Homework Packet
U.S. History and Government
Mr. J. Covey

Historical Context - Cold War Timeline
Building Context
Objecti
ve

What was the Cold War? What happened during the Cold War? How long was the Cold
War?

Directions: Review the Cold War timeline on the next page. Answer the questions below
to help you guide your review and shape your understanding of the Cold War.
Analysis Questions:
1) After reviewing the Cold War timeline, what patterns, if any, do you notice about
US and USSR relations during the Cold War?

2) What was NATO? What was the name of the similar alliance formed by the USSR /
Soviet Union?

3) How long was the US involved in the Vietnam War?

4) For approximately how long did the Berlin Wall separate East and West Berlin?

5) What else stands out to you about the Cold War after reviewing this timeline?

Historical Context - Early Cold War foreign policy
Building Context
Objective

What were some early cold war policy suggestions made to President Truman
regarding US - USSR relations? What shaped early cold war policy towards
the USSR?

Directions: Read the primary source documents attached, use these documents to help you fill
out the chart below.
George Kennan
Sourcing:
What is the
author’s
perspective?

Sourcing:
Which source do
you think is more
reliable? Why?

Close Reading:
Compare and
contrast the
reasons the two
sources give as to
why the USSR
distrusts the US.

Close Reading:
What were the
authors’
suggestions for US
policy towards the
USSR at this early

Henry Wallace

stage of the Cold
War? How are they
similar? How are
they different?

The Long Telegram - George Kennan | February 22nd 1946
George F. Kennan worked for the U.S. State Department as an expert on Russia. He spent
much of the 1930s attached to the U.S. embassy in Moscow, where he witnessed firsthand the
internal workings of the Soviet Union, including the show trials in which Stalin condemned
thousands of suspected political opponents to death. This experience convinced Kennan that
there was little hope for lasting cooperation between the Soviet Union and the West. In May
1944, he was appointed deputy chief of the U.S. mission in Moscow. Having spent years
studying the history of Russia and the Soviet Union, he sent this telegram to Washington,
offering his views on why the Soviets were behaving as they were.
Why doesn’t Russia trust the Western world? ...At the bottom of the Kremlin’s neurotic view of
world affairs is the traditional and instinctive Russian sense of insecurity...To this was added, as
Russia came into contact with an economically advanced West, fear of the more competent, more
powerful, more highly organized societies in that area. This insecurity was one that only affected
the rulers, not the Russian people...for the rulers feared that if the people realized their form of
government and economy was old and outdated, they would rebel...For this reason they have
always feared foreign influence, feared direct contact between the Western world and their own,
feared what would happen if the Russians learned the truth about the world or if foreigners
learned the truth about the world within Russia…
What will they do next? I think the Russians will:
1.

Wherever it is considered timely and promising, efforts will be made to expand Soviet
power and influence over other nations.

2. Develop internal policy devoted to increasing in every way strength and prestige of Soviet
state including intensive military-industrialization...maximum development of military
forces
3. Work to undermine the general political and strategic potential of major Western powers.
Efforts will be made in such countries to disrupt national unity...Here poor will be set
against rich, black against white, young against old, newcomers against established
residents, etc
4. In foreign countries Communists will work toward the destruction of all forms of personal
independence, economic, political, or moral…. Their system can only works when

individuals have been brought into complete dependence on higher power (Soviet State)
- thus persons who are financially independent - such as individual businessmen, estate
owners, successful farmers, artisans, and all those who exercise local leadership such as
popular local clergyman or political figures, are repellent and the Soviets will try to destroy
them...
5.

Everything possible will be done to set major Western powers against each other.
Anti-British talk will be plugged among Americans, anti-American talk among British.
Where suspicions exist, they will be fanned; where not, ignited.

