
American History
Assignment #19

✴ The picture on this 
assignment sheet is 
of a painting titled 
“The Charge of the 
Rough Riders.”

✴ From now on, I will 
ask you several 
questions on the 
McGraw Hill AP 
History book. This 
coming week, it will 
be on Chapter 6 
(Exploration). The previous chapters have been on how to take the DBQ, etc. Do the 
review questions and multiple questions.

✴ Read Chapter 22 of Abeka “Expanding World Influence.”

✴ Read the excerpt of the Jungle (below), the book the prompted legislation to regulate 
the meat industry. I will quiz you on the contents.

✴ Read Charles Eliot Norton’s “True Patriotism” (below).

✴ Read Roosevelt’s Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine (below).

✴ Watch Charlie Chaplin’s film, The Gold Rush (1925)

Upton Sinclair
The Jungle (Excerpt)
" There was another interesting set of statistics that a person might have gathered 
in Packingtown--those of the various afflictions of the workers. When Jurgis had first 
inspected the packing plants with Szedvilas, he had marveled while he listened to the 
tale of all the things that were made out of the carcasses of animals, and of all the lesser 
industries that were maintained there; now he found that each one of these lesser 
industries was a separate little inferno, in its way as horrible as the killing beds, the 
source and fountain of them all. The workers in each of them had their own peculiar 
diseases. And the wandering visitor might be skeptical about all the swindles, but he 
could not be skeptical about these, for the worker bore the evidence of them about on 
his own person--generally he had only to hold out his hand.
" There were the men in the pickle rooms, for instance, where old Antanashad 
gotten his death; scarce a one of these that had not some spot ofhorror on his person. 

https://youtu.be/u65lvwfTPtM
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Let a man so much as scrape his finger pushing atruck in the pickle rooms, and he 
might have a sore that would put himout of the world; all the joints in his fingers might 
be eaten by theacid, one by one. Of the butchers and floorsmen, the beef-boners 
andtrimmers, and all those who used knives, you could scarcely find aperson who had 
the use of his thumb; time and time again the base of ithad been slashed, till it was a 
mere lump of flesh against which theman pressed the knife to hold it. The hands of 
these men would becriss-crossed with cuts, until you could no longer pretend to 
countthem or to trace them. They would have no nails,--they had worn them offpulling 
hides; their knuckles were swollen so that their fingers spreadout like a fan. There were 
men who worked in the cooking rooms, in themidst of steam and sickening odors, by 
artificial light; in these roomsthe germs of tuberculosis might live for two years, but the 
supplywas renewed every hour. There were the beef-luggers, who carriedtwo-hundred-
pound quarters into the refrigerator-cars; a fearful kind ofwork, that began at four 
o'clock in the morning, and that wore out themost powerful men in a few years. There 
were those who worked in thechilling rooms, and whose special disease was 
rheumatism; the time limitthat a man could work in the chilling rooms was said to be 
five years.
" There were the wool-pluckers, whose hands went to pieces even soonerthan the 
hands of the pickle men; for the pelts of the sheep had to bepainted with acid to loosen 
the wool, and then the pluckers had topull out this wool with their bare hands, till the 
acid had eaten theirfingers off. There were those who made the tins for the canned 
meat; andtheir hands, too, were a maze of cuts, and each cut represented a chancefor 
blood poisoning. Some worked at the stamping machines, and it wasvery seldom that 
one could work long there at the pace that was set, andnot give out and forget himself 
and have a part of his hand chopped off.There were the "hoisters," as they were called, 
whose task it was topress the lever which lifted the dead cattle off the floor. They 
ranalong upon a rafter, peering down through the damp and the steam; andas old 
Durham's architects had not built the killing room for theconvenience of the hoisters, at 
every few feet they would have to stoopunder a beam, say four feet above the one they 
ran on; which got theminto the habit of stooping, so that in a few years they would be 
walkinglike chimpanzees. Worst of any, however, were the fertilizer men, andthose who 
served in the cooking rooms. These people could not be shownto the visitor,--for the 
odor of a fertilizer man would scare anyordinary visitor at a hundred yards, and as for 
the other men, whoworked in tank rooms full of steam, and in some of which there 
were openvats near the level of the floor, their peculiar trouble was that theyfell into the 
vats; and when they were fished out, there was neverenough of them left to be worth 
exhibiting,--sometimes they would beoverlooked for days, till all but the bones of them 
had gone out to theworld as Durham's Pure Leaf Lard!



