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KEY QUESTIONS 
1. How have U.S.-Russia relations evolved during the post-Cold War period?   
2. What can we learn by examining the relationship between U.S. President George W. Bush 

and Russian President Vladimir Putin?  Bush refers to Putin as his “friend.”  Are the two 
countries allies?   

3. What are the foreign policy goals of the U.S. and Russia, and where do they overlap?  
Where do they conflict?   

4. What nuclear threats are likely to jeopardize U.S. security in the coming years?  Which 
countries are believed to have nuclear weapons or to be developing them?  Are there non-
state entities that may obtain nuclear weapons? 

5. What is missile defense and how does it work?  What do the experts say about its 
effectiveness?  What do different stakeholders in the U.S. think about the choice to invest 
in missile defense? 

6. Why is the U.S. planning to put missile defense installations in Poland and the Czech 
Republic?  Why has Russia opposed this plan? 

 
The U.S. Foreign Policy CBA asks students to select and analyze one U.S. foreign policy.  
Resources listed here will help students who wish to examine current U.S. policy toward Russia, 
particularly with regard to the issue of missile defense.  There are, however, many other rich topics 
that students could pursue with regard to U.S.-Russia relations.  Some suggestions include: 

• U.S. policies toward the former Soviet states, especially promoting democracy.  
How does Russia react to the U.S. role in nations such as Ukraine and Uzbekistan? 

• U.S. policies with regard to Iran. How does Russia’s influence play a role? 
• U.S.-Russian cooperation in space exploration and the International Space Station.  

From Sputnik to the present day, how have things changed and does cooperation 
now make sense? 

 
 

WASHINGTON STATE CBA (CLASSROOM-BASED ASSESSMENT): U.S. FOREIGN 
POLICY 
What does the CBA require students to do? 

1. Select a U.S. foreign policy and analyze why it was created. 
2. Explain the costs and/or benefits of this foreign policy to other nations with specific 

examples. 
3. Explain the costs and/or benefits of this foreign policy to stakeholders in the United 

States with specific examples. 
4. Develop a position on the overall effectiveness of the foreign policy with well-

supported reasons. 
 

For more information please see the OSPI website under social studies assessments:  
http://www.k12.wa.us/assessment/WASL/SocialStudies/default.aspx 
The graphic organizer and scoring rubric for this CBA appear at the end of this document and are 
also available at the above OSPI website. 
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BACKGROUND FOR TEACHERS: MISSILE DEFENSE 
In January 2007, the United States made public a plan to install missile defense stations in Poland 
and the Czech Republic in order to protect the U.S. and NATO allies from the threat of nuclear 
weapons development in Iran and perhaps elsewhere.  Russian President, Vladimir Putin, opposed 
such installations.  The diplomatic exchanges that ensued echoed Cold War rhetoric and strained 
relations between the two countries.  (See Handout #4: “A Chilly War of Words.”) 
 
At first, Putin made a threatening statement about targeting Europe with nuclear weapons.  Later, 
he proposed alternative sites for the radar station.  Bush argued that the small missile defense 
installations proposed could not possibly pose a threat to Russia.  Russian officials expressed 
concern that more installations might follow and asserted that the U.S. analysis of the threat from 
Iran was flawed.  Defense Secretary Robert Gates suggested that the U.S. might build the sites, 
but delay activating them until the threat was clearer.  There has been much back-and-forth, and 
each statement has taken a different tone.  
 
This ongoing interchange allows students to examine how relationships between nations develop 
over time and how a history of distrust makes communication a challenge.  It also exemplifies the 
importance of studying history.  Close readings of statements made by government officials on 
both sides may give students a glimpse of the careful diplomatic maneuvering leaders use for 
taking a stand or avoiding confrontation. 
 
Furthermore, the disagreement over missile defense highlights rich related issues such as U.S. 
uneasiness regarding Russia's relationship with Iran and the difficulty of predicting the most likely 
future threats to global security.  Using missile defense as a jumping-off point, students may delve 
into a range of historical and contemporary issues.     
 