This is admittedly not a pleasant picture. The problem of how to cope with this force is
undoubtedly the greatest task our diplomacy has ever faced and probably the greatest it will
ever have to face. It should be the point of departure from which our political general staff work
at the present juncture should proceed….
For these reasons I think we may approach calmly and with good heart the problem of how to
deal with Russia. As to how this approach should be made, I only wish to advance, by way of
conclusion, the following comments:
1. Our first step must be to apprehend, and recognize for what it is, the nature of the movement
with which we are dealing. We must study it with courage, detachment, objectivity…
2. We must see that our public is educated to the realities of Russian situation. I cannot
overemphasize the importance of this. The press cannot do this alone. It must be done mainly by
government, which is necessarily more experienced and better informed on the practical
problems involved…
3. Much depends on the health and vigor of our own society. World communism is like a
malignant parasite which feeds only on diseased tissue. This is the point at which domestic and
foreign policies meet. Every courageous and incisive measure to solve the internal problems of
our own society, to improve the self-confidence, discipline, morale, and community spirit of our
own people…we have to resolve the issues affecting the US internally.
4. We must formulate and put forward for other nations a much more positive and constructive
picture of the sort of world we would like to see than we have put forward in the past. It is not
enough to urge the people to develop political processes similar to our own (democracy)]. Many
foreign peoples, in Europe at least, are tired and frightened by the experiences of the past, and
are less interested in abstract freedom than in security. They are seeking guidance rather than
responsibilities. We should be better able than the Russians to give them this. And unless we do,
the Russians certainly will.

Achieving an Atmosphere of Mutual Trust and Confidence Henry Wallace - July 1946
Henry A. Wallace (1888-1965) grew up on a farm in Iowa, and graduated from Iowa State
College in 1910. In 1915 he founded a business that remains to this day one of the most
profitable agricultural corporations in the United States. In 1933 Franklin D. Roosevelt named
him Secretary of Agriculture, a position which Wallace held until FDR selected him as his
running mate for the 1940 presidential election. As vice president he became increasingly
outspoken in his liberal views, leading FDR to drop him from the ticket in 1944 in favor of Harry
Truman. However, he remained in the cabinet as Secretary of Commerce, and he remained in
this post after Truman became president in May 1945. In July 1946 he sent this letter to
President Truman, expressing his concern about the growing tensions between the United
States and the Soviet Union. Truman asked Wallace to resign in September 1946.
...The months just ahead may well be the crucial period which will decide whether the civilized
world will go down in destruction after the five or ten years needed for several nations to arm
themselves with atomic bombs. How do American actions since V-J Day [Victory over Japan Day,
that is, the end of World War II] appear to other nations? I mean by actions the concrete things
like $13 billion for the War and Navy Departments, the tests of the atomic bomb and continued
production of bombs, the plan to arm Latin America with our weapons, production of B-29s [a
type of heavy bomber] and planned production of B-36s [another type of bomber], and the effort
to secure air bases spread over half the globe from which the other half of the globe can be

bombed. I cannot but feel that these actions must make it look to the rest of the world as if we
were only paying lip service to peace at the conference table.
These facts rather make it appear either:
(1) that we are preparing ourselves to win the war which we regard as inevitable
or
(2) that we are trying to build up a military force to intimidate the rest of mankind.
...I should list the factors which make for Russian distrust of the United States and of the Western
world as
follows:
The first - Russian history for over a thousand years has been a succession of attempts, often
unsuccessful, to resist invasion and conquest—by the Mongols, the Turks, the Swedes, the
Germans and the Poles. The scant thirty years of the existence of the Soviet Government has in
Russian eyes been a continuation of their historical struggle for national existence. The first four
years of the new regime, from 1917 through 1921, were spent in resisting attempts at destruction
by the Japanese, British and French, with some American assistance….. Then, in 1941, the Soviet
State was almost conquered by the Germans ... The Russians, therefore, obviously see
themselves as fighting for their existence in a hostile world.
Second, it follows that to the Russians all of the defense and security measures of the Western
powers
seem to have an aggressive intent. Our actions to expand our military security system...appear to
them as
going far beyond the requirements of defense. I think we might feel the same if the United States
were
the only capitalistic country in the world, and the principal socialist countries were creating a level
of
armed strength far exceeding anything in their previous history....How would it look to us if Russia
had the atomic bomb and we did not, if Russia had 10,000 mile bombers and air bases within a
thousand miles of our coastlines, and we did not?
Finally, our resistance to her attempts to obtain warm water ports and her own security system in
the
form of “friendly” neighboring states seems, from the Russian point of view, to clinch the case.
After
twenty-five years of isolation and after having achieved the status of a major power, Russia
believes that
she is entitled to recognition of her new status. Our interest in establishing democracy in Eastern
Europe,
where democracy by and large has never existed, seems to her an attempt to reestablish the

