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Grade Level: 10th

Time Frame: 100 mins – one
block



Content Objectives
Students will be able to explain the aftermath of
WWII. (WHII.12c, NCSS global connections)









Assessments
Formative assessment regarding discussion
skills
o Speaking one at a time, no interrupting
o Not one or a few dominating discussion
o Referring to specific places in the text
o Building off of one another for a
discussion
o Supporting their ideas with evidence
from the text
Students will turn in an exit ticket






Skill Objectives
Students will analyze and interpret primary
and secondary sources. (WHII.1a, AP point of
view)
Students will develop their discussion skills by
supporting their comments with evidence from
the text and building off of their peers’
comments.
Materials
Copies of primary sources
White board, markers, and erasers
Computer with Internet
Classroom set up in discussion arrangement

Content


Aftermath
o Outcomes
 U.N. and The Declaration of Human Rights
 The “Iron Curtain”
 George Kennan’s Long Telegram / X Article



Instructional Strategies: Socratic Seminar
Lecture on Aftermath (10 - 15 minutes)



Teacher will model how to read and annotate the text. (10 minutes)



Students will be divided into two groups: One group will have the have a speech by Winston
Churchill on the “Iron Curtain.” The other group will have George Kennan’s X Article. (30 minutes)
o



Each student will read and annotate their document. Then they will fill out the
entrance ticket.

Socratic Seminars (45 minutes)

o

The first group will discuss their document. Then the second group will discuss their
document. Students will watch the discussion that they are not directly involved in and
take notes.

o

Questions for Iron Curtain speech

o





What is the Iron Curtain?



The Iron Curtain was a physical and philosophical barrier. How so?



Why does Churchill voice concern that the world may be drawn into another
war?



Do you think Churchill’s assessment of the situation is accurate?

Questions for Kennan article


How does Kennan suggest the United States deal with Soviet expansionism?



Why does he favor that particular stance?



According to Kennan, what expectations should the U. S. have about its
relationship with the Soviets?



Is Kennan’s assessment of the situation accurate?

Conclusion / Debrief (10-15 minutes)
o

The class will come together to debrief the seminar. Then they will fill out their exit
tickets and hand them in before leaving. Exit ticket will include essential question 3.

Winston Churchill: The Iron Curtain Speech – March 5, 1946
www.fordham.edu/halsall/mod/churchill-iron.html
…The United States stands at this time at the pinnacle of world power. It is a solemn
moment for the American Democracy. For with primacy in power is also joined an awe-inspiring
accountability to the future. If you look around you, you must feel not only the sense of duty
done but also you must feel anxiety lest you fall below the level of achievement. Opportunity is
here now, clear and shining for both our countries. To reject it or ignore it or fritter it away will
bring upon us all the long reproaches of the after-time. It is necessary that constancy of mind,
persistency of purpose, and the grand simplicity of decision shall guide and rule the conduct of
the English-speaking peoples in peace as they did in war. We must, and I believe we shall, prove
ourselves equal to this severe requirement.
…A shadow has fallen upon the scenes so lately lighted by the Allied victory. Nobody
knows what Soviet Russia and its Communist international organization intends to do in the
immediate future, or what are the limits, if any, to their expansive and proselytizing tendencies. I
have a strong admiration and regard for the valiant Russian people and for my wartime comrade,
Marshal Stalin. There is deep sympathy and goodwill in Britain - and I doubt not here also towards the peoples of all the Russias and a resolve to persevere through many differences and
rebuffs in establishing lasting friendships. We understand the Russian need to be secure on her
western frontiers by the removal of all possibility of German aggression. We welcome Russia to
her rightful place among the leading nations of the world. We welcome her flag upon the seas.
Above all, we welcome constant, frequent and growing contacts between the Russian people and
our own people on both sides of the Atlantic. It is my duty however, for I am sure you would