 
APPROACHING THE CBA’s 
One way to prepare students for the CBA is to begin with a mini-unit in which you walk the 
students through the process of completing a CBA as a whole class.  In that case, you would 
choose one topic for the whole class to work on together.  Then, when it is time for students to 
complete their own CBA’s, each student would choose a new topic.  You might offer students a 
short menu of topics from which to choose.  For example: 

• Whole Class CBA walk-through:   
o Current U.S. policy on missile defense  

• Individual Student CBA topic choices:   
o U.S.-Russia collaboration on space exploration 
o U.S. policy of promoting democracy in the former Soviet states 
o U.S. policy on nuclear non-proliferation and efforts to prevent terrorist 

organizations from obtaining nuclear weapons 
o Various historical topics including the Cold War  

Alternatively, you might simply have all the students complete their CBA on the same topic, after 
walking through some of the introductory information and research together.  You may adapt the 
outline, below, for either purpose. 
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SAMPLE OUTLINE for CBA WALK-THROUGH UNIT ON MISSILE DEFENSE 
I. Introduction 

a. Warm-up activity - see below and Handout #1 
b. Homework: background readings and/or interviewing adults at home (depending 

upon whether your students have already studied the Cold War) - see below and 
Handout #2 

c. “Tones and Tensions” activity (“A Chilly War of Words”) - see below and 
Handout #3 

d. Introduce the U.S. Foreign Policy CBA, including the questions/tasks, the rubric, 
the graphic organizer, etc. - see attached organizer and rubric, and the OSPI 
website: http://www.k12.wa.us/assessment/WASL/SocialStudies/default.aspx 

e. Explain that, as a class, they will be working through this CBA, using the current 
U.S. policy on missile defense as an example.  This means that in the end each 
student will be asked to take a position on the effectiveness of this policy and 
defend that position with specific examples of costs and benefits. 

II. Independent research – Here you may incorporate whichever research methods your 
school/district teaches (Big Six, QUEST, etc.).  Your school librarian may be able to 
support you and your students in this section. 
a. Help students brainstorm essential questions and keywords to jumpstart their 

research process. 
b. Students work in small groups to develop an annotated bibliography of articles, 

websites, maps, photos, and interviews with primary sources/grandparents, related 
to the topic.  Students may start by looking at the resource list in this packet.   

c. Remind students to consider the reliability of the sources they are consulting.  
Review criteria for evaluating websites.  The following site from Valparaiso 
University provides a helpful list of criteria (note particularly the section on 
“purpose/point of view”) as well as links to more information on analyzing 
websites.  http://www.valpo.edu/library/user/evaluation.html#criteria 

d. In the middle of the research process, allow some time for groups to share some 
of their best resources with other groups, to ensure that every group will be 
successful in finding relevant documents. 

e. Allow time at the end of each session for students to make notes in the graphic 
organizer for the Foreign Policy CBA (or another such organizer). 

III. Analysis 
a. Students work in their groups to analyze the information they have found and 

complete the graphic organizer.  Students should be encouraged to completely fill 
out the graphic organizer provided by OSPI.  This will ensure successful 
completion of the tasks and sub-tasks required in the CBA. 

b. Some students may discover that they lack information for one piece or another.  
You might allow more time in class for research or ask students to do this for 
homework. 

IV. Culmination 
a. If you are having all of your students complete their CBA on this topic, then 
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students would begin their individual writing work at this point. 
b. If you are using this unit as a preparatory walk-through and you are planning to 

have students choose their own topics for their individual CBA projects 
afterwards, then you might choose one of the culmination options below: 

i. One option is to have students write an essay, exactly as they will do 
when they complete their own CBA projects.  Students could use the 
scoring rubrics, provided by OSPI, to assess their own work.  You could 
also score their essays using the same rubrics.  Then, you might 
conference with students to help them compare scoring rubrics, evaluate 
the experience, and consider how to improve their work when they do 
their own CBA projects. 

ii. Another option is to ask students to do oral presentations, either alone 
or in small groups, to present their positions on the effectiveness of the 
foreign policy.   Other students might use the graphic organizer for the 
CBA to take notes while they are listening.   