encirclement
of unfriendly neighbors which was created after the last war and which might serve as a
springboard of
still another effort to destroy her.
WHAT WE SHOULD DO
We should ascertain from a fresh point of view what Russia believes to be essential to her own
security as a prerequisite to the writing of the peace and to cooperation in the construction of a
world order. We should be prepared to judge her requirements against the background of what
we ourselves and the British have insisted upon as essential to our respective security. We
should be prepared... to agree to reasonable Russian guarantees of security... We should be
prepared to negotiate a treaty which will establish a definite sequence of events for the
establishment of international control and development of atomic energy. This, I believe, is the
most important single question, and the one on which the present trend is definitely toward
deadlock rather than ultimate agreement.
We should make an effort to counteract the irrational fear of Russia which is being systematically
built up in the American people by certain individuals and publications. The slogan that
communism and capitalism, regimentation and democracy, cannot continue to exist in the same
world is, from a historical point of view, pure propaganda. Several religious doctrines, all claiming
to be the only true gospel and salvation, have existed side by side with a reasonable degree of
tolerance for centuries. This country was for the first half of its national life a democratic island in
a world dominated by absolutist governments [that is, absolute monarchies, in which the king’s
word was law].
We should not act as if we too felt that we were threatened in today’s world. We are by far the
most powerful nation in the world, the only Allied nation which came out of the war without
devastation and much stronger than before the war. Any talk on our part about the need for
strengthening our defenses further is bound to appear hypocritical to other nations.

Historical Context - Early Cold War foreign policy
Building Context
Written Task

What were some early cold war policy suggestions made to President Truman
regarding US - USSR relations? What shaped early cold war policy towards
the USSR?

Written Task - Using the documents above, and your knowledge of US History, please
complete the following:
Imagine it is 1946, and you are an advisor to President Truman. You have been given both
of these memos and asked to recommend the policy suggestions contained in one of them
to President Truman at a meeting on September 1, 1946.

❖ Which policies, the suggestions made by George Kennan or Henry Wallace, do you
think are the best to shape US foreign policy towards the USSR in the coming
months?
❖ Why do you think this is the best advice?
❖ Keep in mind the following historical context: WW2 recently ended and as a result of
the negotiations at Yalta and Potsdam, the relationship between the US and USSR
has deteriorated.
In three paragraphs, argue in favor of the suggestions made by George Kennan or Henry
Wallace.
●

Explain how you made your decision.

●

Describe how you think this decision and the policies you are suggesting will protect
US citizens during the Cold War.

●

describe means “to illustrate something in words or tell about it”

●

explain means “to make plain or understandable; to give reasons for or causes of; to
show the logical development or relationships of”

●

argue means to “give reasons or cite evidence in support of an idea, action, or theory,
typically with the aim of persuading others to share one's view.”

Marshall Plan
Evaluating Sources
Objective

What was the Marshall Plan? Why was the Marshall Plan necessary? What
was the impact of the Marshall Plan on Western Europe?

Contextualization: Watch this video clip on the Marshall Plan and answer the questions
below.

1) What was the Marshall Plan?

2) How much money did the Marshall Plan give in aid to foreign nations?

3) What did George Marshall do in the military during World War 2? How might his
involvement in World War 2 have influenced his development of the Marshall Plan?

4) From April 1948 to December 1951, what did the US ship to European countries?

5) How was the Marshall Plan economically advantageous to the United States? Cite
evidence from the video clip to support your claims.

6) Why didn’t Poland and Czechoslovakia benefit from the Marshall Plan?

7) How did the Marshall Plan help promote the US foreign policy of containment? Cite
evidence from the video clip to support your claims.

8) Did the Marshall Plan work? What evidence does the video clip provide in support of
your answer?

Document Analysis: Analyze three primary sources on the Marshall Plan and answer the
analysis questions.
Primary Source Document #1: George C. Marshall, “Marshall Plan” speech,
Harvard University, June 5th 1947 Note: Words that are underlined are defined below the excerpt.

