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Honors U.S. History Summer Assignment
When did U.S. History begin?

For this year’s Summer Assignment, you are going to think like a historian by reviewing documents

that represent different historical ideals and perspectives that reflect U.S. History.

Directions: Read and annotate the documents for the following Essential Questions:

1.
2.

When did United States History begin?
How have the founding ideals been challenged and upheld throughout history?

All of your notes must be handwritten. You can annotate on this document and/or use post-it notes.
Your annotations WILL BE graded.

Your Documents are:

A
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The Boston Massacre
The First Encounter - Columbus Meets Americans
1620 The Mayflower Compact Excerpt

The Bill of Rights, 1791
Excerpt of The Declaration of Independence, 1776

The Federalist, Nos. 9-10, 1788

James Otis & Patrick Henry - “No Taxation Without Representation”
First Settlement at Jamestown

Lexington and Concord

Fundamental Orders of 1639

Upon return from the summer, you will be expected to participate in a graded discussion using
your annotations and notes, followed by an in-class argument prompt.



Foundational Documents

(A) The Boston Massacre

The Boston Massacre was a violent clash between American colonists and British soldiers and is
usually considered to be the first conflict of the American Revolution. Tensions that had
accumulated over a period of months and years erupted into violence on March 5, 1770, when a
small detail of British soldiers fired on a mob of Boston citizens, killing four, mortally wounding a
fifth, and wounding six others. The Boston Massacre helped solidify colonial resistance to British
rule. The first person killed that evening, Crispus Attucks, has come to be known as the first casualty
of the American Revolution.

Mounting Tensions

At the conclusion of the French and Indian War in 1763, the British Parliament, seeking to repay
debts incurred during the war and cover the high costs of maintaining its North American military
forces, imposed on the colonies a series of unpopular taxes, including the Sugar Act of 1764, the
Stamp Act of 1765, and the Townshend Acts (1767). Protests raged throughout the colonies, and
Boston in particular was an epicenter of protest, so much so that Gen. Thomas Gage, commander in
chief of British forces in North America, dispatched two regiments of soldiers to Boston in 1768.
The soldiers were to restore order and facilitate tax collection, but their presence only caused
further problems.

Boston's citizens took exception to the quartering of troops in their city during peacetime, and the
protests continued. The citizenry regarded the troops as threats to their homes, families, and
livelihoods, given that townspeople and off-duty troops competed for work. There were also reports
that Captain John Wilson of the 59th regiment tried to provoke a slave revolt in the city, encouraging
slaves to rise up against their masters and promising safety for any individual who made it to his
barracks. Confrontations between citizens and soldiers were frequent, and a number of brawls
erupted in the months before the Boston Massacre.

Shots Fired

On March 5, 1770, Private Hugh White, a sentry posted to guard the Custom House, struck with the
butt of his musket a barber's apprentice when the apprentice accosted him regarding a failure to
pay for a haircut. The crowd continued to grow in size, accosting White with snowballs and chunks
of ice. To protect White, Captain Thomas Preston, commanding officer of the 29th infantry regiment,
led a small detail of men through the assembled crowd and into a semicircular defense perimeter in
front of the Custom House door.

In the midst of the commotion, Private Hugh Montgomery was struck down by a club thrown at his
head. Regaining his feet, Montgomery urged his comrades to fire on the crowd and, leveling his
musket, did so. More shots were fired, and 11 bullets in all struck members of the crowd. The shots
killed four—Crispus Attucks, James Caldwell, Samuel Gray, and Samuel Maverick—and fatally
wounded a fifth, Patrick Carr. Attucks, half African American and half American Indian, was, by some
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accounts, the leader of the crowd and was the first to be killed. He was immediately lionized in the
local radical press and the American memory, becoming a martyr for the cause of colonial liberty.

Trials and Implications

Captain Preston was arrested in the early hours of March 6, 1770, and six of his soldiers were
subsequently arrested and removed from Boston pending trial. The trials of the soldiers took place
between October 24 and December 5, 1770. Defended by future president John Adams as well as
Josiah Quincy Jr.,, Captain Preston and six of his men (Privates John Carroll, James Hartigan, William
McCauley, William Warren, William Wemms, and Hugh White) were acquitted, and Privates Hugh
Montgomery and Matthew Killroy were convicted of manslaughter. Montgomery was convicted of
shooting Attucks, despite the fact that Wemms had been explicitly charged with that killing.
Pleading benefit of clergy, the two men were branded on the thumb and released.

The Boston Massacre fueled a great deal of anti-British propaganda throughout the colonies and
provided radicals such as Samuel Adams—the cousin of defense attorney John Adams—with an
event around which to rally and sustain opposition to the British Crown. The massacre also
produced the first martyr of the cause of American independence in Crispus Attucks.

MLA Citation: Santoro, Anthony. "Boston Massacre." American History, ABC-CLIO, 2026,
americanhistory.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/252735.

(B) The First Encounter - Columbus meets Americans

Arawak men and women, naked, tawny, and full of wonder, emerged from their villages onto the
island’s beaches and swam out to get a closer look at the strange big boat. When Columbus and his
sailors came ashore, carrying swords, speaking oddly, the Arawaks ran to greet them, brought them
food, water, gifts. He later wrote of this in his log:

They ... brought us parrots and balls of cotton and spears and many other things, which they
exchanged for the glass beads and hawks’ bells. They willingly traded everything they owned ...
They were well-built, with good bodies and handsome features ... They do not bear arms, and do
not know them, for I showed them a sword, they took it by the edge and cut themselves out of
ignorance. They have no iron. Their spears are made of cane ... They would make fine servants ...
With fifty men we could subjugate them all and make them do whatever we want.