 
Notes: Please note that the U.S. Foreign Policy CBA allows students to choose either a 
contemporary or historical U.S. foreign policy to examine.  Choosing a contemporary policy may 
be particularly challenging, since one does not have the benefit of hindsight to help determine 
effectiveness.  In this case, you might challenge your students to consider current U.S. foreign 
policy goals with regard to Russia, Iran, and Europe.  Is trying to put missile defense installations 
in Poland and the Czech Republic an effective way to advance these foreign policy goals?  [See 
Hand-out #5 on U.S. and Russian foreign policy goals (excerpt)] 
 
It may also be difficult to find specific information on costs and benefits in some cases.  For 
instance, students might recognize that building the missile defense installations will cost U.S. 
taxpayers money, but it may be challenging to find good estimates for the cost.  Since this whole-
class walk-through is meant to introduce students to the CBA, without taking up too much time, 
you might choose to abbreviate such searches for information.  But, let students know that when 
they complete their own individual CBA projects, they will need to include specific information as 
much as possible (see OSPI scoring notes). 
 
 
WARM-UP ACTIVITY 
Ask students to work in small groups to consider the following scenario.  They do not need to 
come to a decision, but they should list any information they would need in order to make a 
decision. 
Scenario:  What is your favorite possession?  It might be sports equipment, an MP-3 player, your 
car, your favorite sweater.  Think of something that is precious to you.  Now, imagine that an 
acquaintance (someone in your circle of friends, but not your best friend) wants to borrow that 
item for a week.  Of course, your social relationships are important to you.  And, the person 
insists that this would be a one-time-only request.  Would you loan the item or not?  How would 
you decide what to do?   
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[You might also try an alternative or additional scenario, in which students who are customary 
rivals in sport are asked to collaborate on a project.  Would they trust one another to follow 
through?  To forego trying to show up the other one?] 
 
After students have had a chance to discuss for a few minutes, ask them to share.  Perhaps some 
students think they would likely say yes, while others think no.  Try to elicit from students what 
factors make the difference.  They will probably identify factors such as trust and roles in the 
social network.   Help students list key questions, such as: 

� What sort of relationship do the two students have?    
� What is the history of that relationship?   
� Is the potential borrower a reliable and responsible person?   
� What do other friends say about this person?   
� What is the borrower's track record from the point of view of the loaner?     
� How important is it to stay on a friendly basis with this person?   
� Would other friends take sides if these two were feuding? 

 
Explain to students that these same factors are important for government officials who make 
foreign policy decisions.  This can make keeping up with current world events both intriguing and 
difficult for young people.  When adults read the newspaper, their memories of past events help 
them make sense of what's going on today.  For students, however, understanding present-day 
interactions among world leaders requires studying some history first.  When it comes to U.S.-
Russia relations, for instance, they need to know something about the Cold War in order to 
understand the current tensions over proposed missile defense installations in Poland and the 
Czech Republic.  Students need to know something about Sputnik and the “space race” in order 
to understand the challenges associated with collaborating on space exploration. 
Offer students a brief explanation of the current U.S. proposal for missile defense installations in 
Poland and the Czech Republic, along with the Russian response.  For example, students could 
read the brief BBC Question and Answer document, dated Oct. 12, 2007:   http://
news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/6720153.stm 
  
It may seem daunting to students to dive into an ongoing saga and try to decipher all the points of 
view.  To make the complex U.S.-Russia relationship seem more approachable, try the following 
homework activity and readings. 
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HOMEWORK ASSIGNMENT   
Part I: Reading    
Have students read a simple background piece describing the Cold War, such as the article “Cold 
War” in the MSN Encarta Encyclopedia or use a relevant textbook chapter, if you have one. 
http://encarta.msn.com/encyclopedia_761569374/Cold_War.html 
 
Part II: Interview 
Ask students to interview a parent or other adult about their memories of the Cold War and 
Sputnik or other images and ideas that they associate with Russia.  Help students brainstorm a list 
of questions in class, such as: 

• What was the Cold War? Were you scared of the Soviet Union's nuclear weapons?  Why 
or why not? 

• Did you do duck and cover drills when you were in school?  Did anyone you know build a 
bomb shelter? 

• If the adult you're speaking to did not grow up in the United States, ask about his/her 
perspective on the Cold War and why it might have looked similar or different to an 
American perspective.  What kind of relationship did this other country have with Russia?  
With the U.S.? 

• What was Sputnik?  Do you remember when Sputnik was launched?  If so, what impact, if 
any, did it have on you?   

• Were you aware of the “space race,” and if so, what did you think about it?  Who did you 
think would “win?”  Did you think it was important to win?  Why or why not? 

