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Background materials found in The Origins of the Cold War: U.S. Choices After World War II by Choices for the 21st Century Education Program, Watson Institute for International Studies, Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island.   

Theme: 
· Values, beliefs, political ideas, and institutions
· Conflict and Cooperation

Habits of Mind (Critical Thinking Skills):
· To perceive past events and issues as they were experienced by people at the time, to develop historical empathy as opposed to present-mindedness.   HISTORICAL EMPATHY
· Prepare to live with uncertainties and exasperating even - perilous – unfinished business, realizing that not all problems have solutions.  HISTORY IS UNFINISHED BUSINESS
	 Bradley Commission on History in Schools.  Building a History Curriculum: Guidelines for Teaching History in Schools. 

Objective:  Explore and analyze the issues of the debate on U.S. Policy toward the Soviet Union in 1946.


Materials:
· Advisor’s Role - includes directions for debate, the setting, and background materials.
· Overview (four possible policy options to consider) - The Origins of the Cold War: U.S. Choices After World War II by Choices for the 21st Century Education Program, Watson Institute for International Studies,  Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island. p.24.
·  Policy option back ground - The Origins of the Cold War: U.S. Choices After World War II Choices for the 21st Century Education Program, Watson Institute for International Studies, Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island. pp. 25- 38. 
· Writing paper


Procedure:
After the students have been introduced to the timeline of U.S. involvement in World War II and the state of international politics in the post world affecting U.S.-Soviet relations in 1946  they will explore and analyze the issues of the debate on U.S. foreign policy.  The students will then become presidential advisors.  They will prepare to enter into a silent debate with another presidential advisor.  Each advisor hopes to win the other’s support before meeting with President Truman.  
Assign each student the stand they will take in the policy debate. Give the students the background information (based on primary sources) and time to analyze their assigned stand.  Be available to answer questions as the students prepare to make arguments for the debate.  Assign the students partners for the debate.  Each member of the partner team must have an opposing view point.   Explain to the students that they are going to do a silent debate and how this will be accomplished: students may not talk at any time during the debate but will write to each other on the same sheet of paper that will be passed back and forth when they are told to pass it.  Students will in the role of a presidential advisor address each other’s questions, concerns, answers and opinions on the possible U.S. policy toward the Soviet Union and International relations.   Individuals will be given a set amount of time to write (about two minutes each time the paper is passed – watch the students to judge how long they should write but it should not be a long period of time – time can be varied) After the first person writes a note to his or her partner’s character he or she will pass the paper to the partner who will write a response.  The student who is not writing will sit quietly and think of what he or she might want to write next.  Explain they will continue passing the paper back and forth so that each student will write 5 to 8 times. 
Another lesson strategy might be to give the students a set time and a minimum number of responses to complete.  

Assessment:  Students star and share their best arguments with the entire class.  A class debate may follow. Collect debates for individualized grading.
This lesson is designed to help students learn the critical thinking skill to perceive past events and issues as they were experienced by people at the time and to understand that history shows mankind needs to prepare to live with uncertainties and exasperating even - perilous – unfinished business.  These are not easy critical thinking skills to grasp.  Look for statements that show present-mindedness and help student’s to understand that present-mindedness is not historic empathy and it can color the way we study history.
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Advisor’s Role:
The year is 1946.  You are an advisor to President Truman. It is the night before you and other advisors will meet the president to share your ideas on U.S. policy, tactics, and strategies for Soviet and International relations. You are at a dinner party in a crowded room.  You meet a fellow advisor.  You both want to share your views on what should be America’s foreign policy.  You fear that you will be overheard.  Knowing you will only have a short time together you move to a small table on the far side of the room. 
You take part in a silent debate.  During the debate you argue to persuade your fellow advisor to your policy views. You are convinced that your policy considerations are best for the United States in this post war time and you want his support when you speak to the president in the morning.  Of course, the other advisor believes strongly in his views and will try to persuade you to his policy beliefs. 

Read:  International Politics in the Postwar World (The Origins of the Cold War: U.S. Choices After World War II by Choices for the 21st Century Education Program, Watson Institute for International Studies, Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island. p. 20)
This will set the historical context for your debate.  You want to perceive past events and issues as they were experienced by people at the time, to develop historical empathy as opposed to present-mindedness.   In this debate you do not know the rest of the story!  It is 1946.  You do not know what policy will be taken or what the results will turn out to be in the future.