MLA Citation: Zinn, Howard. A People’s History of the United States: 1492 - Present. Chapter 1.
Harper Collins: New York. 2003.
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(C) 1620 The Mayflower Compact Excerpt

“Having undertaken for the glory of God, and advancement of the Christian faith and honor of our
king and country, a voyage to plant the first Colony in the Northern Parts of Virginia, do by these
formal statements, solemnly and mutually, in the presence of God, and one another, covenant and
combine ourselves together into a civil body politick; for our better ordering, and preservation and
furtherance of the ends aforesaid; and by virtue hereof to enact, constitute, and frame, such just and
equal laws, ordinances, Acts, constitutions, and offices, from time to time as shall be thought most
meet and convenient for the general good of the Colony, unto which we promise all due submission
and obedience.”

"Mayflower Compact (1620)." American History, ABC-CLIO, 2026,
americanhistory.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/254667.

(D) The Bill of Rights, 1791

Context: The first 10 amendments to the U.S. Constitution, the Bill of Rights of the U.S. Constitution
enumerates specific rights reserved to the people of the United States and fortifies defendant rights in
the U.S. legal system. The Bill of Rights was created to address concerns that the Constitution did not
name specific rights of individual citizens. It was ratified by the requisite number of states on
December 15, 1791 and went into effect on March 1, 1792. The U.S. House of Representatives had
already granted its approval for these amendments on September 24, 1789, with the U.S. Senate
concurring on the following day. The Bill of Rights assuaged the fears of many Antifederalists, who
were concerned that the newly adopted federal Constitution concentrated too much power in the
national government, which might in turn deprive the people of certain fundamental liberties.
Although the Bill of Rights was originally intended to apply only to the national government, beginning
in the late 19th century, the U.S. Supreme Court mandated that many of the liberties protected by the
various amendments to the Constitution must be acknowledged by state governments as well.

AMENDMENT I

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise
thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.

AMENDMENT 11

A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to
keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.

AMENDMENT III

No Soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any house, without the consent of the Owner, nor
in time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law.



AMENDMENT IV

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon
probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be
searched, and the persons or things to be seized.

AMENDMENT V

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a
presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in
the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any
criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without
due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation.

AMENDMENT VI

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an
impartial jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district
shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the
accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for
obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence.

AMENDMENT VII

In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial
by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise reexamined in any Court of
the United States, than according to the rules of the common law.

AMENDMENT VIII

Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual
punishments inflicted.

AMENDMENT IX

The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage
others retained by the people.

AMENDMENT X

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States,
are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.

"Bill of Rights (1791)." American Government, ABC-CLIO, 2026,
americangovernment2.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/210157.



(E) Excerpt of The Declaration of Independence, 1776

Context: The Declaration of Independence was the first formal statement by a nation’s people
asserting their right to choose their own government.

“When in the Course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the political
bands which have connected them with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the
separate and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature's God entitle them, a decent
respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes which impel them
to the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness.--That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed, --That whenever any Form of Government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new
Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to
them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness.”

MLA Citation: "Declaration of Independence (1776)." American History, ABC-CLIO, 2026,
americanhistory.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/254139.

(F) The Federalist, Nos. 9-10, 1788

Context: The Federalist Papers were among the most important products of the
Federalist-Antifederalist debate over the ratification of the U.S. Constitution. Written under the pen
name of Publius (a Roman statesman), the essays were the collective product of Alexander Hamilton,
James Madison, and John Jay. Originally published in New York newspapers between October 27, 1787,
and August 16, 1788, these 85 essays in explication and defense of the new Constitution were later
published as a two-volume work and circulated in other states, especially Virginia, during ratification
debates. The full text of Federalist 9-10 follows.

Number 9

THE UTILITY OF THE UNION AS A SAFEGUARD AGAINST DOMESTIC FACTION AND
INSURRECTION

A FIRM Union will be of the utmost moment to the peace and liberty of the States as a barrier
against domestic faction and insurrection. It is impossible to read the history of the petty republics
of Greece and Italy without feeling sensations of horror and disgust at the distractions with which
they were continually agitated, and at the rapid succession of revolutions by which they were kept
in a state of perpetual vibration between the extremes of tyranny and anarchy. If they exhibit
occasional calms, these only serve as short-lived contrasts to the furious storms that are to succeed.
If now and then intervals of felicity open themselves to view, we behold them with a mixture of
regret, arising from the reflection that the pleasing scenes before us are soon to be overwhelmed by
the tempestuous waves of sedition and party rage. If momentary rays of glory break forth from the



gloom, while they dazzle us with a transient and fleeting brilliancy, they at the same time admonish
us to lament that the vices of government should pervert the direction and tarnish the luster of
those bright talents and exalted endowments for which the favored soils that produced them have
been so justly celebrated.

From the disorders that disfigure the annals of those republics the advocates of despotism have
drawn arguments, not only against the forms of republican government, but against the very
principles of civil liberty. They have decried all free government as inconsistent with the order of
society, and have indulged themselves in malicious exultation over its friends and partisans. Happily
for mankind, stupendous fabrics reared on the basis of liberty, which have flourished for ages, have,
in a few glorious instances, refuted their gloomy sophisms. And, I trust, America will be the broad
and solid foundation of other edifices, not less magnificent, which will be equally permanent
monuments of their errors.