 
 
TONES AND TENSIONS ACTIVITY (to use in the classroom) 
Ask students to work in pairs or small groups to analyze the quotes on the two pages labeled 
Handout #4: “A Chilly War of Words.”  You might ask students to focus on the speaker’s tone in 
each quote.  Are these speakers looking for confrontation or cooperation? 

• Identify places where the speaker sounds strong, as if s/he is taking a hard line or making 
a threat.  Compare these to places where the speaker sounds conciliatory, as if s/he is 
waffling or there is room for negotiation.   

• Underline or highlight specific words or phrases that help you identify the tone. 
• Choose a couple of quotes and try to rewrite them in a different tone.  Can you say the 

same thing, but make it sound more hostile?  More cooperative? 
• Why do you think the speaker chose those particular words?  That particular tone? 
• Pay attention to the dates.  How long has this discussion been going on?  How does the 

timing relate to other world events? 
In a class discussion, have students share which words they underlined and why.  Ask students to 
reflect (out loud and/or in writing) on questions such as: 

1. Do you think either side in this debate is looking for a confrontation?  Looking to 
cooperate?  Why?   

2. When tensions are high between two nations, how can public statements by government 
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officials push those two nations along a path toward either confrontation or cooperation?   
3. Can carefully chosen words help governments avoid a violent confrontation while still 

saving face?  Once a plan has been announced or a threat has been made, is it possible to 
back away from that plan or that threat without appearing weak?   

4. How might one’s cultural background influence the answer to the above questions?   
5. Can you think of other situations where tensions develop and strong words may trigger a 

confrontation or carefully chosen words may help prevent one? 
 
 Check out the excellent supplemental/background article entitled: “Russia and the West: 

Mutually Assured Distrust” by Marshall Goldman (Current History, October 2007, p. 25). 
 
  
ADDITIONAL LESSON IDEAS  

• Rent the 1983 movie “War Games” and show a clip.  Discuss the term “mutually assured 
destruction.”  Play an audio clip or present the lyrics of the 1985 Sting song, “Russians.”  
Discuss unfamiliar terms, such as “Oppenheimer’s deadly toy” and “no such thing as a 
winnable war.”   

• Students work in small groups, pretending that they are advisors to President Bush or 
President Putin.  Each group prepares a list of pros and cons regarding the new missile 
defense installations, and writes a summary recommendation for their nation’s policy 
stance.  (be sure that groups examine maps – see BBC) 

 
 

EXTRA CREDIT HOMEWORK IDEAS 

• Watch the 1983 movie “War Games” with Mathew Broderick and Dabney Coleman.  
Explain the term “mutually assured destruction.”   

• Research the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty.  Why do you think the U.S. 
pulled out of this treaty?   

• Watch the 1983 TV movie, “The Day After.”*  Explain the term “nuclear winter.”  
Read the amazon.com reviews of this film.  Reviewers note that nuclear weapons still 
exist.  Why don’t we hear about “nuclear winter” as frequently as we used to during 
the Cold War? 
* Note:  This movie is not rated; students may need parent permission. 
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RESOURCES 
 

Good Places to Start for an Overview: 
 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/6720153.stm  (10/12/2007) 
BBC News, “Q&A: U.S. Missile Defense.” Includes background on U.S. proposed missile defense 
installations and Russian opposition.  Includes maps of existing weapons systems and statistics on current 
weaponry.  Great place to start with its useful links. 
 

http://www.pbs.org/newshour/bb/europe/jan-june07/putin_06-04.html  (6/04/2007) 
The Online Newshour, PBS, “Russian President Toughens Nuclear Stance.”  Two experts discuss tensions 
over missile defense. 
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2007/10/24/washington/24prexy.html?_r=1&ref=world&oref=slogin  
(10/24/2007) 
The New York Times, “Bush Stands by Plans for Missile Defenses.” Article reporting on President Bush’s 
speech at the National Defense University in Washington D.C.   Includes analysis of various statements 
made by key officials.  
 

http://www.economist.com/displayStory.cfm?
story_id=9972650&CFID=29725406&CFTOKEN=3552373  (10/16/2007) 
The Economist, “How Friendly is Russia to Iran?”  Concise summary of one perspective on U.S.-Russia-Iran 
triangle of relationships around Iran's nuclear initiatives.   
 
