response Question 2 rubric here and/or sample questions and scored responses from past 
exam administrations here. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

https://apcentral.collegeboard.org/media/pdf/ap-english-language-and-composition-frqs-1-2-3-scoring-rubrics.pdf
https://apcentral.collegeboard.org/courses/ap-english-language-and-composition/exam/past-exam-questions
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Read and annotate the following passages. 

 
Patrick Henry’s Address to the Second Virginia Convention, 23 March 1775 
 

Mr. President: No man thinks more highly than I do of the patriotism, as well as abilities, 
of the very worthy gentlemen who have just addressed the House. But different men often see the 
same subject in different lights; and, therefore, I hope it will not be thought disrespectful to those 
gentlemen if, entertaining as I do, opinions of a character very opposite to theirs, I shall speak 
forth my sentiments freely, and without reserve. This is no time for ceremony. The question 
before the House is one of awful moment to this country. For my own part, I consider it as 
nothing less than a question of freedom or slavery; and in proportion to the magnitude of the 
subject ought to be the freedom of the debate. It is only in this way that we can hope to arrive at 
truth, and fulfil the great responsibility which we hold to God and our country. Should I keep 
back my opinions at such a time, through fear of giving offence, I should consider myself as 
guilty of treason towards my country, and of an act of disloyalty toward the majesty of heaven, 
which I revere above all earthly kings. 
 

Mr. President, it is natural to man to indulge in the illusions of hope. We are apt to shut 
our eyes against a painful truth, and listen to the song of that siren till she transforms us into 
beasts. Is this the part of wise men, engaged in a great and arduous struggle for liberty? Are we 
disposed to be of the number of those who, having eyes, see not, and, having ears, hear not, the 
things which so nearly concern their temporal salvation? For my part, whatever anguish of spirit 
it may cost, I am willing to know the whole truth; to know the worst, and to provide for it. 
 

I have but one lamp by which my feet are guided; and that is the lamp of experience. I 
know of no way of judging of the future but by the past. And judging by the past, I wish to know 
what there has been in the conduct of the British ministry for the last ten years, to justify those 
hopes with which gentlemen have been pleased to solace themselves, and the House? Is it that 
insidious smile with which our petition has been lately received? Trust it not, sir; it will prove a 
snare to your feet. Suffer not yourselves to be betrayed with a kiss. Ask yourselves how this 
gracious reception of our petition comports with these war-like preparations which cover our 
waters and darken our land. Are fleets and armies necessary to a work of love and reconciliation? 
Have we shown ourselves so unwilling to be reconciled, that force must be called in to win back 
our love? Let us not deceive ourselves, sir. These are the implements of war and subjugation; the 
last arguments to which kings resort. I ask, gentlemen, sir, what means this martial array, if its 
purpose be not to force us to submission? Can gentlemen assign any other possible motive for it? 
Has Great Britain any enemy, in this quarter of the world, to call for all this accumulation of 
navies and armies? No, sir, she has none. They are meant for us; they can be meant for no other. 
They are sent over to bind and rivet upon us those chains which the British ministry have been so 
long forging. And what have we to oppose to them? Shall we try argument? Sir, we have been 
trying that for the last ten years. Have we anything new to offer upon the subject? Nothing. We 
have held the subject up in every light of which it is capable; but it has been all in vain. Shall we 
resort to entreaty and humble supplication? What terms shall we find which have not been 
already exhausted? Let us not, I beseech you, sir, deceive ourselves. Sir, we have done 
everything that could be done, to avert the storm which is now coming on. We have petitioned; 
we have remonstrated; we have supplicated; we have prostrated ourselves before the throne, and 
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have implored its interposition to arrest the tyrannical hands of the ministry and Parliament. Our 
petitions have been slighted; our remonstrances have produced additional violence and insult; 
our supplications have been disregarded; and we have been spurned, with contempt, from the 
foot of the throne. In vain, after these things, may we indulge the fond hope of peace and 
reconciliation. There is no longer any room for hope. If we wish to be free² if we mean to 
preserve inviolate those inestimable privileges for which we have been so long contending if we 
mean not basely to abandon the noble struggle in which we have been so long engaged, and 
which we have pledged ourselves never to abandon until the glorious object of our contest shall 
be obtained, we must fight! I repeat it, sir, we must fight! An appeal to arms and to the God of 
Hosts is all that is left us! 
 