Study and analyze the background information (based on primary sources) for your assigned policy option.  

Prepare to take part in a “silent debate” with a partner who will defend an opposing policy.  
Take a moment to review the Option in Brief Overview so you will be familiar with the other three possible view points.

During the “silent debate” you may not talk at any time. You will write to each other on the same sheet of paper that will be passed back and forth when you are told to pass it.  In the roles of presidential advisors you will address each other’s questions, concerns, answers and opinions on possible U.S. policies toward the Soviet Union and other countries.  You will be given a set amount of time to write (about two minutes each time the paper is passed – this may vary.)  After the first person writes a note to his or her debate partner - he or she will pass the paper to the partner who will write a response.  The student who is not writing will sit quietly and think of what he or she might want to write next. 
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LITTLE - PROGRESS MADE -
ON NEW MAP OF EUROPE

Many Apparently Insoluble Problems
Confront the Peace-Treaty Drafters

By

BERT L. MATTHEWS
By Wircles to T New Yoax Tz,
LONDON, Feb. 9—If anyone|unscrambling an egg. But even
doubts that peace is harder to that could be made simplé if power
make than war he has only to look |politics and nationalism ~were
at the map of Furope today. Nine not involved.. You could say “the
months have passed since hostili- Port of Trieste is to be interna-
ties ended in Europe and there are tionalized.» Since the city is over-
10 peace treaties, nor can there be Whelmingly Italian it should re-
any before autumn at best. _main Itallan. We will draw a
Machinery that was devised at frontier line down the Istrian Ren-,
Potsdam had monkey wrenches inSule which will leave as few
thrown into it at the Council of SI&VS Within Italy and as few
Foreign Ministers last autumn 1talians within Yugoslavia as pos
and is now creaking painfully SPle”
along at such a slow pace that this
weel only two mee{ing.! o 't TUsiHon of Trieste |
deputies of the United States, Brit. | But there is the fact that Yugo-
ain, France and Soviet Union, were, “1aVi2 i8 closely tied to Russia and
ot s e oo one way of getting down to the
It s difficult for ¢ach ucceed- Yoo Tonean 18 for the Soviet
ing generation to realize that cer- Umic (0 be indirectly connected,
tain problems are incapable of mu- it Trieste. In addition, intense
tually satistactory - arrangoment, Metionaliam is alway raised by the
There is no territorial and political POPIe™ Of Trieste.
settlement of the Rhine region , ABAn you move around tie map
that will permanently satisfy botn 0 the Austrian Tyrol which Ital-
the French and the Germans; no 1215 call the Alto Adige. Ethno-
frontier can be drawn in Venesia STePhically it is Austrian and it was
Giulia separating the Italians and PArt of Austria until 1919. But the
R 0000 97 Italians developed it industrially
end their future safety lies in|
meintaining the Brenner Pass
frontier. Why, they ask, reward
Austrle, who fought the Allies alll
through the war? B
Again power politics is interven-
ing. Ever since the Austrian
slections 2 few months ago, with|
their severe defeat for the Com-
munists, Russia. has been dissatis
tied with the Renner government,
One way of demonstrating that
harshness 15 to oppose Austrian'
demands for southern Tyrol and|
favor  Yugoslav demands for
Carinthia.

Ktalian Reparations

Then there are Russian demands|
for Italian reparations in which
Yugoslavia, Greece and Ethiopial
are algo interested.  Britain,|
France and the United States op-
pose these demands.