But it is not to be denied that the portraits they have sketched of republican government were too
just copies of the originals from which they were taken. If it had been found impracticable to have
devised models of a more perfect structure, the enlightened friends to liberty would have been
obliged to abandon the cause of that species of government as indefensible. The science of politics,
however, like most other sciences, has received great improvement. The efficacy of various
principles is now well understood, which were either not known at all, or imperfectly known to the
ancients. The regular distribution of power into distinct departments; the introduction of legislative
balances and checks; the institution of courts composed of judges holding their offices during good
behavior; the representation of the people in the legislature by deputies of their own election: these
are wholly new discoveries, or have made their principal progress towards perfection in modern
times. They are means, and powerful means, by which the excellencies of republican government
may be retained and its imperfections lessened or avoided. To this catalogue of circumstances that
tend to the amelioration of popular systems of civil government, I shall venture, however novel it
may appear to some, to add one more, on a principle which has been made the foundation of an
objection to the new Constitution; I mean the ENLARGEMENT of the ORBIT within which such
systems are to revolve, either in respect to the dimensions of a single State, or to the consolidation
of several smaller States into one great Confederacy. The latter is that which immediately concerns
the object under consideration. It will, however,; be of use to examine the principle in its application
to a single State, which shall be attended to in another place.

The utility of a Confederacy, as well to suppress faction and to guard the internal tranquillity of
States as to increase their external force and security, is in reality not a new idea. It has been
practiced upon in different countries and ages, and has received the sanction of the most applauded
writers on the subjects of politics. The opponents of the PLAN proposed have, with great assiduity,
cited and circulated the observations of Montesquieu on the necessity of a contracted territory for a
republican government. But they seem not to have been apprised of the sentiments of that great
man expressed in another part of his work, nor to have adverted to the consequences of the
principle to which they subscribe with such ready acquiescence.

When Montesquieu recommends a small extent for republics, the standards he had in view were of



dimensions far short of the limits of almost every one of these States. Neither Virginia,
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, New York, North Carolina, nor Georgia can by any means be compared
with the models from which he reasoned and to which the terms of his description apply. If we
therefore take his ideas on this point as the criterion of truth, we shall be driven to the alternative
either of taking refuge at once in the arms of monarchy, or of splitting ourselves into an infinity of
little, jealous, clashing, tumultuous commonwealths, the wretched nurseries of unceasing discord
and the miserable objects of universal pity or contempt. Some of the writers who have come
forward on the other side of the question seem to have been aware of the dilemma; and have even
been bold enough to hint at the division of the larger States as a desirable thing. Such an infatuated
policy, such a desperate expedient, might, by the multiplication of petty offices, answer the views of
men who possess not qualifications to extend their influence beyond the narrow circles of personal
intrigue, but it could never promote the greatness or happiness of the people of America.

Referring the examination of the principle itself to another place, as has been already mentioned, it
will be sufficient to remark here that, in the sense of the author who has been most emphatically
quoted upon the occasion, it would only dictate a reduction of the SIZE of the more considerable
MEMBERS of the Union, but would not militate against their being all comprehended in one
confederate government. And this is the true question, in the discussion of which we are at present
interested.

So far are the suggestions of Montesquieu from standing in opposition to a general Union of the
States that he explicitly treats of a CONFEDERATE REPUBLIC as the expedient for extending the
sphere of popular government and reconciling the advantages of monarchy with those of
republicanism.

"It is very probable" (says he) "that mankind would have been obliged at length to live constantly
under the government of a SINGLE PERSON, had they not contrived a kind of constitution that has
all the internal advantages of a republican, together with the external force of a monarchical,
government. | mean a CONFEDERATE REPUBLIC.

"This form of government is a convention by which several smaller states agree to become members
of a larger one, which they intend to form. It is a kind of assemblage of societies that constitute a
new one, capable of increasing, by means of new associations, till they arrive to such a degree of
power as to be able to provide for the security of the united body.

"A republic of this kind, able to withstand an external force, may support itself without any internal
corruptions. The form of this society prevents all manner of inconveniences.

"If a single member should attempt to usurp the supreme authority, he could not be supposed to
have an equal authority and credit in all the confederate states. Were he to have too great influence
over one, this would alarm the rest. Were he to subdue a part, that which would still remain free
might oppose him with forces independent of those which he had usurped, and overpower him
before he could be settled in his usurpation.

"Should a popular insurrection happen in one of the confederate states, the others are able to quell



it. Should abuses creep into one part, they are reformed by those that remain sound. The state may
be destroyed on one side, and not on the other; the confederacy may be dissolved, and the
confederates preserve their sovereignty.

"As this government is composed of small republics, it enjoys the internal happiness of each; and
with respect to its external situation, it is possessed, by means of the association, of all the
advantages of large monarchies."

[ have thought it proper to quote at length these interesting passages, because they contain a
luminous abridgment of the principal arguments in favor of the Union, and must effectually remove
the false impressions which a misapplication of other parts of the world was calculated to produce.
They have, at the same time, an intimate connection with the more immediate design of this paper,
which is to illustrate the tendency of the Union to repress domestic faction and insurrection.

A distinction, more subtle than accurate, has been raised between a confederacy and a consolidation
of the States. The essential characteristic of the first is said to be the restriction of its authority to
the members in their collective capacities, without reaching to the individuals of whom they are
composed. It is contended that the national council ought to have no concern with any object of
internal administration. An exact equality of suffrage between the members has also been insisted
upon as a leading feature of a confederate government. These positions are, in the main, arbitrary;
they are supported neither by principle nor precedent. It has indeed happened that governments of
this kind have generally operated in the manner which the distinction, taken notice of, supposes to
be inherent in their nature; but there have been in most of them extensive exceptions to the
practice, which serve to prove, as far as example will go, that there is no absolute rule on the subject.
And it will be clearly shown, in the course of this investigation, that as far as the principle contended
for has prevailed, it has been the cause of incurable disorder and imbecility in the government.