They tell us, sir, that we are weak; unable to cope with so formidable an adversary. But 
when shall we be stronger? Will it be the next week, or the next year? Will it be when we are 
totally disarmed, and when a British guard shall be stationed in every house? Shall we gather 
strength by irresolution and inaction? Shall we acquire the means of effectual resistance, by lying 
supinely on our backs, and hugging the delusive phantom of hope, until our enemies shall have 
bound us hand and foot? Sir, we are not weak if we make a proper use of those means which the 
God of nature hath placed in our power. Three millions of people, armed in the holy cause of 
liberty, and in such a country as that which we possess, are invincible by any force which our 
enemy can send against us. Besides, sir, we shall not fight our battles alone. There is a just God 
who presides over the destinies of nations; and who will raise up friends to fight our battles for 
us. The battle, sir, is not to the strong alone; it is to the vigilant, the active, the brave. Besides, sir, 
we have no election. If we were base enough to desire it, it is now too late to retire from the 
contest. There is no retreat but in submission and slavery! Our chains are forged! Their clanking 
may be heard on the plains of Boston! The war is inevitable and let it come! I repeat it, sir, let it 
come. 

It is in vain, sir, to extenuate the matter. Gentlemen may cry, Peace, Peace but there is no 
peace. The war is actually begun! The next gale that sweeps from the north will bring to our ears 
the clash of resounding arms! Our brethren are already in the field! Why stand we here idle? 
What is it that gentlemen wish? What would they have? Is life so dear, or peace so sweet, as to 
be purchased at the price of chains and slavery? Forbid it, Almighty God! I know not what 
course others may take; but as for me, give me liberty or give me death! 

Alexis de Tocqueville’s Democracy in America Chapter XII, 1835 

In no country in the world has the principle of association been more successfully used, 
or more unsparingly applied to a multitude of different objects, than in America. Besides the 
permanent associations which are established by law under the names of townships, cities, and 
counties, a vast number of others are formed and maintained by the agency of private 
individuals. 

The citizen of the United States is taught from his earliest infancy to rely upon his own 
exertions in order to resist the evils and the difficulties of life; he looks upon social authority 
with an eye of mistrust and anxiety, and he only claims its assistance when he is quite unable to 
shift without it. This habit may even be traced in the schools of the rising generation, where the 
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children in their games are wont to submit to rules which they have themselves established, and 
to punish misdemeanors which they have themselves defined. The same spirit pervades every act 
of social life. If a stoppage occurs in a thoroughfare, and the circulation of the public is hindered, 
the neighbors immediately constitute a deliberative body; and this extemporaneous assembly 
gives rise to an executive power which remedies the inconvenience before anybody has thought 
of recurring to an authority superior to that of the persons immediately concerned. If the public 
pleasures are concerned, an association is formed to provide for the splendor and the regularity 
of the entertainment. Societies are formed to resist enemies which are exclusively of a moral 
nature, and to diminish the vice of intemperance: in the United States associations are established 
to promote public order, commerce, industry, morality, and religion; for there is no end which the 
human will, seconded by the collective exertions of individuals, despairs of attaining. 

… An association consists simply in the public assent which a number of individuals give 
to certain doctrines, and in the engagement which they contract to promote the spread of those 
doctrines by their exertions… An association unites the efforts of minds which have a tendency 
to diverge in one single channel, and urges them vigorously towards one single end which it 
points out. 

… If, in a people which is imperfectly accustomed to the exercise of freedom, or which is 
exposed to violent political passions, a deliberating minority, which confines itself to the 
contemplation of future laws, be placed in juxtaposition to the legislative majority, I cannot but 
believe that public tranquillity incurs very great risks in that nation. There is doubtless a very 
wide difference between proving that one law is in itself better than another and proving that the 
former ought to be substituted for the latter. But the imagination of the populace is very apt to 
overlook this difference, which is so apparent to the minds of thinking men. It sometimes 
happens that a nation is divided into two nearly equal parties, each of which affects to represent 
the majority. If, in immediate contiguity to the directing power, another power be established, 
which exercises almost as much moral authority as the former, it is not to be believed that it will 
long be content to speak without acting; or that it will always be restrained by the abstract 
consideration of the nature of associations which are meant to direct but not to enforce opinions, 
to suggest but not to make the laws. 