Going Further: 
 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/5101886.stm  (6/21/2006) 
BBC News, “How U.S. Missile Defence System Works.”  Brief, clear summary, from the infra-red detectors 
to the interceptors (or “kill vehicles”).   
 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/6286289.stm  (1/22/2007) 
BBC News, “Missile Shield Threatens Russia.” A short article that includes quotes from Russian and Polish 
officials in response to the U.S. proposal of new missile defense installations.  
 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/6390621.stm  (2/23/2007) 
BBC News, “The Politics of Missile Defence.” A short article explaining some background on the current 
tensions. Points out that “it is far from certain that the prototype system actually works.”  
 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2007/10/20071023-3.html  (10/23/2007) 
Text of speech by President G.W. Bush at the National Defense University in Washington D.C.  Offers 
rationale for pursuing missile defense installations in Poland and the Czech Republic and addresses Russian 
concerns. 
 

http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/328d9098-4909-11dc-b326-0000779fd2ac.html?nclick_check=1  
(8/12/2007) 
The Financial Times, “Putin Increases Missile Defense Rhetoric.” Includes links to previous articles tracking 
this story. 
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http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/e0b22658-7ce8-11dc-aee2-0000779fd2ac.html  (10/18/2007) 
The Financial Times, “U.S. Offers Putin Deal over Missile Shield.”  Includes links to previous 
articles tracking this story. 
 
http://www.csis.org/index.php?option=com_csis_pubs&task=view&id=4126  (Fall 2007) 
A one-page summary of two key issues in current U.S.–Russia relations: 1) U.S. plans for missile 
defense in Poland & the Czech Republic, and 2) the process and outcome of the upcoming 
Russian presidential elections in March 2008.  (Must download the pdf to read the complete text.)  
Written by Andrew Kuchins of the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS).   
 

http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/index.cfm?fa=view&id=16424&prog=zru  
(January 2005) 
“U.S.-Russian Relations: The Case for an Upgrade.”  A report written for the Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace by Andrew Kuchins, Vyacheslav Nikonov, and Dmitri 
Trenin.  (Must download the pdf to read the complete text.) 
 

http://www.csis.org/component/option,com_csis_experts/task,view/type,34/id,453/ 
This page contains information about Russia expert, Andrew Kuchins, as well as links to many of 
his publications.  You need to click where it says “For a list of publications, click here,” in order to 
get to publications beyond his work at CSIS. 
 

http://www.state.gov/p/eur/ci/rs/c22259.htm 
Timeline of U.S.-Russia relations provided by the U.S. Department of State. 
 

http://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/3183.htm 
Information on Russian history and current status provided by the U.S. Department of State. 
 

http://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2007/10/93531.htm  (10/13/2007) 
ABC News interview with Condeleeza Rice, in which she discusses U.S. approach to Russia on 
missile defense and other topics. 
 

http://www.times.spb.ru/index.php?action_id=2&story_id=22313&highlight=missile%
20defense  (7/13/2007) 
The St. Petersburg Times, opinion piece.  Critical of Putin's response to the U.S. proposed missile 
defense installations. 
 

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/story/cms.php?story_id=3426  (May/June 2006) 
Foreign Policy, “The First Law of Petropolitics,” by Thomas Friedman.  Proposes axiom that the 
higher the global average price for crude oil, the more certain freedoms are eroded in oil-
producing nations, such as Russia.  

 

http://www.cfr.org/publication/14670/kuchins.html  (10/30/2007) 
From the Council on Foreign Relations.  Interview with Russia expert Andrew Kuchins, in which 
he discusses U.S.-Russia cooperation on dealing with Iran’s nuclear ambitions. 
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http://www.cfr.org/publication/13697/  (6/29/2007) 
From the Council on Foreign Relations, “Russia’s Soviet Past Still Haunts Relations with U.S.”  
Discusses current increase in “anti-Western attitudes among Russians” and mentions missile 
defense plans as a cause of suspicion.   
 
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=16020502  (11/7/07) 
From the NPR program Intelligence Squared U.S., “Is Russia Becoming Our Enemy Again?” 
This is a podcast of a formal, Oxford-style debate among Russia experts.  The broadcast version is 
50 minutes long, but students may listen to excerpts by clicking on the link beneath each panel 
member’s picture.  Listening to just the opening statements may also be worthwhile.  The website 
also contains some information in text form.   