The definition of a confederate republic seems simply to be "an assemblage of societies," or an
association of two or more states into one state. The extent, modifications, and objects of the federal
authority are mere matters of discretion. So long as the separate organization of the members be
not abolished; so long as it exists, by a constitutional necessity, for local purposes; though it should
be in perfect subordination to the general authority of the union, it would still be, in fact and in
theory, an association of states, or a confederacy. The proposed Constitution, so far from implying an
abolition of the State governments, makes them constituent parts of the national sovereignty, by
allowing them a direct representation in the Senate, and leaves in their possession certain exclusive
and very important portions of sovereign power. This fully corresponds, in every rational import of
the terms, with the idea of a federal government.

In the Lycian confederacy, which consisted of twenty-three CITIES, or republics, the largest were
entitled to three votes in the COMMON COUNCIL, those of the middle class to two, and the smallest
to one. The COMMON COUNCIL had the appointment of all the judges and magistrates of the
respective CITIES. This was certainly the most delicate species of interference in their internal
administration; for if there be any thing that seems exclusively appropriated to the local
jurisdictions, it is the appointment of their own officers. Yet Montesquieu, speaking of this
association, says: "Were I to give a model of an excellent Confederate Republic, it would be that of



Lycia." Thus we perceive that the distinctions insisted upon were not within the contemplation of
this enlightened civilian; and we shall be led to conclude that they are the novel refinements of an
erroneous theory. PUBLIUS [Hamilton]

Number 10 THE SAME SUBJECT CONTINUED

AMONG the numerous advantages promised by a well-constructed Union, none deserves to be more
accurately developed than its tendency to break and control the violence of faction. The friend of
popular governments never finds himself so much alarmed for their character and fate as when he
contemplates their propensity to this dangerous vice. He will not fail, therefore, to set a due value on
any plan which, without violating the principles to which he is attached, provides a proper cure for
it. The instability, injustice, and confusion introduced into the public councils have, in truth, been
the mortal diseases under which popular governments have everywhere perished, as they continue
to be the favorite and fruitful topics from which the adversaries to liberty derive their most specious
declamations. The valuable improvements made by the American constitutions on the popular
models, both ancient and modern, cannot certainly be too much admired; but it would be an
unwarrantable partiality to contend that they have as effectually obviated the danger on this side, as
was wished and expected. Complaints are everywhere heard from our most considerate and
virtuous citizens, equally the friends of public and private faith and of public and personal liberty,
that our governments are too unstable, that the public good is disregarded in the conflicts of rival
parties, and that measures are too often decided, not according to the rules of justice and the rights
of the minor party, but by the superior force of an interested and overbearing majority. However
anxiously we may wish that these complaints had no foundation, the evidence of known facts will
not permit us to deny that they are in some degree true. It will be found, indeed, on a candid review
of our situation, that some of the distresses under which we labor have been erroneously charged
on the operation of our governments; but it will be found, at the same time, that other causes will
not alone account for many of our heaviest misfortunes; and, particularly, for that prevailing and
increasing distrust of public engagements and alarm for private rights which are echoed from one
end of the continent to the other. These must be chiefly, if not wholly, effects of the unsteadiness and
injustice with which a factious spirit has tainted our public administration.

By a faction I understand a number of citizens, whether amounting to a majority or minority of the
whole, who are united and actuated by some common impulse of passion, or of interest, adverse to
the rights of other citizens, or to the permanent and aggregate interests of the community.

There are two methods of curing the mischiefs of faction: the one, by removing its causes; the other,
by controlling its effects.

There are again two methods of removing the causes of faction: the one, by destroying the liberty
which is essential to its existence; the other, by giving to every citizen the same opinions, the same
passions, and the same interests.

It could never be more truly said than of the first remedy that it was worse than the disease. Liberty
is to faction what air is to fire, an aliment without which it instantly expires. But it could not be a
less folly to abolish liberty, which is essential to political life, because it nourishes faction than it



would be to wish the annihilation of air, which is essential to animal life, because it imparts to fire
its destructive agency.

The second expedient is as impracticable as the first would be unwise. As long as the reason of man
continues fallible, and he is at liberty to exercise it, different opinions will be formed. As long as the
connection subsists between his reason and his self-love, his opinions and his passions will have a
reciprocal influence on each other; and the former will be objects to which the latter will attach
themselves. The diversity in the faculties of men, from which the rights of property originate, is not
less an insuperable obstacle to a uniformity of interests. The protection of these faculties is the first
object of government. From the protection of different and unequal faculties of acquiring property,
the possession of different degrees and kinds of property immediately results; and from the
influence of these on the sentiments and views of the respective proprietors ensues a division of the
society into different interests and parties.

The latent causes of faction are thus sown in the nature of man; and we see them everywhere
brought into different degrees of activity, according to the different circumstances of civil society. A
zeal for different opinions concerning religion, concerning government, and many other points, as
well of speculation as of practice; an attachment to different leaders ambitiously contending for
pre-eminence and power; or to persons of other descriptions whose fortunes have been interesting
to the human passions, have, in turn, divided mankind into parties, inflamed them with mutual
animosity, and rendered them much more disposed to vex and oppress each other than to
co-operate for their common good. So strong is this propensity of mankind to fall into mutual
animosities that where no substantial occasion presents itself the most frivolous and fanciful
distinctions have been sufficient to kindle their unfriendly passions and excite their most violent
conflicts. But the most common and durable source of factions has been the various and unequal
distribution of property. Those who hold and those who are without property have ever formed
distinct interests in society. Those who are creditors, and those who are debtors, fall under a like
discrimination. A landed interest, a manufacturing interest, a mercantile interest, a moneyed
interest, with many lesser interests, grow up of necessity in civilized nations, and divide them into
different classes, actuated by different sentiments and views. The regulation of these various and
interfering interests forms the principal task of modern legislation and involves the spirit of party
and faction in the necessary and ordinary operations of government.

