
AP US History/DMACC 150 & 153 Summer Assignment 2019 
 
 Welcome to College Advanced Placement/DMACC 150&153 United States History!  
 We’re looking forward to having you in class and teaching you to think and write as historians! 

o DMACC Credit: 8 hours, 4 hours/semester!  -State/District graduation requirement: US history fulfilled 
 Please complete the following prior to our first class meeting: 

1. Note-taking is an essential college-level skill that needs to be mastered. View the example and format your notes like 
the example. They can be hand-written or typed but they MUST be your OWN notes!  
 Read chapters 1-2 in your text Give me Liberty! Write Cornell-style notes over those pages. The 

Cornell notes should be separated with chapter # and title labeled at the top. I have provided an example for 

you on the note-taking guide page. (You may read and work ahead because you will turn in notes/take 

quizzes for every chapter through the year.) Bring the assigned notes with you the first day of class. 

2. Read the article “The Kaleidoscope of Early America,” and analyze using “HAPPY”: 
• Historical context: what time frame does the document come from, and why is this important? 
• Audience: who is the document intended for, and how does that influence its interpretation? 
• Purpose: what was the author’s reason for creating the document? 
• Point of view: What is the author’s background and/or perspective? 
• Why/significance: What makes the document important for understanding this time in history? 

3. Read the excerpt from the article “Encounter” and consider this question: To what extent did indigenous populations 
in the Americas differ?  Write a thesis statement answering this question.  You may not have written a thesis before, 
but just TRY.  (This will help us establish a baseline for your historical writing.) 

4. Review the 50 states on a U.S. map.  You will have to complete a map quiz identifying the 50 states on a blank map 
the first week of class.  (Capitals are not required.) 

5. Begin memorizing the top 40 events in U.S. history.  You will take two quizzes over these events, in November and in 
April.  (This quiz has proven enormously helpful on the AP exam in past years!)  

If in Mrs. Snyder’s class, download the “Remind” app and sign up for texting service. To do so, in the phone number line 
type in 81010 and in the message line, type in @hbh896 
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-Election of Reagan 
-Carter seen as failure 
-Let’s make America great again 
-New coaltion of conservatives: Sunbelters—people who moved 
to south---urban working class, antigovernment crusaders, 
aggressive foreign policy, libertarians, Christian Right, “traditional 
values” 
-conservatism=progress 
-beacon of liberty and freedom 
-good speaker 
-pragmatist and new when to compromise 
 
-cut power of unions 
-dismantle regulations 
-Reduce taxes 
-Tax Reform Act-reduces taxes on richest 
-cut back on environmental protections and safety rules 
-supply side=word used by supporters and trickle down=word 
used by critics 
-high interest rates, low tax rates to stimulate private investment 
-all Americans would work harder since they keep more money 
they earned and then spend it! 
 
-replaced workers on strike with others 
-hard stance against strikes and unions 
-recession hit, downsizing, jobs went overseas 
-stock market rose with a dip in 1987 
-inflation down 
 
-inequality rose 
-richest 1% owned 40% of nation’s wealth; didn’t spend it on 
economy but buying luxury goods 

          
 

           
    

          
     

  
 

In this column, write the focus 
questions from the text. They 
are listed at the top of the 
pages and on the 1st page of the 
chapter. Align the notes with 
the questions, add in key terms 
too. 
 
Focus Question: What were the 
roots of the rise of 
conservatism in the 1970s? 
 
See how many “answer” to the 
focus question aligns to the 
right?------------------------------ 
 
 
 
 
 
Focus Question: How did the 
Reagan presidency affect 
Americans at home and 
abroad? 
 
Reaganomics 
 
 
 
 
 
War on Unions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Effects? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Summary: Reaganomics was not economically successful unless you were rich. It increased economic 
problems for minorities, the middle and upper classes bought more consumer goods, and a recession 
set in after his presidency. High spending on military, low on social institutions. 
*You can write your summary over the entire chapter or just at the end of each note page. 
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The Kaleidoscope of Early America 
 