I need not tell you gentlemen that the world situation is very serious. That must be
apparent to all intelligent people. I think one difficulty is that the problem is one of
such enormous complexity that the very mass of facts presented to the public by
press and radio make it exceedingly difficult for the man in the street to reach a clear
appraisement of the situation. Furthermore, the people of this country are distant
from the troubled areas of the earth and it is hard for them to comprehend the plight
and consequent reactions of the long-suffering peoples, and the effect of those
reactions on their governments in connection with our efforts to promote peace in
the world...
In considering the requirements for the rehabilitation of Europe, the physical loss of
life, the visible destruction of cities, factories, mines, and railroads was correctly
estimated, but it has become obvious during recent months that this visible
destruction was probably less serious than the dislocation of the entire fabric of
European economy. For the past 10 years conditions have been highly abnormal.
The feverish preparation for war and the more feverish maintenance of the war effort
engulfed all aspects of national economies. Machinery has fallen into disrepair or is
entirely obsolete...In many countries, confidence in the local currency has been
severely shaken. The breakdown of the business structure of Europe during the war
was complete. Recovery has been seriously harmed by the fact that two years after
the close of hostilities a peace settlement with Germany and Austria has not been
agreed upon.
The farmer has always produced the foodstuffs to exchange with the city dweller for
the other necessities of life. This division of labor is the basis of modern civilization.
At the present time it is threatened with breakdown. The town and city industries are
not producing adequate goods to exchange with the food-producing farmer. Raw
materials and fuel are in short supply. Machinery is lacking or worn out. The farmer or

the peasant cannot find the goods for sale which he desires to purchase. So the sale
of his farm produce for money which he cannot use seems to him an unprofitable
transaction. He, therefore, has withdrawn many fields from crop cultivation and is
using them for grazing. He feeds more grain to stock and finds for himself and his
family an ample supply of food, however short he may be on clothing and the other
ordinary gadgets of civilization. Meanwhile people in the cities are short of food and
fuel. So the governments are forced to use their foreign money and credits to
procure these necessities abroad. This process exhausts funds which are urgently
needed for reconstruction. Thus a very serious situation is rapidly developing which
bodes no good for the world. The modern system of the division of labor upon which
the exchange of products is based is in danger of breaking down.
The truth of the matter is that Europe’s requirements for the next three or four years
of foreign food and other essential products—principally from America—are so much
greater than her present ability to pay that she must have substantial additional help
or face economic, social, and political deterioration of a very grave character.
… It is logical that the United States should do whatever it is able to do to assist in
the return of normal economic health in the world, without which there can be no
political stability and no assured peace. Our policy is directed not against any
country or doctrine but against hunger, poverty, desperation, and chaos. Its purpose
should be the revival of a working economy in the world so as to permit the
emergence of political and social conditions in which free institutions can exist …
Any assistance that this government may render in the future should provide a cure
rather than a mere palliative....Any government which maneuvers to block the
recovery of other countries cannot expect help from us. Furthermore, governments,
political parties, or groups which seek to perpetuate human misery in order to profit
therefrom politically or otherwise will encounter the opposition of the United States...

Vocabulary
Appraisement - to evaluate the worth of something
Rehabilitation - to restore a broken or damaged good, person, or item to working condition
Obsolete - no longer used, old technology
Cultivation - act of growing and gathering something from the lands

Primary Source Document #1 - Analysis Questions:

1) Sourcing: Keeping in mind George Marshall’s perspective and background, why might
he be a reliable source on the needs of Europe post-World War 2?

2) Sourcing: In the first paragraph of this excerpt of Marshall’s speech, he says:
“I think one difficulty is that the problem is one of such enormous complexity that the very mass of facts
presented to the public by press and radio make it exceedingly difficult for the man in the street to reach
a clear appraisement of the situation. Furthermore, the people of this country are distant from the
troubled areas of the earth and it is hard for them to comprehend the plight and consequent reactions of
the long-suffering peoples, and the effect of those reactions on their governments in connection with our
efforts to promote peace in the world…”

According to George Marshall, why might it be difficult for an average American to have
an understanding of the needs of Europe post-World War 2?