No man is allowed to be a judge in his own cause, because his interest would certainly bias his
judgment, and, not improbably, corrupt his integrity. With equal, nay with greater reason, a body of
men are unfit to be both judges and parties at the same time; yet what are many of the most
important acts of legislation but so many judicial determinations, not indeed concerning the rights
of single persons, but concerning the rights of large bodies of citizens? And what are the different
classes of legislators but advocates and parties to the causes which they determine? Is a law
proposed concerning private debts? It is a question to which the creditors are parties on one side
and the debtors on the other. Justice ought to hold the balance between them. Yet the parties are,
and must be, themselves the judges; and the most numerous party, or in other words, the most
powerful faction must be expected to prevail. Shall domestic manufacturers be encouraged, and in
what degree, by restrictions on foreign manufacturers? are questions which would be differently
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decided by the landed and the manufacturing classes, and probably by neither with a sole regard to
justice and the public good. The apportionment of taxes on the various descriptions of property is
an act which seems to require the most exact impartiality; yet there is, perhaps, no legislative act in
which greater opportunity and temptation are given to a predominant party to trample on the rules
of justice. Every shilling with which they overburden the inferior number is a shilling saved to their
own pockets.

It is in vain to say that enlightened statesmen will be able to adjust these clashing interests and
render them all subservient to the public good. Enlightened statesmen will not always be at the
helm. Nor, in many cases, can such an adjustment be made at all without taking into view indirect
and remote considerations, which will rarely prevail over the immediate interest which one party
may find in disregarding the rights of another or the good of the whole.

The inference to which we are brought is that the causes of faction cannot be removed and that
relief is only to be sought in the means of controlling its effects.

If a faction consists of less than a majority, relief is supplied by the republican principle, which
enables the majority to defeat its sinister views by regular vote. It may clog the administration, it
may convulse the society; but it will be unable to execute and mask its violence under the forms of
the Constitution. When a majority is included in a faction, the form of popular government, on the
other hand, enables it to sacrifice to its ruling passion or interest both the public good and the rights
of other citizens. To secure the public good and private rights against the danger of such a faction,
and at the same time to preserve the spirit and the form of popular government, is then the great
object to which our inquiries are directed. Let me add that it is the great desideratum by which
alone this form of government can be rescued from the opprobrium under which it has so long
labored and be recommended to the esteem and adoption of mankind.

By what means is this object attainable? Evidently by one of two only. Either the existence of the
same passion or interest in a majority at the same time must be prevented, or the majority, having
such coexistent passion or interest, must be rendered, by their number and local situation, unable to
concert and carry into effect schemes of oppression. If the impulse and the opportunity be suffered
to coincide, we well know that neither moral nor religious motives can be relied on as an adequate
control. They are not found to be such on the injustice and violence of individuals, and lose their
efficacy in proportion to the number combined together, that is, in proportion as their efficacy
becomes needful.

From this view of the subject it may be concluded that a pure democracy, by which I mean a society
consisting of a small number of citizens, who assemble and administer the government in person,
can admit of no cure for the mischiefs of faction. A common passion or interest will, in almost every
case, be felt by a majority of the whole; a communication and concert results from the form of
government itself; and there is nothing to check the inducements to sacrifice the weaker party or an
obnoxious individual. Hence it is that such democracies have ever been spectacles of turbulence and
contention; have ever been found incompatible with personal security or the rights of property; and
have in general been as short in their lives as they have been violent in their deaths. Theoretic
politicians, who have patronized this species of government, have erroneously supposed that by
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reducing mankind to a perfect equality in their political rights, they would at the same time be
perfectly equalized and assimilated in their possessions, their opinions, and their passions.

A republic, by which [ mean a government in which the scheme of representation takes place, opens
a different prospect and promises the cure for which we are seeking. Let us examine the points in
which it varies from pure democracy, and we shall comprehend both the nature of the cure and the
efficacy which it must derive from the Union.

The two great points of difference between a democracy and a republic are: first, the delegation of
the government, in the latter, to a small number of citizens elected by the rest; secondly, the greater
number of citizens and greater sphere of country over which the latter may be extended.

The effect of the first difference is, on the one hand, to refine and enlarge the public views by
passing them through the medium of a chosen body of citizens, whose wisdom may best discern the
true interest of their country and whose patriotism and love of justice will be least likely to sacrifice
it to temporary or partial considerations. Under such a regulation it may well happen that the public
voice, pronounced by the representatives of the people, will be more consonant to the public good
than if pronounced by the people themselves, convened for the purpose. On the other hand, the
effect may be inverted. Men of factious tempers, of local prejudices, or of sinister designs, may, by
intrigue, by corruption, or by other means, first obtain the suffrages, and then betray the interests of
the people. The question resulting is, whether small or extensive republics are most favorable to the
election of proper guardians of the public weal; and it is clearly decided in favor of the latter by two
obvious considerations.

In the first place it is to be remarked that however small the republic may be the representatives
must be raised to a certain number in order to guard against the cabals of a few; and that however
large it may be they must be limited to a certain number in order to guard against the confusion of a
multitude. Hence, the number of representatives in the two cases not being in proportion to that of
the constituents, and being proportionally greatest in the small republic, it follows that if the
proportion of fit characters be not less in the large than in the small republic, the former will
present a greater option, and consequently a greater probability of a fit choice.

In the next place, as each representative will be chosen by a greater number of citizens in the large
than in the small republic, it will be more difficult for unworthy candidates to practice with success
the vicious arts by which elections are too often carried; and the suffrages of the people being more
free, will be more likely to center on men who possess the most attractive merit and the most
diffusive and established characters.