One must emphasize these de-|
3 tails of the Italian treaty because|
Williams in The Detrolt Fiee Press it is the first of the peace treaties’
that is to be drawn up and upon it
the Slavs; if you let Russia into the others will be based.
the Mediterranean you threaten However,
the existence of the British Em- tnat treaties with Bulgaria, Ru-
pire but if you dom't you offend monia and Hungary ,"_:f‘ going to
Russia, Whose pressire eVer bo plain sailing, For one,thing|

e they are going ermif
These are perennial problems wegy opgo ﬂfm‘&!’ m—‘ the first

and Europe is full of them but

there are also contemporary ones 1 once &nd the United s
connected with the special rela-
tions of the Soviet Union toward

“NO DOVE OF PEACE"

economic domination of _those

Thus, if you give Ttaly a peace ATMY:

treaty that satisfies Britain,

puted and. one must expect the,

protest strongly against Russian records,

Most of the areas shown will require settlement
in peace {reaties with ex-enemy countries,
SCHLESWIG, which Denmark demands from
Germany; the RUHR, which France wants inter-
nationalized; the RHINELAND, which she wants
detached from Germany; the SOUTHERN TYR-
OL, which Hitler gave Italy and which Austria
wants back; the VAL d’AOSTA, a French-speak-

ing region in Italy which France wants; the
BRIGA AND TENDA area which France has
also asked; ISTRIA, including Trieste, claimed by
Yugoslavia and Italy; MACEDONIA, astride the
Greek-Yugoslav border; THRACE, where Bul-
garia hopes to get an outlet to the Aegean; the
DARDANELLES and the DODECANESE, in
both of which Russia wants bases.

Y. Vishinsky in his first speech on| Drafts for all these treaties| One keeps thinking of that witty|
|Greece to the Security Council|should be ready not later than Apr. remark during the Council of For-|
made believe that Greece was a|15, and preferably Apr. 1, for there eign  Ministers meeting last au-
one must not think menace to her Bulgarian neighbor./is & twenty-one power peace con- tumn; “We mustn't have any more
The frontier between those peren-|ference celled for Paris on May 1. wars because the world can't stand|
nial enemies—the region known as| And then, some time or other, any more peace conferences.”
the Dobruja—is going to be dis- there will come the German peace

i |treaty which, despite Washington

Britain, soviet Union to support Bulgarla'reports, is far in the future. Other

tates to against Greece desplte their war'territorial problems will need rati-

fication sooner or later—Russian

m it Only with Finland, in 2 treaty annexation of Koeningsberg, the
her immense “Cordon Sanitaire” “OURtries, & complaint often lodged|that will be drawn up by the So- Polish move into eastern Germany,
that runs from Stettin to Trieste, Since their liberation by the Red|viet Union and Finland alone, does and the Russian move into eastern

there seem.to be any prospects of Poland. Czechoslovakia. and Po-
And there are territorial trou-|plain sailing, if only because the land are disputing their mutual

France and the United States, you bles ahead also. It wasn't for noth-|Finns must accept the terms to be frontier at Teschen. Ruthenia is

must give Bulgaria,
Hungary and Finland treaties that
satisfy the Soviet Union.

Moreover, great problems im-
pinge upon apparently minor ones.
It might seem easy to make a de-
cision about the future of Italian
colonies, yet it turns out to be one
of the biggest decisions facing the
great powers today simply be-
cause Moscow is demanding an
individual trusteeship over Tripo-
litania. This would bring Russia
deep into the Mediterranean, cut-
ting across the throat of Britain,
as Foreign Minister Ernest Bevin
put it.

Major Problems

Shall Italy be deprived forever
of her 'African colonies? Should
there be individual or collective
trusteeships over them? Granting
that Ethiopia goes back to the
Negus and the Ethiopians, shall
they also get Eritrea and Italian
Somaliland? What about the
Dodecanese Islands?

Remember that the Soviet Union
is reaching toward the Mediter-
ranean. The Dodecanese form a
screen protecting the Dardanelles
in Which the Soviet Union is.in-
tensely interested. The Russians
want bases-on or near the Darda-
nelles. Perhaps they would like a
few of the Dodecanese Islands.
Moreover, as the recent battle in
the Security Council showed, they
do not like the present set-up in
Greece.

Greece is dominated by Britain,
the Russians are obviously saying
to themselves. Why strengthen
Greece? So ever since last Sep-
tember the Soviet Union has been
blocking any settlement of the
Dodecanese problem. They simply
refuse, to discuss it or permit it
to be discussed.

Follow the map up the Adriatic
to Trieste and you find another
ifisoluble problem, as insoluble as

Rumania, ing that Vice Commissar Andreijoffered them.

|now Russian.
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