 It was Sinclair’s descriptions of meat, though, that most concerned Americans. Even President 
Theodore Roosevelt seemed to be more shocked by the details of how cattle and hogs were being 
sliced into beef and pork--and by how much condemned meat was ending up on American dinner 
tables--than by the workers' plight. Within a matter of months, Sinclair's book became an 
international bestseller and sparked legislation regulating the meat industry for the first time. 
Sinclair stated, “I aimed for the public's heart, ... and by accident I hit it in the stomach.” 

Charles Eliot Norton 
Charles Eliot Norton (1827-1908) was an influential “man of letters” who taught art 
history at Harvard and produced, among other Italian studies, a three-volume prose 
translation of Dante. He was also editor of the North American Review.
 At the turn of the century, the Boston area was a hotbed of anti-imperialist 
activity. This June 7, 1898 speech was delivered to the Men’s Club of the Prospect Street 
Congregational Church in Cambridge, MA. It is reprinted in Letters of Charles Eliot 
Norton (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1913), Sara Norton and M.A. DeWolfe, 
eds.
 A week after Norton’s speech, on June 15th, the New England anti-imperialists 
met at Boston’s Faneuil Hall to protest the adoption an an imperial policy by the U.S. 
This meeting resulted in the formation of the Anti-Imperialist Committee of 
Correspondence, which bloomed into the Anti-Imperialist League that November. 
Norton was one of the original eighteen honorary vice presidents of the League (along 
with Charles Francis Adams and Grover Cleveland).

True Patriotism
by Charles Eliot Norton

A speech delivered at the Men’s Club of the Prospect Street Congregational Church in 
Cambridge, Mass., June 7, 1898

 There are moments in every man’s life, in the life of every nation, when, under the 
excitement of passion, the simple truths which in common times are the foundation upon 
which the right order and conduct of life depend are apt to be forgotten and disregarded. 
I shall venture tonight to recall to you some of these commonplace truths, which in these 
days of war need more than ever to be kept in mind.
 There never was a land that better deserved the love of her people than America, 
for there never was a mother-country kinder to her children. She has given to them all 
that she could give. Her boundless resources have lain open to them, to use at their will. 
And the consequence has been that never in the history of man has there been so splendid 
a spectacle of widely diffused and steadily increasing material welfare as America has 
displayed during the last hundred years.



 Millions upon millions of men have lived here with more comfort, with less fear, 
than any such numbers elsewhere in any age have lived. Countless multitudes, whose 
forefathers from the beginning of human life on earth have spent weary lives in 
unrewarded toil, in anxiety, in helplessness, in ignorance, have risen here, in the course of 
even a single generation, to the full and secure enjoyment of the fruits of their labor, to 
confident hope, to intelligent possession of their own faculties. Is not the land to be dearly 
loved in which this has been possible, in which this has been achieved?
 But there is a deeper source of love of country than the material advantages and 
benefits it may afford. It is in the character of its people, in their moral life, in the type of 
civilization which they exhibit. The elements of human nature are indeed so fixed that 
favorable or unfavorable circumstances have little effect upon its essential constitution, 
but prosperity or the reverse brings different traits into prominence. The conditions 
which have prevailed in America have, if broadly considered, tended steadily and strongly 
to certain good results in the national character; not, indeed, to unmixed good, but to a 
preponderance of good.
 The institutions established for self-government have been founded with intent to 
secure justice and independence for all. The social relations among the whole body of the 
people, are humane and simple. The general spirit of the people is liberal, is kindly, is 
considerate. The ideals for the realization of which in private and public conduct there is 
more or less steady and consistenteffort, are as high and as worthy as any which men have 
pursued. Every genuine American holds to the ideal of justice for all men, of 
independence, including free speech and free action within the limits of law, of obedience 
to law, of universal education, of material well-being for all the well-behaving and 
industrious, of peace and good-will among men. These, however far short the nation may 
fall in expressing them in its actual life, are, no one will deny it, the ideals of our 
American democracy.
 And it is because America represents these ideals that the deepest love for his 
country glows in the heart of the American, and inspires him with that patriotism which 
counts no cost, which esteems no sacrifice too great to maintain and to increase the 
influence of these principles which embody themselves in the fair shape of his native land, 
and have their expressive symbol in her flag. The spirit of his patriotism is not an 
intermittent impulse; it is an abiding principle; it is the strongest motive of his life; it is his 
religion.
 And because it is so, and just in proportion to his love of the ideals for which his 
country stands, is his hatred of whatever is opposed to them in private conduct or public 
policy. Against injustice, against dishonesty, against lawlessness, against whatever may 
make for war instead of peace, the good citizen is always in arms.
 No thoughtful American can have watched the course of affairs among us during 
the last thirty years without grave anxiety from the apparent decline in power to control 
the direction of public and private conduct, of the principles upon regard for which the 