3) Contextualization: A
 ccording to George Marshall, what are the needs of Europe
post-World War 2? Why is the Marshall Plan necessary?

a) Corroboration & Contextualization: Does George Marshall provide any evidence
for his claims as to what Europe is struggling with post-World War 2?

b) Corroboration & Contextualization: Whose perspective on the needs of Western
Europe post-World War 2 are missing in this speech? Why might that be
important to notice?

4) Close Reading: Towards the end of this excerpt, Marshall says:
“… It is logical that the United States should do whatever it is able to do to assist in the return of normal

economic health in the world, without which there can be no political stability and no assured peace. Our
policy is directed not against any country or doctrine but against hunger, poverty, desperation, and
chaos. Its purpose should be the revival of a working economy in the world so as to permit the
emergence of political and social conditions in which free institutions can exist...Any government which
maneuvers to block the recovery of other countries cannot expect help from us…”

According to this section, how does the Marshall Plan connect to the US foreign policy of
containment outlined in the Truman Doctrine?

Primary Source Document #2: “It’s the same thing without mechanical problems” by Herb
Block, January 26, 1949. Published in the Washington Post.
Note: H
 erbert Lawrence Block was a prolific American political cartoonist from Chicago. He
worked for many years as an editorial cartoonist for the Washington Post.

Primary Source Document #2 - Analysis Questions:

1) Sourcing: Where was this cartoon published? Who is the audience for this political
cartoon? Why might that be important to notice?

2) Close Reading: According to this political cartoon, has the impact of the Marshall Plan
on Western Europe been positive or negative? Cite evidence from the cartoon to
support your claims.

3) Close Reading; According to this cartoon, how did the United States funded Marshall
Plan on Western Europe compare to the Soviet Union plan for the recovery of Eastern
Europe?

a) Contextualization: W
 hen was the cartoon published? How do you think the early
Cold War influenced the perspective of the cartoonist on the Marshall Plan?

4) Close Reading: What do you think the cartoonist wanted his audience to think after
viewing this cartoon? Cite evidence from the cartoon to support your claims.

5) Sourcing: Do you think this is a reliable source of information on the Marshall Plan, the
impact of the Marshall Plan, or the Soviet plan for recovery? Why or why not?

Primary Source Document #3: Jo Spier. The Marshall Plan and You.
The Hague, the Netherlands: Ministry of Economic Affairs, 1949
From the Library of Congress: Many European governments produced materials to explain
the Marshall Plan to their citizens, such as this booklet printed by the Ministry of Economic
Affairs of the Netherlands. The text and artwork are by Jo Spier (1900–1978), a Dutch, Jewish
artist and writer who had been imprisoned in a German concentration camp during World
War II and who emigrated to the U.S. in 1951.
A note in this English edition states that the original Dutch version, published in November
1949, was distributed to employers and employees, professional groups, teachers, students,
and other groups in the Netherlands. It reached 2.5 million readers out of a total population
of 10 million, a quarter of the nation.

Primary Source Document #3 - Analysis Questions:
1) Sourcing: What is the perspective of the artist who created this advertisement? Why
might that be important to notice?

2) Sourcing: Who was the intended audience of this primary source document? Why
might that be important to notice?

3) Sourcing and Contextualization: W
 hy was this primary source created? What was the
intended purpose of the document?

4) Sourcing: Do you think it is a reliable source of information on the impact of the
Marshall Plan? Why or why not?

5) Close Reading: According to this source, does the Marshall Plan have a positive or
negative impact on the Netherlands?

6) Contextualization: H
 ow does the purpose and intended audience of this document
potentially bias the claims the document makes about the Marshall Plan?

Marshall Plan
Evaluating Sources

Written
Task

What was the Marshall Plan? Why was the Marshall Plan necessary? What
was the impact of the Marshall Plan on Western Europe?

Written Task - Using the documents above, and your knowledge of US History, please
complete the following:
Evaluate: In one paragraph:
● According to Primary Source Document #1, why was the Marshall Plan necessary?
● Do you think Primary Source Document #1 is a reliable source of information on why
the Marshall Plan was necessary? Why or why not?
Evaluate: In one paragraph:
● According to primary source documents #2 and 3, what was the impact of the
Marshall Plan on Western Europe?
● Do you think primary source documents #2 and 3 are reliable sources of information
on the impact of the Marshall Plan? Why or why not?
● What sorts of sources could you further research to corroborate the claims made in
documents #2 and #3 about the impact of the Marshall Plan?
●

evaluate means to “examine and judge the significance, worth, or condition of; to
determine the value of ”

Vietnam War Political Cartoons
Using Evidence
Objective

What can we learn about reactions and responses towards the Vietnam War by
analyzing political cartoons?

