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Arguments against Manifest Destiny
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Introduction
A constitution was adopted in 1787 that addressed thirteen colonies. Later in 1803, more land was bought to America from France, and this made many Americans happy with the purchase of the land by Thomas Jefferson. However, the land was not acquired according to the law.  At that time, such kind of purchase was not considered a federal function.  I believe to support manifest destiny is risking the lives of the inhabitants and supporting injustice of humanity. For instance, during the removal of Indians, when settlers were seeking to expand their affluence, there was a contact that brought about friction with Indians who had earlier settled in those areas. The Indian removal act was designed to relocate them westwards. This incident brought a lot of harm as over 4000 Indians lost their lives as they were forced out of US troops' land.  For this risk associated with Manifest destiny, many critics affirmed and warned the dangers of this expansion. Sensibly, very important institutions in the country suffered following the country's spread to become extremely thin.
In John O'Sullivan on Manifest Destiny excerpt, the negative impacts of Manifest Destiny is evident. Such an expansion revealed a lack of humanity and exposed many nations to oppression Men were led by others to kill or slay others. This is a prove of how America revealed its disconnected position with other nations. As stated in the “song of the Era," the manifest destiny brought more harm to America's inhabitants. Due to this expansion, the Indians were the country's original inhabitants but were now forced out of their land, making ways for settlers. No one could be happy when forced out of his home. This inhuman could have led to homelessness among Indians. As evident in John O'Sullivan's calls for the Annexation of Texas, the harm of Manifest Destiny is clear. The country is portrayed to have been subjected to Annexation. This Annexation was viewed as a measure of America's unrighteousness and the kind of justice within the territory (O’Sullivan, 1839).
According to Senator Corwin Criticizes Concept of 'Manifest Destiny' Excerpts, we learn about the risk of territorial expansion during the congress, as suggested by Manifest Destiny. He sent a message of warning about the dangers behind the expansion of territory. The expansion appears to have corrupted the moral sense. “Blood, slaughter, desolation spread abroad over the land, and finally the conflagration of the old commercial metropolis of Russia."  For instance, the senator reveals in his message by pinpointing Russia's security after securing a share of the spoil of Poland. Here the dangers of Manifest Destiny are that blood and slaughter spread all over the land. 
In conclusion, Manifest Destiny brought more harm and injustice to the original inhabitants of America, like Indians.  Manifest Destiny's notion was geared towards the forceful acquisition of territories while forcing original inhabitants out. With this move, people were dislocated, many of them lost their land, and others died.
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