
AP	European	History	Summer	Reading	Assignment	
	
	
Part	1:	A	World	Lit	Only	By	Fire	by	William	Manchester	
	
In	preparation	for	the	AP	European	History	Class	you	will	read	A	World	Lit	Only	by	Fire,	by	William	Manchester	and	
complete	a	written	assignment	focusing	on	aspects	of	the	book.		The	paper	should	be	6-8	pages	in	length	and	properly	
cited	where	needed.	(For	this	paper,	you	may	choose	your	method	of	citation.)		
	
It	is	due	on	the	first	day	of	class	and	will	be	counted	as	two	test	grades	(100	points	each	x	2=	200	points.)	Use	the	scoring	
guidelines	provided	on	the	next	page.	
	
	
The	writing	prompt:		
	
Medieval	Europe	was	dominated	by	the	Christian	Catholic	Church.	In	fact,	Europe	was	singularly	referred	to	as	
Christendom.	This	was	much	more	than	a	religious	consideration	and	plays	out	socially,	culturally,	and	politically	for	the	
whole	population	of	Europe.		
	
The	first	section	of	the	book,	entitled	“The	Medieval	Mind”	deals	with	several	aspects	of	this	dominance	and,	while	not	
exhaustive,	provides	a	good	overview.	Write	a	summary	of	the	church’s	status	and	influence	in	Christendom	citing	
examples	that	apply	to	social,	cultural,	AND	political	elements	of	society.	
	
Next,	you	will	identify	and	describe	three	causes	for	dynamic	change	from	the	medieval	to	the	modern	world.	Make	sure	
to	describe	those	social,	cultural,	and/or	political	influences	which	helped	to	bring	about	the	creation	of	modern	Europe	
out	of	medieval	society.	
	
	
	
		
Things	to	think	about	when	writing	this	essay:		
	

� Thesis	is	explicit	and	fully	responsive	to	the	prompt	
� Introductory	“historical	background”	is	relevant,	concise,	and	clearly	explained	
� Topic	sentences	link	to	thesis	and	to	other	body	paragraphs		
� Transitional	phrases	within/between	the	body	paragraphs	to	guide	the	reader	and	clarify	meaning		
� Conclusion	that	assesses	the	“big	picture”	and/or	directly	points	to	the	future	(and	not	the	present)		
� More	fully/clearly/thoroughly	explain	the	significance	of	examples	cited	in	the	essay;	defending	vs.	asserting	

claims		
� Correct	grammar,	punctuation,	spelling,	capitalization,	sentence	structure,	style,	and	clarity;	write	in	past	tense	
� Diction—word	choice		
� Avoid	stock	words	like	“big”,	“large,”	and,	“great”;	instead,	use	precise	vocabulary		
� Avoid	clichés	like	“Immanuel	Kant	thought	outside	the	box…”;	instead,	use	precise	vocabulary	and	phrases		
� Avoid	absolute	language	like	“the	Renaissance	completely	changed	early	modern	Europe”;	instead,	craft	

nuanced	arguments		
� Avoid	first	person	in	formal	essays		

	
	

	



	
AP	European	History	Summer	Reading	Scoring	Guidelines	
		
Name:	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	

Score	 Description	
9-8	
	
A+/A	

� Thesis	is	explicit	and	fully	responsive	to	the	prompt	
� Organization	is	clear,	consistently	followed,	and	effective	in	support	of	the	argument		
� Essay	is	well	balanced;	all	major	topics	suggested	by	the	prompt	are	covered	at	some	length;	in	other	words,	the	

“story”	is	thoroughly	described,	explained,	and	analyzed/evaluated		
� All	major	assertions	in	the	essay	are	supported	by	several	pieces	of	relevant	and	specific	evidence		
� May	contain	minor	errors	that	do	not	detract	from	the	argument	(including	spelling	and	grammar);	even	a	“9”	

need	not	be	flawless		
	

7-6	
	
A-/B+	

� Thesis	is	explicit	and	responsive	to	the	question	but	with	less	development	than	an	8-9	paper	
� Organization	is	clear	and	effective	in	support	of	the	argument		
� Essay	is	balanced;	all	major	topics	suggested	by	the	prompt	are	sufficiently	covered;	in	other	words,	the	“story”	

is	adequately	described,	explained,	and	analyzed/evaluated	(but	with	less	development	than	an	8-9	paper)	
� All	major	assertions	in	the	essay	are	supported	by	a	few	pieces	of	relevant	and	specific	evidence		
� May	contain	one	major	error	or	several	minor	errors	that	detract	from	the	argument		
� Written	in	a	way	that	is	forceful	and	clear	with	few	grammatical	and	spelling	errors	