It must be confessed that in this, as in most other cases, there is a mean, on both sides of which
inconveniences will be found to lie. By enlarging too much the number of electors, you render the
representative too little acquainted with all their local circumstances and lesser interests; as by
reducing it too much, you render him unduly attached to these, and too little fit to comprehend and
pursue great and national objects. The federal Constitution forms a happy combination in this
respect; the great and aggregate interests being referred to the national, the local and particular to
the State legislatures.
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The other point of difference is the greater number of citizens and extent of territory which may be
brought within the compass of republican than of democratic government; and it is this
circumstance principally which renders factious combinations less to be dreaded in the former than
in the latter. The smaller the society, the fewer probably will be the distinct parties and interests
composing it; the fewer the distinct parties and interests, the more frequently will a majority be
found of the same party; and the smaller the number of individuals composing a majority, and the
smaller the compass within which they are placed, the more easily will they concert and execute
their plans of oppression. Extend the sphere and you take in a greater variety of parties and
interests; you make it less probable that a majority of the whole will have a common motive to
invade the rights of other citizens; or if such a common motive exists, it will be more difficult for all
who feel it to discover their own strength and to act in unison with each other. Besides other
impediments, it may be remarked that, where there is a consciousness of unjust or dishonorable
purposes, communication is always checked by distrust in proportion to the number whose
concurrence is necessary.

Hence, it clearly appears that the same advantage which a republic has over a democracy in
controlling the effects of faction is enjoyed by a large over a small republic—is enjoyed by the Union
over the States composing it. Does this advantage consist in the substitution of representatives
whose enlightened views and virtuous sentiments render them superior to local prejudices and to
schemes of injustice? It will not be denied that the representation of the Union will be most likely to
possess these requisite endowments. Does it consist in the greater security afforded by a greater
variety of parties, against the event of any one party being able to outnumber and oppress the rest?
In an equal degree does the increased variety of parties comprised within the Union increase this
security? Does it, in fine, consist in the greater obstacles opposed to the concert and
accomplishment of the secret wishes of an unjust and interested majority? Here again the extent of
the Union gives it the most palpable advantage.

The influence of factious leaders may kindle a flame within their particular States but will be unable
to spread a general conflagration through the other States. A religious sect may degenerate into a
political faction in a part of the Confederacy; but the variety of sects dispersed over the entire face of
it must secure the national councils against any danger from that source. A rage for paper money,

for an abolition of debts, for an equal division of property, or for any other improper or wicked
project, will be less apt to pervade the whole body of the Union than a particular member of it, in

the same proportion as such a malady is more likely to taint a particular county or district than an
entire State.

In the extent and proper structure of the Union, therefore, we behold a republican remedy for the
diseases most incident to republican government, And according to the degree of pleasure and
pride we feel in being republicans ought to be our zeal in cherishing the spirit and supporting the
character of federalists. PUBLIUS [Madison]

MLA Citation: "Federalist Papers (1788)." American History, ABC-CLIO, 2026,
americanhistory.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/254270.
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(G) James Otis & Patrick Henry - “No Taxation Without Representation”

Many of the Sons of Liberty groups declared, as in Milford, Connecticut, their "greatest
abhorrence" of lawlessness, or as in Annapolis, opposed "all riots or unlawful assemblies tending to
the disturbance of the public tranquility." John Adams expressed the same fears: "These tarrings and
featherings, this breaking open Houses by rude and insolent Rabbles, in Resentment for private
Wrongs or in pursuing of private Prejudices and Passions, must be discountenanced.

In Virginia, it seemed clear to the educated gentry that something needed to be done to persuade
the lower orders to join the revolutionary cause, to deflect their anger against England. One
Virginian wrote in his diary in the spring of 1774: "The lower Class of People here are in tumult on
account of Reports from Boston, many of them expect to be press'd & compell'd to go and fight the
Britains!" Around the time of the Stamp Act, a Virginia orator addressed the poor: "Are not the
gentlemen made of the same materials as the lowest and poorest among you? ... Listen to no
doctrines which may tend to divide us, but let us go hand in hand, as brothers...."

[t was a problem for which the rhetorical talents of Patrick Henry were superbly fitted. He was,
as Rhys Isaac puts it, "firmly attached to the world of the gentry," but he spoke in words that the
poorer whites of Virginia could understand ...

Patrick Henry's oratory in Virginia pointed a way to relieve class tension between upper and
lower classes and form a bond against the British. This was to find language inspiring to all classes,
specific enough in its listing of grievances to charge people with anger against the British, vague
enough to avoid class conflict among the rebels, and stirring enough to build patriotic feeling for the
resistance movement.

MLA: Zinn, Howard. A People’s History of the United States: 1492 - Present. Chapter 4. “Tyranny is
Tyranny.” Harper Collins: New York. 2003.

(H) First Settlement at Jamestown

The story of Jamestown will always have a special place in American history. It's the story of a great
migration from the Old World to the New. It is a story of hardship overcome by resolve. It's a story of
the Tidewater settlement that laid the foundation of our great democracy.

That story began on a dock near London in December of 1606. More than a hundred English
colonists set sail for a new life across the ocean in Virginia. They had dreams of paradise that were
sustained during their long months at sea by their strong spirit. And then they got here, and a far
different reality awaited them.

On May 13, 1607, 400 years today, they docked their ships on a marshy riverbank. Being loyal
subjects, they named the site after their King, and that's how Jamestown was born. Today we
celebrate that moment as a great milestone in our history, yet the colonists who experienced those

first years had little reason to celebrate.