… It must be acknowledged that the unrestrained liberty of political association has not 
hitherto produced, in the United States, those fatal consequences which might perhaps be 
expected from it elsewhere. The right of association was imported from England, and it has 
always existed in America; so that the exercise of this privilege is now amalgamated with the 
manners and customs of the people. At the present time the liberty of association is become a 
necessary guarantee against the tyranny of the majority. In the United States, as soon as a party is 
become preponderant, all public authority passes under its control; its private supporters occupy 
all the places, and have all the force of the administration at their disposal. As the most 
distinguished partisans of the other side of the question are unable to surmount the obstacles 
which exclude them from power, they require some means of establishing themselves upon their 
own basis, and of opposing the moral authority of the minority to the physical power which 
domineers over it. Thus a dangerous expedient is used to obviate a still more formidable danger. 
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The omnipotence of the majority appears to me to present such extreme perils to the 
American Republics that the dangerous measure which is used to repress it seems to be more 
advantageous than prejudicial. And here I am about to advance a proposition which may remind 
the reader of what I said before in speaking of municipal freedom: There are no countries in 
which associations are more needed, to prevent the despotism of faction or the arbitrary power of 
a prince, than those which are democratically constituted. In aristocratic nations the body of the 
nobles and the more opulent part of the community are in themselves natural associations, which 
act as checks upon the abuses of power. In countries in which these associations do not exist, if 
private individuals are unable to create an artificial and a temporary substitute for them, I can 
imagine no permanent protection against the most galling tyranny; and a great people may be 
oppressed by a small faction, or by a single individual, with impunity. 

Billings Learned Hand’s Speech on “I am an American” Day, 21 May 1944 

We have gathered here to affirm a faith, a faith in a common purpose, a common 
conviction, a common devotion. Some of us have chosen America as the land of our adoption; 
the rest have come from those who did the same. For this reason we have some right to consider 
ourselves a picked group, a group of those who had the courage to break from the past and brave 
the dangers and the loneliness of a strange land. What was the object that nerved us, or those 
who went before us, to this choice? We sought liberty; freedoms from oppression, freedom from 
want, freedom to be ourselves. This we then sought; this we now believe that we are by way of 
winning. What do we mean when we say that first of all we seek liberty? I often wonder whether 
we do not rest our hopes too much upon constitutions, upon laws and upon courts. These are 
false hopes; believe me, these are false hopes. Liberty lies in the hearts of men and women; when 
it dies there, no constitution, no law, no court can even do much to help it. While it lies there it 
needs no constitution, no law, no court to save it. And what is this liberty which must lie in the 
hearts of men and women? It is not the ruthless, the unbridled will; it is not freedom to do as one 
likes. That is the denial of liberty, and leads straight to its overthrow. A society in which men 
recognize no check upon their freedom soon becomes a society where freedom is the possession 
of only a savage few; as we have learned to our sorrow. 

What then is the spirit of liberty? I cannot define it; I can only tell you my own faith. The 
spirit of liberty is the spirit which is not too sure that it is right; the spirit of liberty is the spirit 
which seeks to understand the mind of other men and women; the spirit of liberty is the spirit 
which weighs their interests alongside its own without bias; the spirit of liberty remembers that 
not even a sparrow falls to earth unheeded; the spirit of liberty is the spirit of Him who, near two 
thousand years ago, taught mankind that lesson it has never learned but never quite forgotten; 
that there may be a kingdom where the least shall be heard and considered side by side with the 
greatest. And now in that spirit, that spirit of an America which has never been, and which may 
never be; nay, which never will be except as the conscience and courage of Americans create it; 
yet in the spirit of that America which lies hidden in some form in the aspirations of us all; in the 
spirit of that America for which our young men are at this moment fighting and dying; in that 
spirit of liberty and of America I ask you to rise and with me pledge our faith in the glorious 
destiny of our beloved country. 
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Robert Byrd’s Address to the United States Senate, 19 March 2003 
 
I believe in this great and beautiful country. I have studied its roots. I have gloried in the 

wisdom of its magnificent Constitution, and its inimitable history. I have marveled at the wisdom 
of its founders and its framers. Generation after generation of Americans has understood the 
lofty ideals that underlie our great Republic. I have been inspired by the story of their sacrifice 
and their strength. 

 
But today, I weep for my country. I have watched the events of recent months with a 

heavy, heavy heart. No more is the image of America one of strong, yet benevolent peacekeeper. 
The image of America, Madam President, has changed. Around the globe, our friends mistrust 
us; our word is disputed; our intentions are questioned. 

 
Instead of reasoning with those with whom we disagree, we demand obedience, or 

threaten recrimination. Instead of isolating Saddam Hussein, we seem to have succeeded in 
isolating ourselves. We proclaim a new doctrine of preemption which is understood by few and 
feared by many. We say that the United States has the right to turn its firepower on any corner of 
the globe which might be suspect in the war on terrorism. We assert that right without the 
sanction of any international body. As a result, the world has become a much more dangerous 
place. 