Pre-Analysis:  Answer the pre-analysis questions below.
Pre-Analysis:
1) Why do you think historians study political cartoons?

2) What do you think is easy about interpreting a political cartoon?

3) What do you struggle with when it comes to interpreting a political cartoon?

Primary Source Document Analysis
Directions - Individual Cartoon Analysis: You have been assigned to review one political
cartoon on the Vietnam War. Annotate the cartoon using the labelled prompts. When you are
done, in the space below your cartoon, jot down what you think the main idea or point the
cartoonist was trying to make with this illustration. Be ready to share your cartoon, your
annotations, and main idea with your partners.
Directions - Group Work: Share with your group your political cartoon, your annotations, and
what you think the main idea of your cartoon is. When you are done, use the chart below to
compare and contrast your cartoons.

Similarities:
What do these
political cartoons
have in common?
Think about tone,
symbols, main idea,
who is depicted, etc.

Differences:
What is different
about these political
cartoons?

Think about tone,
symbols, main idea,
who is depicted, etc.

Political Cartoon #1: “The Other Ascent into the Unknown” by Herblock June 1965
Original Cartoon

Directions: Closely exam the political cartoon below. Annotate it using the labeled prompts. When you
are done, in the box below, jot down what you think the main idea or point the cartoonist was trying to
make with this illustration. Cite two pieces of evidence from the cartoon to support your claims about the
main idea.

Main Idea / Main Point of Cartoon:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Political Cartoon #2: “Our Position Hasn’t Changed at All” by Herblock June 1965
Original Cartoon

Directions: Closely exam the political cartoon below. Annotate it using the labeled prompts. When you
are done, in the box below, jot down what you think the main idea or point the cartoonist was trying to
make with this illustration. Cite two pieces of evidence from the cartoon to support your claims about the
main idea.

Main Idea / Main Point of Cartoon:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Political Cartoon #3: “The Strategists” by Bill Mauldin 1966
Original Cartoon

Directions: Closely exam the political cartoon below. Annotate it using the labeled prompts. When you
are done, in the box below, jot down what you think the main idea or point the cartoonist was trying to
make with this illustration. Cite two pieces of evidence from the cartoon to support your claims about the
main idea.

Main Idea / Main Point of Cartoon:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Evidence from cartoon for your claim about the main
idea:

Vietnam War Political Cartoons
Using Evidence
Written Task

What can we learn about reactions and responses towards the Vietnam War by
analyzing political cartoons?

Directions: Using information from the documents above, please respond to the following
task.
Task: Read the prompt below. Using the sources provided, the documents above, and your
knowledge of U.S. history, respond to the prompt below:
Pick two of the political cartoons attached above. For the two cartoons you choose explain
the following:
●

How does the cartoonist use stairs as an analogy for or symbol to represent the
escalation of the Vietnam War?

●

What do these two political cartoons tell you about how the American public felt
about the escalation of the Vietnam War in the 1960’s?

Your response should be at least two paragraphs long.
Cite at least two pieces of evidence from the cartoons to support your claims.
●

explain means “to make plain or understandable; to give reasons for or causes of; to
show the logical development or relationships of”

The Cuban Missile Crisis
Analysis
Objective

Why did the United States and Soviet Union come to the brink of nuclear war in
1962?

Contextualization: Review the historical and geographical context below. Answer the analysis
questions that follow each.
Historical Context: 1947 - 1962
Following World War II, intense peace negotiations began. During these negotiations, tensions
that had already existed between the Soviet Union and the United States intensified. By 1947,
the distrust heightened between the United States and USSR leading to a conflict we now call
the Cold War.
The early Cold War was dominated by the United States following a plan of containment, as
outlined in the Truman Doctrine. One of the key programs of this policy was the Marshall Plan
for European Recovery.
While the threat of nuclear warfare hovered over the Cold War, the Cold War rarely became
“hot” (an exception being the Korean War from 1950 - 1953).
In September 1962, United States planes flying over Cuba discovered the presence of several
ballistic missiles. Throughout the month of October, the United States and the Soviet Union
came the closest the world has ever come to nuclear war.
Historical Context - Analysis Questions:
1) Which two major superpowers were at odds during the Cold War?