 At the outbreak of the American Revolution, the rebelling colonists solicited the support, or at least the 
neutrality, of the Indian tribes of the eastern woodlands in the war against Great Britain.  Often, American agents 
invoked the shared experiences of white Americans and Indian Americans, pointing out that they were both native-born 
Americans facing a common threat at the hands of tyrannical Britons.  “We are sprung from one common mother, we 
were all born in this big Island,” American commissioners at Pittsburgh told visiting Mohawks, Senecas, Delawares, and 
Shawnees in 1776.  Addressing Indian delegates in the Wabash country in 1778, Virginian George Rogers Clark declared 
that the “Big Knife [the Indian name for Virginians in particular, and Americans in general] are very much like the Red 
people.”  Like the Indians, and unlike the British, he said, the Americans did not know much about manufacturing, “and 
live chiefly by making corn, Hunting and Trade as you do.”  Speaking to the Indian tribes around Montreal on behalf of 
the Continental Congress, Ira Allen of Vermont made similar claims.  He said he loved Indians, and hunted and fought as 
they did.  In June 1776, when Congress in Philadelphia was debating independence, John Hancock told visiting Iroquois 
that the Americans and the Iroquois were “as one people, and have but one heart.” 
 Most of this was just council-fire rhetoric.  Clark, Allen, and most of the founding fathers were interested in 
Indian land, not in a shared Indian identity.  But were the Americans on to something?  Was there an Indian ingredient in 
the mixture of influences that made colonists incipient “Americans” by 1775?  When George Rogers Clark and his ragtag 
army arrived at Vincennes in 1779, the Spanish lieutenant governor in the area was shocked at how much they 
resembled Indians in their clothing and their appearance.  Eight years later, another Spaniard described American 
backwoodsmen on Florida’s northern frontier as differing from their Indian neighbors only in their skin color, language, 
and cunning.  Did surface resemblances indicate a deeper and more pervasive Indian imprint on American culture and 
character? 
 In 1066, William the Bastard, duke of Normandy, invaded England to seize the throne from the Anglo-Saxon King 
Harold.  Defeating and killing Harold in battle, William marched to London and took possession of the city, where he had 
himself crowned king.  In the years that followed, the Normans imposed their government, system of justice, language, 
and culture on the conquered English people.  What emerged, however, was an Anglo-Norman mixture, exemplified in 
the English language.  The names for animals derive from the Anglo-Saxon words of the people who tended the 
livestock: sheep, cow, and pig; the names for the animals’ meat derive from the words of the French-speaking Normans 
who dined on them: mutton, beef, and pork.  Eventually, the Norman conquerors and their culture were absorbed by 
the conquered.  Change occurred and England was never the same again, but it remained English.  Such cultural 
confluences have been part of the give and take between conquered peoples and their conquerors for thousands of 
years throughout the world. 
 It would be unusual, then, if America, a country that prides itself and even stakes its identity on the multiplicity 
of peoples in its past and present makeup, did not illustrate the same phenomenon.  After 1492, Europeans invaded 
America in ever-increasing numbers.  Over the centuries, they built a new nation and a new society, and changed 
forever the American world they had invaded.  But they became Americans. 
 The idea is not new.  Many writers have pointed to the way to an understanding of early America as a world of 
mixed and mixing peoples, with a substantial Indian presence.  Frenchman Hector St. John de Crevecoeur noted that 
America in the late eighteenth century demonstrated “that strange mixture of blood, which you will find in no other 
country.”  Moreau de Saint-Mery went so far as to assert that “the American is the perfect mean between the European 
and the Indian.”  More than a hundred years ago, Frederick Jackson Turner, in a famous study of the American frontier 
which has since been justly criticized and has fallen into disfavor, offered some of the same suggestions, although 
attributing change to environmental determinism rather than cultural interaction and employing language that today 
sounds date and perhaps offensive: 
 
 The frontier is the line of most rapid and effective Americanization.  The wilderness masters the colonist.  It 
finds him a European in dress, industries, tools, modes of travel, and thought.  It takes him from the railroad car and puts 
him in the birch canoe.  It strips off the garments of civilization and arrays him in the hunting shirt and the moccasin.  
It puts him in the log cabin of the Cherokee and Iroquois and runs an Indian palisade around him.  Before long he has 
gone to planting Indian corn and plowing with a sharp stick; he shouts the war cry and takes the scalp in orthodox Indian 
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fashion.  In short, at the frontier the environment is at first too strong for the man.  He must accept the conditions 
which it furnishes, or perish, and so he fits himself into the clearings and follows the Indian trails.  Little by little he 
transforms the wilderness, but the outcome is not the old Europe…  The fact is, that here is a new product that is 
American. 
 