*** Also check the London version of Intelligence Squared.  They will be debating the 
proposition  “The West is Provoking a New Cold War with Russia” on 03/18/08. 
http://www.intelligencesquared.com/index.php 
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HANDOUT #1: Warm-Up 
 
Discuss:  In a small group, discuss the following scenario.  List any information you would need 
in order to make a decision. 
 
Scenario: What is your favorite possession?  It might be sports equipment, an MP-3 player, your 
car, your favorite sweater.  Think of something that is precious to you.  Now, imagine that an 
acquaintance (someone in your circle of friends, but not your best friend) wants to borrow that 
item for a week.  Of course, your social relationships are important to you.  And, the person 
insists that this would be a one-time-only request.  Would you loan the item or not?  How would 
you decide what to do?   
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HANDOUT #2: Interviews 
 
HOMEWORK ASSIGNMENT: 
Interview a parent or other adult about his/her memories of the Cold War and Sputnik or the 
images and ideas that they associate with Russia.  Take careful notes so that you will be prepared 
to share what you’ve learned.  Consider asking questions such as: 

• What was the Cold War? Were you scared of Russia's nuclear weapons?  Why or why not? 
• Did you do duck and cover drills when you were in school?  Did anyone you know build a 

bomb shelter? 
• If the adult you're speaking to did not grow up in the United States, ask about his/her 

perspective on the Cold War and why it might have looked similar or different to an 
American perspective.  What kind of relationship did this other country have with Russia?  
With the U.S.? 

• What was Sputnik?  Do you remember when Sputnik was launched?  If so, what impact, if 
any, did it have on you?   

• Were you aware of the “space race,” and if so, what did you think about it?  Who did you 
think would “win?”  Did you think it was important to win?  Why or why not? 
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HANDOUT #3: “Tones and Tensions” Activity 
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In pairs or small groups, analyze the quotes in the handout “A Chilly War of Words.”  Focus on 
the speaker’s tone in each quote.  Are these speakers looking for confrontation or cooperation? 
While reading: 

• Identify places where the speaker sounds strong, as if s/he is taking a hard line or making 
a threat.  Compare these to places where the speaker sounds conciliatory, as if s/he is 
waffling or there is room for negotiation.   

• Underline or highlight specific words or phrases that help you identify the tone. 
• Choose a couple of quotes and try to rewrite them in a different tone.  Can you say the 

same thing, but make it sound more hostile?  More cooperative? 
• Why do you think the speaker chose those particular words?  That particular tone? 
• Pay attention to the dates.  How long has this discussion been going on?  How does the 

timing relate to other world events? 
 
 

AFTER READING: Respond to the following questions: 
1.  Do you think either side in this debate is looking for a confrontation?  Looking to 

cooperate?  Why?   
 
 
 
2. When tensions are high between two nations, how can public statements by government 

officials push those two nations along a path toward either confrontation or cooperation? 
 
   
 
3. Can carefully chosen words help governments avoid a violent confrontation, while still 

saving face?  Once a plan has been announced or a threat has been made, is it possible to 
back away from that plan or that threat without appearing weak?   

 
 
 

4. How might one’s cultural background influence the answer to the above questions?   
 
 
 

5. Can you think of other situations where tensions develop and strong words may trigger a 
confrontation or carefully chosen words may help prevent one? 
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HANDOUT #4: 
 

A CHILLY WAR OF WORDS ON MISSILE DEFENSE:  
Key Quotes from Government Officials and the International Media 

 
Government Officials: 
“In terms of missile defense, I can't wait to visit with my friend Vladimir Putin in Shanghai, to 
reiterate once again that the cold war is over. It's done with. And that there are new threats that 
we face. And no better example of that new threat than the attack on America on Sept. 11. And 
I'm going to ask my friend to envision a world in which a terrorist thug and/or a host nation 
might have the ability to develop — to deliver a weapon of mass destruction via rocket. And 
wouldn't it be in our nation's advantage to be able to shoot it down?” 
President George W. Bush speaking at a news conference on Oct. 11, 2001. 
 