permanent and progressive welfare of America depends; and especially the course of 
events during the last few months and the actual condition of the country today, should 
bring home to every man the question whether or not the nation is true to one of the 
chief of the ideals to which it has professed allegiance.
 A generation has grown up that has known nothing of war. The blessings of peace 
have been poured out upon us. We have congratulated ourselves that we were free from 
the misery and the burdens that war and standing armies have brought upon the nations 
of the Old World. “Their fires” -- I cite a fine phrase of Sir Philip Sidney in a letter to 
Queen Elizabeth -- “Their fires have given us light to see our own quietness.”
 And now of a sudden, without cool deliberation, without prudent preparation, the 
nation is hurried into war, and America, she who more than any other land was pledged 
to peace and good-will on earth, unsheathes her sword, compels a weak and unwilling 
nation to a fight, rejecting without due consideration her earnest and repeated offers to 
meet every legitimate demand of the United States. It isa bitter disappointment to the 
lover of his country; it is a turning-back from the path of civilization to that of barbarism.
 “There never was a good war,” said Franklin. There have indeed been many wars 
in which a good man must take part, and take part with grave gladness to defend the 
cause of justice, to die for it if need be, a willing sacrifice, thankful to give life for what is 
dearer than life, and happy that even by death in war he is serving the cause of peace. But 
if a war be undertaken for the most righteous end, before the resources of peace have 
been tried and proved vain to secure it, that war has no defense; it is a national crime. 
And however right, however unavoidable a war may be, and those of us who are old 
enough to remember the war for the Union know that war may be right and unavoidable, 
yet, I repeat the words of Franklin, “There never was a good war.”
 It is evil in itself, it is evil in its never-ending train of consequences. No man has 
known the nature of war better than General Sherman, and in his immortal phrase he has 
condensed its description -- “War is hell.” “From the earliest dawnings of policy to this 
day,” said Edmund Burke, more than a hundred years ago, “the invention of men has 
been sharpening and improving the mystery of murder, from the first rude essays of clubs 
and stones to the present perfection of gunnery, cannoneering, bombarding, mining, and 
all these species of artificial, learned and refined cruelty in which we are now so expert, 
and which make a principal part of what politicians have taught us to believe is our 
principal glory.”
 And it is now, at the end of this century, the century in which beyond any other in 
history knowledge has increased and the arts of peace have advanced, that America has 
been brought by politicians and writers for the press, faithless to her noble ideals, against 
the will of every right-minded citizen, to resort to these cruel arts, these arts of violence, 
these arts which rouse the passions of the beast in man, before the resources of peace had 
been fairly tested and proved insufficient to secure the professed ends, which, however 



humane and desirable, afford no sufficient justification for resorting to the dread 
arbitrament of arms.
 There are, indeed, many among us who find justification of the present war in the 
plea that its motive is to give independence to the people of Cuba, long burdened by the 
oppressive and corrupt rule of Spain, and especially to relieve the suffering of multitudes 
deprived of their homes and of means of subsistence by the cruel policy of the general 
who exercised for a time a practical dictatorship over the island. The plea so far as it is 
genuine deserves the respect due to every humane sentiment. But independence secured 
for Cuba by forcible overthrow of the Spanish rule means either practical anarchy or the 
substitution of the authority of the United States for that of Spain. Either alternative 
might well give us pause. And as for the relief of suffering, surely it is a strange procedure 
to begin by inflicting worse suffering still. It is fighting the devil with his own arms. That 
the end justifies the means is a dangerous doctrine, and no wise man will advise doing 
evil for the sake of an uncertain good. But the plea that the better government of Cuba 
and the relief of the reconcentrados could only be secured by war is the plea either of 
ignorance or of hypocrisy.
 But the war is declared; and on all hands we hear the cry that he is no patriot who 
fails to shout for it, and to urge the youth of the country to enlist, and to rejoice that they 
are called to the service of their native land. The sober counsels that were appropriate 
before the war was entered upon must give way to blind enthusiasm, and the voice of 
condemnation must be silenced by the thunders of the guns and the hurrahs of the 
crowd.
 Stop! A declaration of war does not change the moral law. “The ten 
commandments will not budge” at a joint resolve of Congress. Was James Russell Lowell 
aught but a good patriot when during the Mexican war he sent the stinging shafts of his 
matchless satire at the heart of the monstrous iniquity, or when, years afterward, he 
declared, that he thought at the time and that he still thought the Mexican war was a 
national crime? Did John Bright ever render greater service to his country than when, 
during the Crimean war, he denounced the Administration which had plunged England 
into it, and employed his magnificent power of earnest and incisive speech in the 
endeavor to repress the evil spirit which it evoked in the heart of the nation?
 No! the voice of protest, of warning, of appeal is never more needed than when the 
clamor of fife and drum, echoed by the press and too often by the pulpit, is bidding all 
men fall in and keep step and obey in silence the tyrannous word of command. Then, 
more than ever, it is the duty of the good citizen not to be silent, and spite of obloquy, 
misrepresentation and abuse, to insist on being heard, and with sober counsel to maintain 
the everlasting validity of the principles of the moral law.
 So confused are men by false teaching in regard to national honor and the duty of 
the citizen that it is easy to fall into the error of holding a declaration of war, however 
brought about, as a sacred decision of the national will, and to fancy that a call to arms 