wish me to state the facts as I see them to you, to place before you certain facts about the present
position in Europe.
From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across
the Continent. Behind that line lie all the capitals of the ancient states of Central and Eastern
Europe. Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest and Sofia, all these
famous cities and the populations around them lie in what I must call the Soviet sphere, and all
are subject in one form or another, not only to Soviet influence but to a very high and, in many
cases, increasing measure of control from Moscow.
…If now the Soviet Government tries, by separate action, to build up a pro-Communist
Germany in their areas, this will cause new serious difficulties in the British and American
zones, and will give the defeated Germans the power of putting themselves up to auction
between the Soviets and the Western Democracies. Whatever conclusions may be drawn from
these facts - and facts they are - this is certainly not the Liberated Europe we fought to build up.
Nor is it one which contains the essentials of permanent peace.
The safety of the world requires a new unity in Europe, from which no nation should be
permanently outcast. It is from the quarrels of the strong parent races in Europe that the world
wars we have witnessed, or which occurred in former times, have sprung. Twice in our own
lifetime we have seen the United States, against their wishes and their traditions, against
arguments, the force of which it is impossible not to comprehend, drawn by irresistible forces,
into these wars in time to secure the victory of the good cause, but only after frightful slaughter
and devastation had occurred.
…In front of the iron curtain which lies across Europe are other causes for anxiety...
Again one cannot imagine a regenerated Europe without a strong France. All my public life I
have worked for a strong France and I never lost faith in her destiny, even in the darkest hours. I
will not lose faith now. However, in a great number of countries, far from the Russian frontiers
and throughout the world, Communist fifth columns are established and work in complete unity
and absolute obedience to the directions they receive from the Communist center.
...I have felt bound to portray the shadow which, alike in the west and in the east, falls
upon the world. I was a high minister at the time of the Versailles Treaty and a close friend of
Mr. Lloyd-George, who was the head of the British delegation at Versailles. I did not myself
agree with many things that were done, but I have a very strong impression in my mind of that
situation, and I find it painful to contrast it with that which prevails now. In those days there
were high hopes and unbounded confidence that the wars were over, and that the League of
Nations would become all-powerful. I do not see or feel that same confidence or even the same
hopes in the haggard world at the present time.
On the other hand I repulse the idea that a new war is inevitable; still more that it is
imminent. It is because I am sure that our fortunes are still in our own hands and that we hold the
power to save the future, that I feel the duty to speak out now that I have the occasion and the
opportunity to do so. I do not believe that Soviet Russia desires war. What they desire is the
fruits of war and the indefinite expansion of their power and doctrines. But what we have to
consider here to-day while time remains, is the permanent prevention of war and the
establishment of conditions of freedom and democracy as rapidly as possible in all countries.
Our difficulties and dangers will not be removed by closing our eyes to them. They will
not be removed by mere waiting to see what happens; nor will they be removed by a policy of
appeasement. What is needed is a settlement, and the longer this is delayed, the more difficult it
will be and the greater our dangers will become.