In Turner’s view of history, the wilderness and “free land” exerted powerful transforming influences on European 
colonists.  But Turner’s wilderness America was largely myth: European settlers often lived in reoccupied Indian towns, 
ate Indian foods, and dealt with Indian people on a regular basis.  Human influences were as important as environmental 
ones in shaping the new America. 
 Anthropologist Jack Weatherford thinks that the “scramble of peoples and cultures in North America has 
created a cultural mixture that probably will not be repeated in world history until we encounter life on another planet.”  
Historian Gary Nash points out that the continuous interaction of diverse cultural groups in colonial America produced 
“a conglomeration of cultural entities.”  People tend to construct their cultures in interaction with one another, not in 
isolation.  Frank Shuffleton, considering the people of early America “a mixed race,” defines ethnicity not as something 
static and constant but as “a dynamic relation between different cultural groups,” who continually modify their 
understanding of themselves in light of shifting relationships with others.  So, for example, English immigrants to New 
England tried to impose their culture on the Indian peoples living there, but “they were being ethnically transformed 
themselves in the process of confronting and being confronted by the people they found already on the ground.”  
Europeans became Americans and Americans became different from Europeans “because they had to confront 
significantly different ethnic groups that they would eventually include, sometimes reluctantly, sometimes violently, as 
part of the meaning of America.”  In Shuffleton’s view, the multiethnic character of America was well established long 
before the American Revolution. 
 The new societies that grew out of the interaction of peoples in early America were amalgams, combining Indian 
as well as European and African influences.  Felix Cohen, author of the Handbook of Indian Law, wrote in 1952 that 
American historians had paid too much attention to military victories and territorial expansion and ahd failed to 
appreciate “that in agriculture, in government, in sport, in education and in our views of nature and our fellow men, it is 
the first Americans who have taken captive their battlefield conquerors.”  Cohen thought that the real epic of America 
was “the yet unfinished story of the Americanization of the white man.” 
 Ethnohistorian James Axtell has written numerous lucid and suggestive essays and books in which he examines 
the contest and confluence of cultures in colonial North America.  “Without the Indians,” says Axtell, “America would 
not be America as we know it.”  In situations of culture contact, “one culture may predominate and teach more than it 
learns,” but “the educational process is always mutual.”  And the Indian imprint on American society occurred most 
significantly in the formative, colonial era.  Even Bernard Bailyn, a historian of the old school often criticized for ignoring 
women, ordinary people, and minorities in his view of the nation’s past, recognizes that what he called the “mingling of 
primitivism and civilization” constituted “an essential ingredient of early American culture.” 
 Europeans did not come to America to become Indians or even, in the early days, to become “Americans.”  They 
came, for the most part, to recreate in the New World the kind of communities they had left in the Old, with some 
improvements.  By the eighteenth century, however, travelers and commentators regularly complained that the 
European settlers they encountered living on the frontier were “little better than” their Indian neighbors.  They dressed, 
ate, hunted, grew corn, behaved, and even looked like Indians.  According to German traveler Johann David Schoepf in 
the 1780s, they also acquired “similar ways of thinking.”  The complaints were not without foundation.  As David Weber 
observes of Spanish experiences in North America, “However much they wished to conserve the familiar, Spaniards’ 
scanty numbers and resources left them with no choice but to make concessions to their strange new environment and, 
on occasion, to learn from natives who understood local conditions better than they.”  Spanish colonists avoided 
changes that challenged their fundamental values, and they preserved the core of their culture intact, but they also 
wore Indian clothes, ate Indian foods, married Indian women, produced half-Indian children, and learned to speak Indian 
languages. 
 The nature and the degree of exchanges varied from region to region, and from time to time, according to the 
people who inhabited and invaded the area.  Colonists from different regions of Europe developed varying relations with 
different Indian tribes, and did so in a variety of circumstances.  Hispanic people in the Southwest and Frenchmen in 
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Canada, the Great Lakes, and Louisiana generally intermingled more freely with Indian peoples than did English settlers 
on the Atlantic seaboard.  A Franciscan friar in 1631 complained that Spaniards in New Mexico were “reared from 
childhood subject to the customs of Indians,” and the Indian imprint on society is visible today more clearly in New 
Mexico than in New England.  In the Great Lakes region, in the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries, Frenchmen 
and Algonkian Indians created what ethnohistorian Richard White calls “a middle ground,” where the French and Indian 
worlds “melted at the edges and merged” and where it became unclear “whether a particular practice or way of doing 
things was French or Indian.”  According to cultural geographers Terry Jordan and Matti Kaups, interactions and cultural 
exchanges were greatest in “Midland America,” where Swedish and Finnish settlers in the Delaware Valley established 
good relations with the local Indians and produced a mixed backwoods culture that later pioneers carried to large areas 
of America.  The culture of immigrant Saro-Karelian Finns, joined to the indigenous culture of the Delaware Indians, 