	
5	
	
B	

� Thesis	may	be	underdeveloped	or	not	fully	responsive	to	the	question		
� 	Organization	may	be	unclear	but	is	still	effective		
� 	Essay	shows	some	unevenness;	some	major	topics	suggested	by	the	prompt	are	neglected	or	insufficiently	

covered;	in	other	words,	the	“story”	is	partially	described,	explained,	and	analyzed/evaluated		
� 	All	major	assertions	in	the	essay	are	supported	by	least	one	piece	of	relevant	and	specific	evidence		
� 	May	contain	a	few	errors	that	detract	from	the	argument	(including	but	not	limited	to	spelling	and	grammar	

errors)	

4-3		
	
B-/C	

� May	contain	a	weak	thesis	or	a	thesis	that	merely	repeats/paraphrases	the	prompt		
� Organization	is	unclear	and	ineffective		
� Essay	shows	serious	imbalance;	a	major	topic	may	be	largely	neglected;	in	other	words,	the	“story”	is	minimally	

described,	explained,	and	analyzed/evaluated		
� Most	of	the	major	assertions	are	supported	by	at	least	one	piece	of	relevant	evidence;	essay	may	contain	little	

relevant	evidence		
� May	contain	several	errors	that	detract	from	the	argument	(including	but	not	limited	to	spelling	and	grammar	

errors)	

	
2-1	
	
D/F		

� May	contain	an	exceptionally	weak	thesis,	or	there	is	no	discernible	attempt	at	a	relevant	thesis		
� Little	discernible	organization	or	may	be	completely	off	topic		
� One	or	none	of	the	major	topics	suggested	by	the	prompt	is	mentioned;	in	other	words,	the	“story”	is	barely	or	

not	at	all	described,	explained,	and	analyzed/evaluated		
� Little	or	no	supporting	evidence	is	used		
� May	contain	numerous	errors	that	detract	from	the	argument	(including	but	not	limited	to	spelling	and	

grammar	errors)	
� Is	written	with	great	style	but	devoid	of	content	(rare	but	possible)		

	

	
Score	and	Comments:	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	
Part	2:	The	Prince	by	Niccolo	Machiavelli		
	
	

1. Read	The	Prince	by	Niccolo	Machiavelli	(including	any	introduction-	which	will	entirely	depend	on	
which	edition	you	select).	You	can	either	borrow	or	purchase	the	book	or	there	are	online	versions	of	it	
for	free,	such	as:	https://www.gutenberg.org/files/1232/1232-h/1232-h.htm		
	

2. Read	the	NY	Times	Op-Ed	written	by	John	T.	Scott	and	Robert	Zaretsky	called:	“Why	Machaivelli	Still	
Matters.”	

	
3. On	the	google	classroom	site,	you	will	answer	the	questions	posed	below.	There	is	not	a	length	

requirement,	but	I	expect	that	you	should	answer	the	questions	with	sufficient	thought	and	support.	

a) What	advice	does	Machiavelli	offer	to	a	prince?	Give	at	least	four	examples.	

b) How	does	Machiavelli	justify	why	a	prince	should	not	always	act	based	on	ideals	of	virtue?	

c) What	pieces	of	Machiavelli’s	advice	do	you	agree	with?	What	ones	do	you	disagree	with?	
Why?	

d) Why	do	John	T.	Scott	and	Robert	Zaretsky	argue	that	Machiavelli	is	still	relevant?	

e) According	to	them,	why	does	Machiavelli	remain	“as	reviled,	but	also	as	revered,	today	as	he	
was	in	his	own	age?”	

f) How	does	Machiavelli	appear	in	music,	movies	and/or	art?	Choose	a	way	that	he	has	been	
appropriated	or	depicted,	and	write	a	commentary	about	whether	this	use	of	Machiavelli	
does	justice	to	the	political	philosopher’s	writings.		
	

4. In	addition,	please	respond	to	at	least	two	(2)	of	your	classmates	responses.	You	need	not	respond	to	
every	one	of	their	answers	to	the	questions	above.	For	example:	perhaps	you	were	intrigued	by	their	
answer	to	letter	F,	or	you	disagree	with	their	choice	in	the	answer	to	letter	C.		
	

5. This	part	of	the	assignment	will	be	worth	50	points.		
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	
	

Advanced	Placement	European	History	
Signing	into	Google	Classroom	

	

I	will	be	using	google	classroom	to	post	links	to	websites,	put	up	notes	and	other	assignments,	and	we	will	use	
it	for	a	discussion	board	so	that	you	may	talk	to	me	and	each	other.	You	can	download	the	app	for	free	on	
your	mobile	device,	or	go	to	https://classroom.google.com	to		access	our	class.	Here	are	the	instructions	to	
sign	up	for	an	account:		

1. Navigate	to	https://classroom.google.com	

2. Sign	in	using	your	pshavard	account.		

3. Click	on	the	Plus	sign	in	the	upper	right	hand	corner.		

4. Enter	in	our	class	code:	itw67o5	
	



http://nyti.ms/19vrfon

The Opinion Pages |  OP-ED CONTRIBUTORS

Why Machiavelli Still Matters

By JOHN T. SCOTT and ROBERT ZARETSKY DEC. 9, 2013

FIVE hundred years ago, on Dec. 10, 1513, Niccolò Machiavelli sent a letter to his

friend Francesco Vettori, describing his day spent haggling with local farmers and

setting bird traps for his evening meal. A typical day for the atypical letter writer,

who had changed from his mud-splattered clothes to the robes he once wore as a

high official in the Florentine republic.