And during those early years, the colonists also planted the seeds of American democracy, at a time
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when democratic institutions were rare. On their first night at Jamestown, six of the leading
colonists held the first presidential election in American history. And you might be surprised to
know that the winner was not named George. A matter of fact, his name was Edward Wingfield. I
call him Eddie W.

From these humble beginnings, the pillars of a free society began to take hold. Private property
rights encouraged ownership and free enterprise. The rule of law helped secure the rights of
individuals. The creation of America's first representative assembly ensured the consent of the
people and gave Virginians a voice in their government. It was said at the time that the purpose of
these reforms was, "to lay a foundation whereon a flourishing state might, in time, by the blessing of
Almighty God, be raised.”

MLA Citation: George W. Bush, America at 400: The President's Remarks at Jamestown,
Williamsburg, Virginia. May 13, 2007

() Lexington and Concord

The Battles of Lexington and Concord, the opening engagements of the American Revolution, took
place on April 19, 1775. Though there had been increasing violence and unrest throughout New
England for several years, Lexington and Concord brought the American patriots into open
rebellion.

British Advance

British troops embarked from Boston on the night of April 18 with the goals of capturing patriot
leaders Samuel Adams and John Hancock, who were staying in Lexington, and an arsenal of colonial
arms and ammunition stored in the town of Concord. Both towns were alerted during the night by
patriot riders Paul Revere and William Dawes, which allowed Adams and Hancock to flee before the
British troops arrived.

As dawn broke on the morning of April 19, British troops marched into the town of Lexington and
encountered the local militia assembled on Lexington Common. Later reports indicate that the
militia intended to make a show of strength only and not to fight the British troops, but in the
confusion a shot rang out (probably from the window of a nearby house), and the British troops
opened fire in retaliation. They instantly killed eight men and wounded several others.

Old North Bridge

The British then marched on to Concord, where they encountered more colonial resistance at the
0ld North Bridge. The British troops destroyed some of the arsenal in Concord before the
Americans forced them to retreat back to Boston. During that 20-mile retreat, American minutemen
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from all over eastern New England (who had been arriving throughout the day) harassed the British
for the entire route of their journey. They killed 73 British soldiers and wounded 174, while another
26 went missing. The Americans suffered 93 casualties.

MLA Citation: Strom, Steven. "Battles of Lexington and Concord." American History, ABC-CLIO,
2024, americanhistory.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/252852.

(J) Fundamental Orders of 1639

Context: The Fundamental orders of 1639 were a foundational legal agreement adopted by the
Connecticut Colony settlements of Hartford, Windsor, and Wethersfield. Often celebrated as the first
written constitution in North America, the document established in a democratic, self-governing
framework that set the stage for modern Constitutionalism.

For as much as it hath pleased Almighty God by the wise disposition of his divine providence so
to order and dispose of things that we the Inhabitants and Residents of Windsor, Hartford and
Wethersfield are now cohabiting and dwelling in and upon the River of Connectecotte and the lands
thereunto adjoining; and well knowing where a people are gathered together the word of God
requires that to maintain the peace and union of such a people there should be an orderly and
decent Government established according to God, to order and dispose of the affairs of the people at
all seasons as occasion shall require; do therefore associate and conjoin ourselves to be as one
Public State or Commonwealth; and do for ourselves and our successors and such as shall be
adjoined to us at any time hereafter, enter into Combination and Confederation together, to maintain
and preserve the liberty and purity of the Gospel of our Lord Jesus which we now profess, as also,
the discipline of the Churches, which according to the truth of the said Gospel is now practiced
amongst us; as also in our civil affairs to be guided and governed according to such Laws, Rules,
Orders and Decrees as shall be made, ordered, and decreed as followeth:

1. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that there shall be yearly two General Assemblies or
Courts, the one the second Thursday in April, the other the second Thursday in September
following; the first shall be called the Court of Election, wherein shall be yearly chosen from time to
time, so many Magistrates and other public Officers as shall be found requisite: Whereof one to be
chosen Governor for the year ensuing and until another be chosen, and no other Magistrate to be
chosen for more than one year: provided always there be six chosen besides the Governor, which
being chosen and sworn according to an Oath recorded for that purpose, shall have the power to
administer justice according to the Laws here established, and for want thereof, according to the
Rule of the Word of God; which choice shall be made by all that are admitted freemen and have
taken the Oath of Fidelity, and do cohabit within this Jurisdiction having been admitted Inhabitants
by the major part of the Town wherein they live or the major part of such as shall be then present.

2. Itis Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that the election of the aforesaid Magistrates shall be in
this manner: every person present and qualified for choice shall bring in (to the person deputed to
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receive them) one single paper with the name of him written in it whom he desires to have
Governor, and that he that hath the greatest number of papers shall be Governor for that year. And
the rest of the Magistrates or public officers to be chosen in this manner: the Secretary for the time
being shall first read the names of all that are to be put to choice and then shall severally nominate
them distinctly, and every one that would have the person nominated to be chosen shall bring in one
single paper written upon, and he that would not have him chosen shall bring in a blank; and every
one that hath more written papers than blanks shall be a Magistrate for that year; which papers
shall be received and told by one or more that shall be then chosen by the court and sworn to be
faithful therein; but in case there should not be six chosen as aforesaid, besides the Governor, out of
those which are nominated, than he or they which have the most writen papers shall be a
Magistrate or Magistrates for the ensuing year, to make up the aforesaid number.

3. Itis Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that the Secretary shall not nominate any person, nor
shall any person be chosen newly into the Magistracy which was not propounded in some General
Court before, to be nominated the next election; and to that end it shall be lawful for each of the
Towns aforesaid by their deputies to nominate any two whom they conceive fit to be put to election;
and the Court may add so many more as they judge requisite.