“yielded all the essential ingredients of a syncretistic Midland American colonizing system.”  Subsequent generations of 
Scotch-Irish immigrants adopted the Finnish-Indian techniques of forest colonization they found in the Delaware Valley 
and pushed west and southwest.  They added their own genetic and cultural input to early American backwoods culture 
and society, and only rarely replicated the patterns of peaceful coexistence forged by Finns and Delawares.  New York’s 
Mohawk Valley was the scene of bitter fighting during the American Revolution, but the eighteenth-century valley was 
more often a place where Indians and Europeans talked, traded, and intermarried, where some Indians drank tea and 
some Europeans tattooed their faces. 
 Many colonists from many places, at many times, interacted with Indian people, lived in Indian country, and 
adopted and adapted Indian ways.  Writing in the middle of the eighteenth century, Swedish botanist Peter Kalm said 
that his countrymen who had come to America in the seventeenth century “were accused of being already half Indians 
when the English arrived,” but noted, “we still see that the French, English, German, Dutch, and other Europeans, who 
have lived for several years in distant provinces, near and among the Indians, grow so like them in their behavior and 
thought that they can only be distinguished by the difference of their color.” 
 Early America in the wake of European invasion became a cacophony of languages, peoples, and cultures.  In this 
“kaleidoscope of human encounters,” Indians and Europeans made what historian T.H. Breen calls “creative 
adaptations” to new places and new peoples.  What emerged was something different, for both Indians and Europeans, 
from what had gone before.  In his excellent history of the Catawba Indians, James Merrell has shown how invasions 
from Europe created a new world for Native peoples in North America.  At first, European colonists had to fit into an 
Indian world and adapt to the Indians’ way of doing things.  As the Europeans adapted to and then transformed 
America, however, eventually the Indians had to fit into a European world.  “Like their neighbors,” writes Merrell, 
“Indians had to blend old and new ways that would permit them to survive in the present and prepare for the future 
without utterly forsaking the past.”  Both groups of peoples had to make adjustments, but not at the same time, place, 
or rate.  By the end of the colonial era, Indians and Europeans alike had created new societies in America.  The European 
societies displayed evidence of change; many Indian societies had changed beyond recognition. 
 However, the adjustments made by Europeans were not insignificant, and they were sometimes fundamental.  
European immigrants brought with them a cargo of germs, guns, goods, animals, religious zeal, land hunger, and culture 
preconceptions that turned America into a new, and often nightmarish, world for Indian peoples.  But those immigrants 
also brought with them personal belongings, inconsequential to anyone but themselves, mental pictures of friends and 
relatives they would not see again, private memories of sights, sounds, and smells in places where they had spent most 
if not all of their lives.  Writing home from Pennsylvania in 1725, the son of Welsh immigrants recalled his parents 
talking about the world they had left: “Frequently during long winter evenings, would they in merry mood prolong their 
conversation about their native land till midnight; and even after they had retired to rest, they would sometimes fondly 
recall to each other’s recollection some man, or hill, house, or rock.”  Such people did not leave “Europe” – the term had 
little meaning and less emotive appeal to most of them.  They left a little and local world of regions, distinct dialects, 
familiar places, and human communities.  Life would never be the same for them.  Simply by leaving the place of their 
birth, they cut themselves off from ancient cycles of life and death and embraced a future unknown to their parents and 
ancestors. 
 That future involved building a new society and taking on a new identity.  As early as the seventeenth century, 
New England Puritans worried that conquering the American wilderness and coming into contact with American Indians 
would alter the colonists’ English culture and their sense of themselves as English people.  Their American experience 
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threatened to give the colonists a new identity – something deeply troubling to Puritan Englishmen in a new world.  
Originally, the term “American” referred to Indians, the first Americans.  By the time of the Revolution, it designated 
England’s former colonists who were creating a new nation.  The colonists who dressed as Mohawk Indians to dump 
British tea into Boston Harbor in 1774 were not trying to disguise themselves.  They were proclaiming a new, American 
identity. 
 Through it all, there were Indian people who, despite massive changes in the world around them, preserved 
intact their fundamental worldview and tribal values, just as there were Europeans who experienced little or no 
interaction with Indian people or for whom such interaction had little meaning and left no lasting impression.  
Nevertheless, many Indian people had to find new ways of surviving, of being Indian, in the new world created by the 
invasions from Europe, and many Europeans assimilated Indian elements into their new definition of themselves as 
Americans.  By 1800, colonists in America had secured political, if not yet cultural and economic, independence from 
Great Britain.  An “American” was now a citizen of the new country, the United States, not a Native American.  The new 
Americans figuratively turned their faces away from Europe and toward “their” new country.  The “backcountry” of the 
eighteenth century became the “frontier” of the nineteenth century.  But it was all Indian country, and it left its imprint, 
however subtle, on the people who entered it and on the societies they built there. 
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Encounter 
 