 
We flaunt our superpower status with arrogance. We treat UN Security Council members 

like ingrates who offend our princely dignity by lifting their heads from the carpet. Valuable 
alliances are split. After the war has ended, the United States will have to rebuild much more 
than the country of Iraq. We will have to rebuild America's image around the globe. 

 
The case that this Administration tries to make to justify its fixation with war is tainted by 

charges of falsified documents and circumstantial evidence. We cannot convince the world of the 
necessity of this war for one simple reason: This is not a war of necessity, but a war of choice. 

 
There is no credible information to connect Saddam Hussein to 9/11, at least up to this 

point. The twin towers fell because a world-wide terrorist group, Al Qaeda, with cells in more 
than 60 nations, struck at our wealth and our influence by turning our own planes into missiles, 
one of which would likely have slammed into the dome of this beautiful Capitol except for the 
brave sacrifice of some of the passengers who were on board that plane. 

 
The brutality seen on September 11, and in other terrorist attacks we have witnessed 

around the globe, are the violent and desperate efforts by extremists to stop the daily 
encroachment of western values upon their cultures. That is what we fight. It is a force not 
confined to territorial borders. It is a shadowy entity with many faces, many names, and many 
addresses. 

 
But this Administration has directed all of the anger, fear, and grief which emerged from 

the ashes of the twin towers and the twisted metal of the Pentagon towards a tangible villain, one 
we can see and hate and attack. And villain he is. But he is the wrong villain. And this is the 
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wrong war. If we attack Saddam Hussein, we will probably drive him from power. But the zeal 
of our friends to assist our global war on terrorism may have already taken flight. 

 
The general unease surrounding this war is not just [due] to "orange alert." There is a 

pervasive sense of rush and risk and too many questions unanswered. How long will we be in 
Iraq? What will be the cost? What is the ultimate mission? How great is the danger here at 
home? A pall has fallen over the Senate Chamber. We avoid our solemn duty to debate the one 
topic on the minds of all Americans, even while scores of thousands of our sons and daughters 
faithfully do their duty in Iraq. 

 
What is happening to this country?!—my country, your country, our country? When did 

we become a nation that ignores and berates our friends, and calls them irrelevant? When did we 
decide to risk undermining international order by adopting a radical and doctrinary1 approach to 
using our awesome military might? How can we abandon diplomatic efforts when the turmoil in 
the world cries out for diplomacy? 

 
Why can this President not seem to see that America's true power lies not in its will to 

intimidate, but in its ability to inspire? 
 
War appears inevitable. But I continue to hope that the cloud will lift. Perhaps Saddam 

will yet turn tail and run. Perhaps reason will somehow still prevail. I, along with 
millions—scores of millions—of Americans, will pray, pray, pray for the safety of our troops, for 
the innocent civilians—women, children, babies, old and young, crippled, deformed, sick—in 
Iraq, and for the security of our homeland. 

 
May God continue to bless the United States of America in the troubled days ahead, and 

may we somehow recapture the vision which for the present eludes us. 
 
Viet Thanh Nguyen’s Financial Times Article “On Being a Refugee, an American—and a 
Human Being,” 6 February 2017 

I am a refugee, an American, and a human being, which is important to proclaim, as there 
are many who think these identities cannot be reconciled. In March 1975, as Saigon was about to 
fall, or on the brink of liberation, depending on your point of view, my humanity was temporarily 
put into question as I became a refugee. 

My family lived in Ban Me Thuot, famous for its coffee and for being the first town 
overrun by communist invasion. My father was in Saigon on business and my mother had no 
way to contact him. She took my 10-year-old brother and four-year-old me and we walked 
184km to the nearest port in Nha Trang (I admit to possibly being carried). At least it was 
downhill. At least I was too young, unlike my brother, to remember the dead paratroopers 
hanging from the trees. I am grateful not to remember the terror and the chaos that must have 
been involved in finding a boat. We made it to Saigon and reunited with my father, and, a month 
later, when the communists arrived, repeated the mad scramble for our lives. That summer we 
arrived in America. 
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I came to understand that in the United States, land of the fabled American dream, it is 
un-American to be a refugee. The refugee embodies fear, failure, and flight. Americans of all 
kinds believe that it is impossible for an American to become a refugee, although it is possible 
for refugees to become Americans and in that way be elevated one step closer to heaven. 