4. Itis Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that no person be chosen Governor above once in two
years, and that the Governor be always a member of some approved Congregation, and formerly of
the Magistracy within this Jurisdiction; and that all the Magistrates, Freemen of this
Commonwealth; and that no Magistrate or other public officer shall execute any part of his or their
office before they are severally sworn, which shall be done in the face of the court if they be present,
and in case of absence by some deputed for that purpose.

5. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that to the aforesaid Court of Election the several
Towns shall send their deputies, and when the Elections are ended they may proceed in any public
service as at other Courts. Also the other General Court in September shall be for making of laws,
and any other public occasion, which concerns the good of the Commonwealth.

6. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that the Governor shall, either by himself or by the
Secretary, send out summons to the Constables of every Town for the calling of these two standing
Courts one month at least before their several times: And also if the Governor and the greatest part
of the Magistrates see cause upon any special occasion to call a General Court, they may give order
to the Secretary so to do within fourteen days' warning: And if urgent necessity so required, upon a
shorter notice, giving sufficient grounds for it to the deputies when they meet, or else be questioned
for the same; And if the Governor and major part of Magistrates shall either neglect or refuse to call
the two General standing Courts or either of them, as also at other times when the occasions of the
Commonwealth require, the Freemen thereof, or the major part of them, shall petition to them so to
do; if then it be either denied or neglected, the said Freemen, or the major part of them, shall have
the power to give order to the Constables of the several Towns to do the same, and so may meet
together, and choose to themselves a Moderator, and may proceed to do any act of power which any
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other General Courts may.

7. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that after there are warrants given out for any of the
said General Courts, the Constable or Constables of each Town, shall forthwith give notice distinctly
to the inhabitants of the same, in some public assembly or by going or sending from house to house,
that at a place and time by him or them limited and set, they meet and assemble themselves
together to elect and choose certain deputies to be at the General Court then following to agitate the
affairs of the Commonwealth; which said deputies shall be chosen by all that are admitted
Inhabitants in the several Towns and have taken the oath of fidelity; provided that none be chosen a
Deputy for any General Court which is not a Freeman of this Commonwealth.

The aforesaid deputies shall be chosen in manner following: every person that is present and
qualified as before expressed, shall bring the names of such, written in several papers, as they desire
to have chosen for that employment, and these three or four, more or less, being the number agreed
on to be chosen for that time, that have the greatest number of papers written for them shall be
deputies for that Court; whose names shall be endorsed on the back side of the warrant and
returned into the Court, with the Constable or Constables' hand unto the same.

8. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that Windsor, Hartford, and Wethersfield shall have
power, each Town, to send four of their Freemen as their deputies to every General Court; and
Whatsoever other Town shall be hereafter added to this Jurisdiction, they shall send so many
deputies as the Court shall judge meet, a reasonable proportion to the number of Freemen that are
in the said Towns being to be attended therein; which deputies shall have the power of the whole
Town to give their votes and allowance to all such laws and orders as may be for the public good,
and unto which the said Towns are to be bound.

9. Itis Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that the deputies thus chosen shall have power and
liberty to appoint atime and a place of meeting together before any General Court, to advise and
consult of all such things as may concern the good of the public, as also to examine their own
Elections, whether according to the order, and if they or the greatest part of them find any election
to be illegal they may seclude such for present from their meeting, and return the same and their
reasons to the Court; and if it be proved true, the Court may fine the party or parties so intruding,
and the Town, if they see cause, and give out a warrant to go to a new election in a legal way, either
in part or in whole. Also the said deputies shall have power to fine any that shall be disorderly at
their meetings, or for not coming in due time or place according to appointment; and they may
return the said fines into the Court if it be refused to be paid, and the Treasurer to take notice ofit,
and to escheat or levy the same as he does other fines.

10. It is Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that every General Court, except such as through
neglect of the Governor and the greatest part of the Magistrates the Freemen themselves do call,
shall consist of the Governor, or some one chosen to moderate the Court, and four other Magistrates
at least, with the major part of the deputies of the several Towns legally chosen; and in case the
Freemen, or major part of them, through neglect or refusal of the Governor and major part of the
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Magistrates, shall call a Court, it shall consist of the major part of Freemen that are present or their
deputiues, with a Moderator chosen by them: In which said General Courts shall consist the
supreme power of the Commonwealth, and they only shall have power to make laws or repeal them,
to grant levies, to admit of Freemen, dispose of lands undisposed of, to several Towns or persons,
and also shall have power to call either Court or Magistrate or any other person whatsoever into
question for any misdemeanor, and may for just causes displace or deal otherwise according to the
nature of the offense; and also may deal in any other matter that concerns the good of this
Commonwealth, except election of Magistrates, which shall be done by the whole body of Freemen.

In which Court the Governor or Moderator shall have power to order the Court, to give liberty of
speech, and silence unseasonable and disorderly speakings, to put all things to vote, and in case the
vote be equal to have the casting voice. But none of these Courts shall be adjourned or dissolved
without the consent of the major part of the Court.

11. Itis Ordered, sentenced, and decreed, that when any General Court upon the occasions of
the Commonwealth have agreed upon any sum, or sums of money to be levied upon the several
Towns within this Jurisdiction, that a committee be chosen to set out and appoint what shall be the
proportion of every Town to pay of the said levy, provided the committee be made up of an equal
number out of each Town.

14th January 1639 the 11 Orders above said are voted.

MLA Citation: "Fundamental Orders of 1639". The Federal and State Constitutions Colonial
Charters, and Other Organic Laws of the States, Territories, and Colonies Now or Heretofore
Forming the United States of America. Compiled and Edited Under the Act of Congress of June 30,
1906 by Francis Newton Thorpe, Government Printing Office, 1909. Yale Law School- Avalon
Project, avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/order.asp.
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