George Kennan: "X Article" (1947)
Based on the Long Telegram (1946)
http://www.historyguide.org/europe/kennan.html
…It must inevitably be assumed in Moscow that the aims of the capitalist world are
antagonistic to the Soviet regime, and therefore to the interests of the peoples it controls. If the
Soviet government occasionally sets its signature to documents which would indicate the
contrary, this is to be regarded as a tactical maneuver permissible in dealing with the enemy
(who is without honor) and should be taken in the spirit of caveat emptor. Basically, the
antagonism remains. It is postulated. And from it flows many of the phenomena which we find
disturbing in the Kremlin's conduct of foreign policy: the secretiveness, the lack of frankness, the
duplicity, the wary suspiciousness, and the basic unfriendliness of purpose. These phenomena
are there to stay, for the foreseeable future… But we should not be misled by tactical maneuvers.
These characteristics of Soviet policy, like the postulate from which they flow, are basic to the
internal nature of Soviet power, and will be with us, whether in the foreground or the
background, until the internal nature of Soviet power is changed.
This means we are going to continue for long time to find the Russians difficult to deal
with. It does not mean that they should be considered as embarked upon a do-or-die program to
overthrow our society by a given date. The theory of the inevitability of the eventual fall of
capitalism has the fortunate connotation that there is no hurry about it. The forces of progress can
take their time in preparing the final coup de grâce.
…But we have seen that the Kremlin is under no ideological compulsion to accomplish
its purposes in a hurry. It is dealing in ideological concepts which are of long-term validity, and
it can afford to be patient. It has no right to risk the existing achievements of the revolution for
the sake of vain baubles of the future… Thus the Kremlin has no compunction about retreating in
the face of superior forces. And being under the compulsion of no timetable, it does not get
panicky under the necessity for such retreat. Its political action is a fluid stream which moves
constantly, wherever it is permitted to move, toward a given goal. Its main concern is to make
sure that it has filled every nook and cranny available to it in the basin of world power. But if it
finds unassailable barriers in its path, it accepts these philosophically and accommodates itself to
them. The main thing is that there should always be pressure, unceasing constant pressure,
toward the desired goal. There is no trace of any feeling in Soviet psychology that that goal must
be reached at any given time.
…In these circumstances it is clear that the main element of any United States policy
toward the Soviet Union must be that of long-term, patient but firm and vigilant containment of
Russian expansive tendencies. It is important to note, however, that such a policy has nothing to
do with outward histrionics: with threats or blustering or superfluous gestures of outward
"toughness." While the Kremlin is basically flexible in its reaction to political realities, it is by no
means un-amenable to considerations of prestige. Like almost any other government, it can be
placed by tactless and threatening gestures in a position where it cannot afford to yield even
though this might be dictated by its sense of realism. The Russian leaders are keen judges of
human psychology, and as such they are highly conscious that loss of temper and of self-control
is never a source of strength in political affairs. They are quick to exploit such evidences of
weakness. For these reasons it is a sine qua non of successful dealing with Russia that the foreign
government in question should remain at all times cool and collected and that its demands on

Russian policy should be put forward in such a manner as to leave the way open for a
compliance not too detrimental to Russian prestige.
Part III
In the light of the above, it will be clearly seen that the Soviet pressure against the free
institutions of the western world is something that can be contained by the adroit and vigilant
application of counter-force at a series of constantly shifting geographical and political points,
corresponding to the shifts and maneuvers of Soviet policy, but which cannot be charmed or
talked out of existence. The Russians look forward to a duel of infinite duration, and they see
that already they have scored great successes. It must be borne in mind that there was a time
when the Communist Party represented far more of a minority in the sphere of Russian national
life than Soviet power today represents in the world community.
…
Part IV
It is clear that the United States cannot expect in the foreseeable future to enjoy political
intimacy with the Soviet regime. It must continue to regard the Soviet Union as a rival, not a
partner, in the political arena. It must continue to expect that Soviet policies will reflect no
abstract love of peace and stability, no real faith in the possibility of a permanent happy
coexistence of the Socialist and capitalist worlds, but rather a cautious, persistent pressure
toward the disruption and, weakening of all rival influence and rival power.
Balanced against this are the facts that Russia, as opposed to the western world in
general, is still by far the weaker party, that Soviet policy is highly flexible, and that Soviet
society may well contain deficiencies which will eventually weaken its own total potential. This
would of itself warrant the United States entering with reasonable confidence upon a policy of
firm containment, designed to confront the Russians with unalterable counter-force at every
point where they show signs of encroaching upon the interests of a peaceful and stable world.
…It would be an exaggeration to say that American behavior unassisted and alone could
exercise a power of life and death over the Communist movement and bring about the early fall
of Soviet power in Russia. But the United States has it in its power to increase enormously the
strains under which Soviet policy must operate, to force upon the Kremlin a far greater degree of
moderation and circumspection than it has had to observe in recent years, and in this way to
promote tendencies which must eventually find their outlet in either the breakup or the gradual
mellowing of Soviet power.