2) Define / identify the following terms mentioned above:
a) Truman Doctrine
b) Marshall Plan
c) Korean War
3) What happened in September 1962?

Geographical Context:  Below are two maps of the Western Hemisphere & North American
nations.

Geographical Analysis Question:
1) According to these maps - where is Cuba in relation to the United States?

Primary Source Document Analysis - Watch: JFK’s Radio and Television Report to the
American People on the Soviet Arms Buildup in Cuba, October 22nd 1962. After
watching the speech, read the excerpts below and answer the analysis questions that
follow.

Speech Analysis - Excerpt 1 (0:38 - 1:10, 1:37 - 3:00)
This Government, as promised, has maintained the closest surveillance of the Soviet Military
buildup on the island of Cuba. Within the past week, unmistakable evidence has established
the fact that a series of offensive missile sites is now in preparation on that imprisoned island.
The purpose of these bases can be none other than to provide a nuclear strike capability
against the Western Hemisphere.
...The characteristics of these new missile sites indicate two distinct types of installations.
Several of them include medium range ballistic missiles capable of carrying a nuclear warhead
for a distance of more than 1,000 nautical miles. Each of these missiles, in short, is capable of
striking Washington, D.C., the Panama Canal, Cape Canaveral, Mexico City, or any other city in

the southeastern part of the United States, in Central America, or in the Caribbean area….In
addition, jet bombers, capable of carrying nuclear weapons, are now being uncrated and
assembled in Cuba, while the necessary air bases are being prepared.
...The size of this undertaking makes clear that it has been planned for some months...
Analysis Questions - Excerpt 1
1) Close Reading: According to President Kennedy, are these missiles capable of reaching
the United States if launched? Cite evidence from the text to support your claims.

2) Analysis: Why do you think President Kennedy says to the American people “...The size
of this undertaking makes clear that it has been planned for some months”? What is he
suggesting to the American people?

3) Analysis: How would you describe the tone and word choice of President Kennedy in
this excerpt? Keeping in mind the audience and purpose of his speech, why do you
think he made these choices?

Speech Analysis - Excerpt 2 (5:40 - 8:15)
...Neither the United States of America nor the world community of nations can tolerate
deliberate deception and offensive threats on the part of any nation, large or small. We no
longer live in a world where only the actual firing of weapons represents a sufficient challenge
to a nation's security to constitute maximum peril. Nuclear weapons are so destructive and
ballistic missiles are so swift, that any substantially increased possibility of their use or any
sudden change in their deployment may well be regarded as a definite threat to peace.
For many years both the Soviet Union and the United States, recognizing this fact, have
deployed strategic nuclear weapons with great care, never upsetting the precarious status quo
which insured that these weapons would not be used in the absence of some vital challenge.

Our own strategic missiles have never been transferred to the territory of any other nation
under a cloak of secrecy and deception...
...But this secret, swift, and extraordinary buildup of Communist missiles--in an area well
known to have a special and historical relationship to the United States and the nations of the
Western Hemisphere, in violation of Soviet assurances, and in defiance of American and
hemispheric policy--this sudden, clandestine decision to station strategic weapons for the first
time outside of Soviet soil--is a deliberately provocative and unjustified change in the status
quo which cannot be accepted by this country, if our courage and our commitments are ever
to be trusted again by either friend or foe.
Analysis Questions - Excerpt 2
1) Close Reading: According to President Kennedy, does the buildup of missiles indicate a
threat to the United States from the Soviet Union? Cite evidence from the text to
support your answer.

2) Contextualization and Analysis: K
 eeping in mind historical context of 1962 - the Cold
War, Space Race, and the diplomatic relationship between the Soviet Union and United
States - do you agree with President Kennedy that the “secret, swift, extraordinary
buildup of Communist missiles…” is a threat to the safety of the United States? Why or
why not?