from the Administration has the force of a call from the lips of the country, of the 
America to whom all her sons are ready to pay the full measure of devotion. This is 
indeed a natural and for many a youth not a discreditable error. But if the nominal, 
though authorized, representatives of the country have brought us into a warthat might 
and should have been avoided, and which consequently is an unrighteous war, then, so 
long as the safety of the State is not at risk, the duty of the good citizen is plain. He is to 
help to provide the Administration responsible for the conduct of the war with every 
means that may serve to bring it to the speediest end. He is to do this alike that the 
immediate evils of the war may be as brief and as few as possible, and also that its 
miserable train of after evils may be diminished and the vicious passions excited by it be 
the sooner allayed. Men, money, must be abundantly supplied. But must he himself enlist 
or quicken the ardent youth to enter service in such a cause? The need is not yet. The 
country is in no peril.
 There is always in a vast population like ours an immense, a sufficient supply of 
material of a fighting order, often of a heroic courage, ready and eager for the excitement 
of battle, filled with the old notion that patriotism is best expressed in readiness to fight 
for our country, be she right or wrong. Better the paying of bounties to such men to fill 
the ranks than that they should be filled by those whose higher duty is to fit themselves 
for the service of their country in the patriotic labors of peace. We mourn the deaths of 
our noble youth fallen in the cause of their country when she stands for the right; but we 
may mourn with a deeper sadness for those who have fallen in a cause which their 
generous hearts mistook for one worthy of the last sacrifice.
 My friends, America has been compelled against the will of all her wisest and best 
to enter into a path of darkness and peril. Against their will she has been forced to turn 
back from the way of civilization to the way of barbarism, to renounce for the time her 
own ideals. With grief, with anxiety must the lover of his country regard the present 
aspect and the future prospect of the nation’s life. With serious purpose, with utter self-
devotion he should prepare himself for the untried and difficult service to which it is 
plain he is to be called in the quick-coming years.
 Two months ago America stood at the parting of the ways. Her first step is 
irretrievable. It depends on the virtue, on the enlightened patriotism of her children 
whether her future steps shall be upward to the light or downward to the darkness.
 
 
Source:
http://mises.org/daily/189

Theodore Roosevelt, Corollary to The Monroe Doctrine, 1904
When the Dominican Republic went bankrupt in 1904, German and other European 
investors protested loudly, and the threat of armed intervention loomed. Only two years 
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earlier, Germany and Italy had bombarded Venezuela during a similar crisis. To prevent 
European intervention in the Caribbean and restore financial stability, President Roosevelt 
issued his corollary to the Monroe Doctrine in a message to Congress. The U.S. took over 
customs collections and debt management in the Dominican Republic, and thus established 
an important precedent for active intervention in the internal affairs of Caribbean nations. 
Roosevelt and later presidents invoked the corollary to justify intervention in Cuba, 
Nicaragua, Mexico, and Haiti.