To become a refugee means that one’s country has imploded, taking with it all the things 
that protect our humanity: a functional government, a mostly non-murderous police force, a 
reliable drinking water and food supply, an efficient sewage system (do not underestimate how 
important a sewage system is to your humanity; refugees know that their subhuman status as the 
waste of nations is confirmed by having to live in their own waste). 

I was luckier than many refugees, but I still remain scarred by my experience. After I 
arrived in the refugee camp set up at Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania, at four years old, I was 
taken away from my parents and sent to live with a white sponsor family. The theory, I think, 
was that my parents would have an easier time of working if they didn’t have to worry about me. 
Or maybe there was no sponsor willing to take all of us. Regardless, being taken away from my 
family was simply another sign of how my life was no longer in my hands, or those of my 
parents. My life was in the hands of strangers, and I was fortunate that they were kind, even if to 
this day I still remember howling as I was taken from my parents. 

Like the homeless, refugees are living embodiments of a disturbing possibility: that 
human privileges are quite fragile, that one’s home, family, and nation are one catastrophe away 
from being destroyed. As the refugees cluster in camps; as they dare to make a claim on the 
limited real estate of our conscience — we deny we can be like them and many of us do 
everything we can to avoid our obligations to them. 

The better angels of our nature have always told us that morality means opening our 
doors, helping the helpless, sharing our material wealth. The reasons we come up with to deny 
doing such things are rationalisations. We have wealth to share with refugees, but we would 
rather spend it on other things. We are capable of living with foreigners and strangers, but they 
make us uncomfortable, and we do not want to be uncomfortable. We fear that strangers will kill 
us, so we keep them out. 

Our fate as refugees is controlled by the strategies of the men who command the 
bombers. In my case, the US dropped more bombs on Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia during the 
Vietnam war than it did all of Europe during the [World War II]. This played a role in creating 
refugees, and because of American guilt and anticommunist feeling, the US government took in 
150,000 Vietnamese refugees in 1975. It authorised the admission of several hundred thousand 
more, and other Southeast Asian refugees, in the subsequent decade. What the US did exceeded 
what Southeast Asian countries did, which was to deny entry to the “boat people” or contain 
them in camps until they could find a host country like the United States. Accepting these 
refugees was proof that the US was paying its debt to its South Vietnamese allies, and the 
refugees became reminders that life under communism was horrible. We were expected to be 
grateful for our rescue from such a life, and many of us were and are thankful. 



AP English Language and Composition | Summer Assignment | Page 9 

“But I was also one of those unfortunate cases who could not help but wonder whether 
my need for American charity was due to my having first been the recipient of American aid,” or 
so I wrote in my novel The Sympathizer. I am a bad refugee, you see, who can’t help but see that 
my good fortune is a stroke of bureaucratic luck and the racial politics of the United States, 
where Asians are considered model minorities. If I was Haitian in the 1970s and 1980s, I would 
not have been admitted as a refugee, because I was black and poor. If I was Central American 
today, I would not be admitted as a refugee, even though the US has destabilised the region in the 
past through supporting dictatorial regimes and creating the conditions for the drug economy and 
drug wars. I am a bad refugee because I insist on seeing the historical reasons that create 
refugees and the historical reasons for denying refugee status to certain populations. 

Central Americans are categorised instead by the United States as immigrants, which 
suspends questions over the influence of American policy on their countries of origin. The 
immigrant is that foreigner who has proceeded through the proper channels. The immigrant is the 
one who wants to come, unlike the refugee, who is forced to come. The immigrant, as contrasted 
to the refugee, is awesome. The immigrant, in turn, makes America awesome. Or great. I forget 
the right word. In any case, here are the famous words on the Statue of Liberty: 

“Give me your tired, your poor,​
Your huddled masses yearning to​
breathe free,​
The wretched refuse of your​
teeming shore.​
Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost​
to me,​
I lift my lamp beside the golden door!” 

Except that this has not always been true. The current xenophobia in American society 
that is directed against refugees and their cousins, undocumented immigrants, and even against 
legal immigrants, has deep roots. Inasmuch as America has been built by immigrants and is 
welcoming to foreigners, it has also been built on genocide, slavery, and colonialism. 