Toward the end of the letter Machiavelli mentions for the first time a “little

work” he was writing on politics. This little work was, of course, “The Prince.”

One of the remarkable things about “The Prince” is not just what Machiavelli

wrote, but that he was able to write at all. Just 10 months earlier, he endured the

“strappado”: Hands tied behind his back, he was strung to a prison ceiling and

repeatedly plunged to the floor.

Having at the time just been given the task of overseeing the foreign policy and

defense of his native city, he was thrown out of his office when the Medici family

returned to power. The new rulers suspected him of plotting against them and

wanted to hear what he had to say. Machiavelli prided himself on not uttering a

word.

He may well have saved his words for “The Prince,” dedicated to a member of

the family who ordered his torture: Lorenzo de Medici. With the book, Machiavelli

sought to persuade Lorenzo that he was a friend whose experience in politics and

knowledge of the ancients made him an invaluable adviser.



History does not tell us if Lorenzo bothered to read the book. But if he did, he

would have learned from his would-be friend that there are, in fact, no friends in

politics.

“The Prince” is a manual for those who wish to win and keep power. The

Renaissance was awash in such how-to guides, but Machiavelli’s was different. To be

sure, he counsels a prince on how to act toward his enemies, using force and fraud in

war. But his true novelty resides in how we should think about our friends. It is at

the book’s heart, in the chapter devoted to this issue, that Machiavelli proclaims his

originality.

Set aside what you would like to imagine about politics, Machiavelli writes, and

instead go straight to the truth of how things really work, or what he calls the

“effectual truth.” You will see that allies in politics, whether at home or abroad, are

not friends.

Perhaps others had been deluded about the distinction because the same word

in Italian — “amici” — is used for both concepts. Whoever imagines allies are friends,

Machiavelli warns, ensures his ruin rather than his preservation.

There may be no students more in need of this insight, yet less likely to accept it,

than contemporary Americans, both in and outside the government. Like the

political moralizers Machiavelli aims to subvert, we still believe a leader should be

virtuous: generous and merciful, honest and faithful.

Yet Machiavelli teaches that in a world where so many are not good, you must

learn to be able to not be good. The virtues taught in our secular and religious

schools are incompatible with the virtues one must practice to safeguard those same

institutions. The power of the lion and the cleverness of the fox: These are the

qualities a leader must harness to preserve the republic.

For such a leader, allies are friends when it is in their interest to be. (We can,

with difficulty, accept this lesson when embodied by a Charles de Gaulle; we have

even greater difficulty when it is taught by, say, Hamid Karzai.) What’s more,

Machiavelli says, leaders must at times inspire fear not only in their foes but even in

their allies — and even in their own ministers.



What would Machiavelli have thought when President Obama apologized for

the fiasco of his health care rollout? Far from earning respect, he would say, all he

received was contempt. As one of Machiavelli’s favorite exemplars, Cesare Borgia,

grasped, heads must sometimes roll. (Though in Borgia’s case, he meant it quite

literally, though he preferred slicing bodies in half and leaving them in a public

square.)

Machiavelli has long been called a teacher of evil. But the author of “The Prince”

never urged evil for evil’s sake. The proper aim of a leader is to maintain his state

(and, not incidentally, his job). Politics is an arena where following virtue often leads

to the ruin of a state, whereas pursuing what appears to be vice results in security

and well-being. In short, there are never easy choices, and prudence consists of

knowing how to recognize the qualities of the hard decisions you face and choosing

the less bad as what is the most good.

Those of us who see the world, if not in Manichaean, at least in Hollywoodian

terms, will recoil at such claims. Perhaps we are right to do so, but we would be

wrong to dismiss them out of hand. If Machiavelli’s teaching concerning friends and

allies in politics is deeply disconcerting, it is because it goes to the bone of our

religious convictions and moral conventions. This explains why he remains as

reviled, but also as revered, today as he was in his own age.

John Scott and Robert Zaretsky are, respectively, the chairman of the department of

political science at the University of California, Davis, and a professor of history at the

University of Houston. They are the authors of “The Philosophers’ Quarrel: Rousseau,

Hume and the Limits of Human Understanding.”

A version of this oped appears in print on December 10, 2013, on page A31 of the New York edition with
the headline: Why Machiavelli Still Matters.
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