3) Analysis: How would you describe the tone of this section of President Kennedy’s
speech? Cite textual evidence to support your claims.

Speech Analysis - Excerpt 3 (9:25 - 11:40, 12:45 - 14:00)

Acting, therefore, in the defense of our own security and of the entire Western Hemisphere... I
have directed that the following initial steps be taken immediately:
First: To halt this offensive build up, a strict quarantine on all offensive military equipment under
shipment to Cuba is being initiated. All ships of any kind bound for Cuba from whatever nation
or port will, if found to contain cargoes of offensive weapons, be turned back. This quarantine
will be extended, if needed, to other types of cargo and carriers. We are not at this time,
however, denying the necessities of life...
Second: I have directed the continued and increased close surveillance of Cuba and its military
buildup. ... Should these offensive military preparations continue, thus increasing the threat to
the hemisphere, further action will be justified...
Third: It shall be the policy of this Nation to regard any nuclear missile launched from Cuba
against any nation in the Western Hemisphere as an attack by the Soviet Union on the United
States, requiring a full retaliatory response upon the Soviet Union.
Fourth: As a necessary military precaution, I have reinforced our base at Guantanamo,
evacuated today the dependents of our personnel there, and ordered additional military units
to be on a standby alert basis.
...Seventh and finally: I call upon Chairman Khrushchev to halt and eliminate this clandestine,
reckless and provocative threat to world peace and to stable relations between our two
nations. I call upon him further to abandon this course of world domination, and to join in an
historic effort to end the perilous arms race and to transform the history of man. He has an
opportunity now to move the world back from the abyss of destruction--by returning to his
government's own words that it had no need to station missiles outside its own territory, and
withdrawing these weapons from Cuba--by refraining from any action which will widen or
deepen the present crisis--and then by participating in a search for peaceful and permanent
solutions.
...Our goal is not the victory of might, but the vindication of right- -not peace at the expense of
freedom, but both peace and freedom, here in this hemisphere, and, we hope, around the
world.
Analysis Question - Excerpt 3
1) Close Reading: In the first four steps, President Kennedy outlines the American plan to
respond to the build up nuclear missiles on Cuba. In your own words, what is America
going to do in response to the buildup of Soviet nuclear missiles on Cuba? How could
this potentially impact Cubans?

General Speech Analysis Questions: Answer the general analysis questions below by
thinking about the speech overall.

1) Contextualization: As an American in 1962, what might have been your reaction to the
information that Soviet nuclear missiles were found on Cuba?

2) Geographical Contextualization: D
 o you think that the reaction of American citizens to
the news that Soviet nuclear missiles were found on Cuba would vary depending on
which state they live in? Why or why not?

3) Analysis: In 1962, television addresses were still new to the media, American citizens,

and the Presidency. Many Americans still got their news from the radio. After viewing,
listening, and reading parts of this speech, do you think whether or not Americans
listened to it on the radio or watched it on tv might have impacted their response to this
news? Why? How?

The Cuban Missile Crisis
Analysis
Objective

Why did the United States and Soviet Union come to the brink of nuclear war in
1962?

Directions: Using information from the documents above, please respond to the following
task.
Task: Read the prompt below. Using the sources provided, the documents above, and your
knowledge of US history, respond to the prompt below:
Why did the United States and Soviet Union come to the brink of nuclear war in 1962?
Attached here are four additional primary sources related to the Cuban Missile Crisis. They
include:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Letter from President Kennedy to Chairman Khrushchev - Oct 22 1962
Telegram from Chairman Khrushchev to President Kennedy - Oct 23 1962
Letter from Fidel Castro to Chairman Khrushchev - Oct 26 1962
Letter from Chairman Khrushchev to President Kennedy - Oct 27 1962

After reading these four primary sources, and using corroborated evidence from the four
sources and President Kennedy’s address to the American people on October 22nd 1962,
complete the following task:
● From the point of view of EITHER President Kennedy OR Chairman Khrushchev,
discuss why the United States and Soviet Union came to the brink of nuclear war in
1962.

○

You may use additional outside information regarding the events of the Cold
War from 1947 - 1962 to support your claims

In developing your answer, be sure to keep this general definitions in mind:

●

discuss means “to make observations about something using facts, reasoning, and
argument; to present in some detail”