These two aspects of America are contradictory but both are true at the same time, as 
they are true of the other liberal democracies of the west. So it is that in the US, where 51 percent 
of billion-dollar start-ups were founded by immigrants, and all of the 2016 Nobel Prize winners 
are immigrants, the country has periodically turned on its immigrants. Beginning in 1882, the 
United States banned Chinese immigrants. The excuse was that the Chinese were an economic, 
moral, sexual, and hygienic threat to white Americans. In retrospect, these reasons seem 
ridiculous, particularly given how well Chinese Americans have integrated into American 
society. These reasons should make us aware of how laughable contemporary fears about 
Muslims are — these fears are as irrational as the racism directed against the Chinese. Various 
other legal acts effectively ended non-white immigration to the country by 1924, and while the 
door would slowly creak open with the repeal of the Chinese Exclusion Act in 1943 (when 105 
Chinese were permitted to enter annually), the United States would not embrace open 
immigration until 1965’s Immigration Act. 
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The contemporary US has been defined by that act, with large numbers of Asian and 
Latino immigrants coming in and reshaping what America is (and for the better; without 
immigration from non-white countries, American food would be as terrible as that of 
pre-immigration England). But the prejudice remains. It emerges in the feeling against 
undocumented immigrants. Those who oppose them say we should give preference to 
documented immigrants, but I suspect that once the undocumented have been kicked out, these 
rational people will start speaking about how there are too many immigrants in general. 

In truth, my own family is an example of the model minority that could be used to rebut 
such an argument. My parents became respectable merchants. My brother went to Harvard seven 
years after arriving in the States with no English. I won the Pulitzer Prize. We could be put on a 
poster touting how refugees make America great. And we do. But it shouldn’t take this kind of 
success to be welcomed. Even if refugees, undocumented immigrants, and legal immigrants are 
not all potential billionaires, that is no reason to exclude them. Even if their fate is to be the 
high-school dropout and the fast-food cashier, so what? That makes them about as human as the 
average American, and we are not about to deport the average American (are we?). 

The average American, or European, who feels that refugees or immigrants threaten their 
jobs does not recognise that the real culprits for their economic plight are the corporate interests 
and individuals that want to take the profits and are perfectly happy to see the struggling pitted 
against each other. The economic interests of the unwanted and the fearful middle class are 
aligned — but so many can’t see that because of how much they fear the different, the refugee, 
the immigrant. In its most naked form, this is racism. In a more polite form, it takes the shape of 
defending one’s culture, where one would rather remain economically poor but ethnically pure. 
This fear is a powerful force, and I admit to being afraid of it. 

Then I think of my parents, who were younger than me when they lost nearly everything 
and became refugees. I can’t help but remember how, after we settled in San Jose, California, 
and my parents opened a Vietnamese grocery store in the rundown downtown, a neighbouring 
store put a sign up in its window: “Another American driven out of business by the Vietnamese.” 
But my parents did not give in to fear, even though they must have been afraid. And I think of 
my son, nearly the age I was when I became a refugee, and while I do not want him to be afraid, 
I know he will be. What is important is that he have the strength to overcome his fear. And the 
way to overcome fear is to demand the America that should be, and can be, the America that 
dreams the best version of itself. 
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Summer Assignment 
 
1.​ Speaker: Who narrates each text? Why is this specific person important? What is the 

speaker’s position and/or reputation? 
a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

2.​ Purpose: What does each speaker want the audience to think and/or do? What is the goal? 
a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

3.​ Audience: Who is each speaker addressing?  
a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

4.​ Context: What is the historical context of each text? What major events surround each text’s 
presentation/publication? 

a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

5.​ Exigence: What pressing issues motivated each speaker to write his or her text? What makes 
the texts well-suited to their respective time periods? 

a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

6.​ Choices: What rhetorical choices does each speaker use? For a master list, click here (pages 
1-3). 

a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1KjaG1E2rewcodUVmwFY-khNpY3xSTdUWAWPbwPoHxMM/edit?usp=sharing
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e.​ Nguyen: 
7.​ Appeals: How does each speaker appeal to the audience’s mindset? For a master list, click 

here (pages 4-5). 
a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

8.​ Tone: What emotion(s) does each speaker convey?  
a.​ Henry: 
b.​ Tocqueville: 
c.​ Hand: 
d.​ Byrd: 
e.​ Nguyen: 

9.​ Write one to two paragraphs analyzing how these five texts demonstrate the evolution of 
American mythos over time; integrate evidence from each text in support of your points. 

10.​Write one to two paragraphs comparing the five speakers’ perspectives on what it means to 
be an American; integrate evidence from each text in support of your points.  

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1KjaG1E2rewcodUVmwFY-khNpY3xSTdUWAWPbwPoHxMM/edit?usp=sharing