 Indigenous peoples inhabited almost every inch of the Americas when the Europeans and Africans 
arrived.  Deserts and forests were less densely populated than fertile valleys, but no part of the continent 
lacked people who lived off the land and considered themselves part of it.  The Encounter between native 
Americans and Europeans constitutes a defining moment in world history.  Neither the Europeans’ “Old 
World” nor the “New World,” as they called the Americas, would ever be the same afterward.  For Latin 
America, conquest and colonization by the Spanish and Portuguese created patterns of social domination that 
became eternal givens, like the deep and lasting marks of original sin. 
 The Iberian invaders of America were personally no more sinful than most.  They came to America 
seeking success in the terms dictated by their society: riches, the privilege of being served by others, and a 
claim to religious righteousness.  It makes little sense for us to judge their moral quality as human beings 
because they merely lived the logic of the world as they understood it, just as we do.  The original sin lay in the 
logic, justified in religious terms, that assumed a right to conquer and colonize.  One way or another, the 
European logic of conquest and colonization soured the Encounter everywhere from Mexico to Argentina.  
The basic scenario varied according to the natural environment and the indigenous peoples’ way of life when 
the European invaders arrived. 
 The indigenous peoples of the Americas had adapted themselves to the land in many ways.  Some 
were nonsedentary, an adaptation to difficult environments such as the northern deserts of Mexico, the 
territory of the Chichimecas.  Nonsedentary people led a mobile existence as hunters and gatherers, and 
movement kept their groups small and their social organization relatively simple.  Often they roamed open 
plains.  Arid plains occupy a wide swath of the interior of South America, then inhabited by tribes of hunters 
and gatherers.  Not forests, neither were these exactly grasslands at the time of the Encounter.  Instead, they 
bristled with various kinds of scrub that, as in the northeastern Brazilian area called the sertao, might be 
thorny and drop its leaves in the dry season.  The Pampas peoples who gave their name to the Argentine 
grasslands were also nonsedentary. 
 Other indigenous Americans were forest dwellers.  Hunting was important to them, too, but the 
abundant rainfall characterizing most forest environments allowed them to depend on agriculture in a way 
that the nonsedentary people could not, and so forest peoples were often semisedentary.  Their agricultural 
practices were adapted to thin tropical soils.  Thin soils?  Yes: The exuberant vegetation of tropical forests 
produces a misleading impression.  Outsiders think of these forests as “jungles,” a word that suggests 
overpowering, unstoppable fertility.  Thus, a 1949 geography text speaks of “the relentless fecundity and 
savagery of the jungle.”  In fact, the breathtaking vitality of tropical forests resides not in the soil, but in living 
things, such as insects, trees, and the various tree-dwelling epiphytes that have no roots in the ground.  
Particularly in the great rain forest of the Amazon basin, the soils are of marginal fertility.  Once cleared for 
agriculture, tropical forest soils produce disappointing yields after only a few years.  Therefore, forest-dwelling 
indigenous peoples practices “shifting cultivation,” sometimes called “slash and burn” because of the way they 
cleared their garden plots.  Semisedentary people built villages but moved them frequently, allowing old 
garden plots to be reabsorbed into the forest and opening new ones elsewhere.  Shifting cultivation was thus 
a successful adaptation to one of the world’s most challenging natural environments.  Semisedentary 
societies, like the forest-dwelling Tupi, the best-known indigenous people of Brazilian history, organized 
themselves by tribes and by gender roles, but not by social class.  Nor did they build empires. 
 Finally, some indigenous people were fully sedentary.  Permanent settlement, usually on high plateaus 
rather than in forests, made their societies more complex, and some constructed great empires, especially the 
fabled Aztec, Inca, and Maya empires.  Not all sedentaries had empires, however.  What all had in common 
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were stationary, permanently sustainable forms of agriculture.  For example, the capital of the Aztec Empire – 
more populous than Madrid or Lisbon – was fed by quite an ingenious method.  Tenochtitlan was surrounded 
by lack waters on all sides, and in these waters the inhabitants of the city constructed garden platforms called 
chinampas. 
 During the 1500s, Catholics and Protestants began fighting bitterly in western Europe, and the 
monarchs of a unified Spain led the Catholic side, pouring prodigious resources into the war effort.  Recall that 
in 1588 the Spanish Armada attempted to invade Protestant England.  Overseas exploration also took on 
religious significance.  The earlier Christian reconquest in Portugal allowed the Portuguese to extend their 
crusading activities into Africa ahead of Spain.  As Portuguese ships edged down the coast of Africa during the 
1400s, bringing back gold and slaves, they found religious justification in tales of a lost Christian kingdom that 
supposedly lay beyond the Sahara, waiting to be reunited with the rest of Christendom.  Isabel’s decision to 
fund the voyages of Columbus was Spain’s bid to catch up with Portugal.  Thus, the two Iberian monarchies, 
strengthened politically by the reconquest, became the first in Europe to sponsor major overseas exploration, 
and they arrived in the Western Hemisphere neck and neck. 
 