Annual Message from President Roosevelt to the United States Congress, December 6, 
1904.
It is not true that the United States feels any land hunger or entertains any projects as 
regards the other nations of the Western Hemisphere save such as are for their welfare. 
All that this coun- try desires is to see the neighboring countries stable, orderly, and 
prosperous. Any country whose people conduct themselves well can count upon our 
hearty friendship. If a nation shows that it knows how to act with reasonable efficiency 
and decency in social and political matters, if it keeps order and pays its obligations, it 
need fear no interference from the United States. Chronic wrong- doing, or an impotence 
which results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized society, may in America, as 
elsewhere, ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in the Western 
Hemisphere the adherence of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may force the 
United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant cases of such wrongdoing or impotence, to 
the exercise of an international police power. If every country washed by the Caribbean 
Sea would show the progress in stable and just civi- lization which with the aid of the 
Platt amendment Cuba has shown since our troops left the island, and which so many of 
the republics in both Americas are constantly and brilliantly show- ing, all question of 
interference by this Nation with their affairs would be at an end. Our interests and those 
of our southern neighbors are in reality identical. They have great natural riches, and if 
within their borders the reign of law and justice obtains, prosperity is sure to come to 
them. While they thus obey the pri- mary laws of civilized society they may rest assured 
that they will be treated by us in a spirit of cordial and helpful sympathy. We would 
interfere with them only in the last resort, and then only if it became evident that their 
inability or unwillingness to do justice at home and abroad had violated the rights of the 
United States or had invited foreign aggression to the detriment of the entire body of 
American nations. It is a mere truism to say that every nation, whether in America or 
anywhere else, which desires to maintain its freedom, its independence, must ultimate- ly 
realize that the right of such independence can not be separat-
ed from the responsibility of making good use of it.
In asserting the Monroe Doctrine, in taking such steps as we have taken in regard to 
Cuba, Venezuela, and Panama, and in endeavoring to circumscribe the theater of war in 
the Far East, and to secure the open door in China, we have acted in our own



interest as well as in the interest of humanity at large.
Annual Message from President Theodore Roosevelt to the United States Congress, 
December 5, 1905.
...There are certain essential points which must never be forgotten as regards the Monroe 
Doctrine. In the first place we must as a nation make it evident that we do not intend to 
treat it in any shape or way as an excuse for aggrandizement on our part at the expense of 
the republics to the south. We must recognize the fact that in some South American 
countries there has been much suspicion lest we should interpret the Monroe Doctrine as 
in some way inimical to their interests, and we must try to con- vince all the other nations 
of this continent once and for all that no just and orderly government has anything to fear 
from us. There are certain republics to the south of us which have already reached such a 
point of stability, order, and prosperity that they themselves, though as yet hardly 
consciously, are among the guarantors of this Doctrine. These republics we now meet not 
only on a basis of entire equality, but in a spirit of frank and respectful friendship, which 
we hope is mutual. If all of the republics to the south of us will only grow as those to 
which I allude have already grown, all need for us to be the especial champions of the 
Doctrine will disappear, for no stable and growing American Republic wishes to see some 
great non- American military power acquire territory in its neighborhood. All that this 
country desires is that the other republics on this Continent shall be happy and 
prosperous; and they can not be happy and prosperous unless they maintain order within 
their boundaries and behave with a just regard for their obligations toward outsiders....
Moreover, we must make it evident that we do not intend to permit the Monroe Doctrine 
to be used by any nation on this Continent as a shield to protect it from the consequences 
of its own misdeeds against foreign nations. If a republic to the south of us commits a tort 
against a foreign nation, such as an outrage against a citizen of that nation, then the 
Monroe Doctrine does not force us to interfere to prevent punishment of the tort, save to 
see that the punishment does not assume the form of territori- al occupation in any 
shape. The case is more difficult when it refers to a contractual obligation. Our own 
Government has always refused to enforce such contractual obligations on behalf of its 
citizens by an appeal to arms. It is much to be wished that all foreign governments would 
take the same view. But they do not; and in consequence we are liable at any time to be 
brought face to face with disagreeable alternatives. On the one hand, this country would 
certainly decline to go to war to prevent a foreign government from collecting a just debt; 
on the other hand, it is very inadvisable to permit any foreign power to take possession, 
even temporarily, of the customhouses of an American Republic in order to enforce the 
payment of its obligations; for such tem- porary occupation might turn into a permanent 
occupation. The only escape from these alternatives may at any time be that we must 
ourselves undertake to bring about some arrangement by which so much as possible of a 
just obligation shall be paid. It is far better that this country should put through such an



arrangement, rather than allow any foreign country to undertake it. To do so insures the 
defaulting republic from having to pay debts of an improper character under duress, 
while it also insures honest creditors of the republic from being passed by in the interest 
of dishonest or grasping creditors. Moreover, for the United States to take such a position 
offers the only possible way of insuring us against a clash with some foreign power. The 
position is, therefore, in the interest of peace as well as in the interest of justice. It is of 
benefit to our people; it is of benefit to foreign peoples; and most of all it is really of 
benefit to the people of the country concerned.…

Source:
President Theodore Roosevelt, Annual Messages to the United States Congress, 
December 6, 1904 and December 5, 1905.
Found: http://wps.prenhall.com/wps/media/objects/107/110377/ch21_a4_d2.pdf

 
 