 
ASSIGNMENT: To what extent did indigenous populations in the Americas differ?  Your thesis should include: 

• Answer all parts of the prompt 
• Makes an arguable claim 
• Creates a road map for the argument 
• Includes 3-5 pieces of evidence to support the argument 
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America’s Top 40 Historical Events 

1. 1492………….Columbus lands in Western hemisphere 
2. 1588………….Defeat of Spanish Armada by English-English on top! 
3. 1607………….1st permanent English settlement, Jamestown founded 
4. 1620............Pilgrim’s arrival at Plymouth in New England 
5. 1763………….Peace of Paris ends French and Indian War/Proclamation Line 
6. 1776……….…Declaration of Independence 
7. 1781-1787...Critical Period (Articles of Confederation) 
8. 1789............Ratification of US Constitution/New Government established 
9. 1800………....Jefferson elected/transfer of power to new political party 
10. 1803............Jefferson purchases LA Territory from French 
11. 1828.............Election of Andrew Jackson 
12. 1838…….….…Trail of Tears 
13. 1845.............Manifest Destiny reaches peak 
14. 1850…………..Compromise of 1850/Delays Civil War 
15. 1860…………..Lincoln elected/beginning of Southern secession 
16. 1861-1865....American Civil War 
17. 1864-1877....Reconstruction period in American South 
18. 1890…………..Census Bureau announces end of frontier 
19. 1896……………Election of McKinley/end of Populist movement 
20. 1898……………Spanish American War 
21. 1898-1917....Progressive era 
22. 1914-1918....WWI 
23. 1929…………..Stock market crash/beginning of Great Depression 
24. 1932..............Election of FDR 
25. 1941..............Pearl Harbor/US enters WWII 
26. 1945……………Yalta Conference/V-E Day/V-J Day/End of WWII 
27. 1947……………Truman Doctrine/America pledges to help Europe 
28. 1950-53……….Korean War 
29. 1957..............Sputnik launched 
30. 1963..............Assassination of JFK 
31. 1964…………….Civil Rights Act; Gulf of Tonkin Resolution 
32. 1964-1973…..Direct involvement of US in Vietnam 
33. 1968…………Tet Offensive/antiwar demonstrations/riots at Democratic Convention/assassination of MLK and RFK 
34. 1974..............Resignation of Nixon/Watergate 
35. 1979..............Establishment of relations with China 
36. 1979-1981…..Americans held hostage in Iran for 444 days 
37. 1980……………Election of Reagan marks conservative political swing 
38. 1989…………….End of Cold War/Berlin Wall falls/political change in Eastern Europe 
39. 1991...............Gulf War 
40. 2000...............Bush v Gore supreme court decision 
41. EC!!!!!!  9/11...US attacked by  
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The following presidencies are helpful for chronological reference: 

George Washington  1789-1797 

Thomas Jefferson 1801-1809 

Andrew Jackson  1829-1837 

Abraham Lincoln 1861-1865 

William McKinley 1897-1901 

Theodore Roosevelt 1901-1909 

Woodrow Wilson 1913-1921 

Franklin Roosevelt 1933-1945 

Dwight Eisenhower 1953-1961 

Lyndon Johnson 1963-1969 

Richard Nixon  1969-1974 

Ronald Reagan  1981-1989 

George Bush  1989-1993 

William Clinton  1993-2001 

George W. Bush 2001-2009 

Barack Obama  2009-present 

 