"Our analysis shows that the deployment of a radar station in the Czech Republic and a counter-
missile position in Poland are an obvious threat to us . . . It is very doubtful that elements of the 
national U.S. missile defence system in eastern Europe were aimed at Iranian missiles, as has been 
stated." 
Lt Gen Vladimir Popovkin, commander of Russia's space forces, quoted in “Missile Shield 
Threatens Russia,” BBC News, Jan 22, 2007. 
 
"We are told that the anti-missile defense system is designed for defending something which does 
not exist . . . We are not satisfied with the explanations which have been presented to us. We think 
that there is no reason for placing an anti-missile system in Europe, and our military experts 
believe that this system will cover the territory of the Russian Federation up to the Urals . . . If a 
part of the strategic nuclear potential of the U.S. appears in Europe, and in the opinion of our 
military specialists will threaten us, then we will have to take appropriate steps in response . . . We 
will have to have new targets in Europe." 
Russian President Vladimir Putin, as quoted on the Lehrer Newshour on PBS, June 4, 2007. 
 
“ . . . we've put proposals on the table that I think should really address the concerns that they 
repeatedly cite, concerns about how a missile defense might relate to the Russian strategic 
deterrent in the future . . . They say they don't think that we have the Iranian threat analysis quite 
right. We've put some proposals on the table for how we come to a closer relationship between 
the threat analysis and the operation of a missile defense system. So we'll see. I think we've given 
them all that they could ask for. And if they're looking to cooperate, we've given them good 
reason to do so.” 
U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, in an interview with ABC News on Oct. 13, 2007. 
 
“The missile defenses we can employ would be easily overwhelmed by Russia's nuclear arsenal. 
Russia has hundreds of missiles and thousands of warheads. We're planning to deploy 10 
interceptors in Europe. It doesn't take a rocket scientist to do the math . . .  The Cold War is over. 
Russia is not our enemy. We're building a new security relationship, whose foundation does not 
rest on the prospect of mutual annihilation.” 
President George W. Bush, speaking at the National Defense University on Oct. 23, 2007. 
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“We have not fully developed this proposal, but the idea was we would go forward with the 
negotiations, we would complete the negotiations, we would develop the sites, build the sites, but 
perhaps delay activating them until there was concrete proof of the threat from Iran.” 
U.S. Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates (referring to negotiations with the Czech Republic and 
Poland), quoted in The New York Times, Oct. 24, 2007. 
 
“Analogous actions by the Soviet Union, when it deployed rockets on Cuba, provoked the Cuban 
missile crisis,” Mr. Putin said. “Thank God, we do not have any Cuban missile crisis now, and this 
is above all because of the fundamental way relations between Russia and the United States and 
Europe have changed.”  
Putin quoted in “Putin Denounces U.S. Missile Shield,” The New York Times, Oct. 27, 2007. 
 
 
Media: 
“The Americans insist that the Russians understand full well that it is not directed at them.  But 
that is not how Moscow is choosing to see it.”  
“The Politics of Missile Defence,” BBC News, Feb 23, 2007. 
 
“Imagine a situation in which a good acquaintance — but not a close friend — suggests that you 
start a joint venture that requires you to invest all of your savings. If you hesitate, he whips out a 
revolver and threatens to shoot your close relatives. This is how Russia's most recent suggestion 
for cooperation with the United States on a joint anti-ballistic missile defense system comes 
across.”  
Opinion piece by Alexander Golts in the St. Petersburg Times, July 13, 2007. 
 
“Six years after President Vladimir Putin famously called George W. Bush after the Sept. 11 
attacks, the leaders' relationship has been reduced to fishing trips, while their generals are arguing 
over whose bomb is biggest.”  
The Moscow Times, Sept. 20, 2007, “When Talk Gets Tough, They Go Fishing”  (subscription 
required to view full article) 
 
“Mr. Bush’s blind faith in missile defense is equally disquieting. The president has already wasted 
billions on a small and unproven system in Alaska. Now he wants to build one in Europe to guard 
against a possible attack on American allies by Iran.  
Those allies are far less certain that Iran poses a near-term ballistic missile threat, and far less eager 
than Mr. Bush to anger the Russians, who fiercely oppose the system. Moscow, as ever, is being 
disingenuous. But Mr. Bush should be looking for ways to persuade Russia to increase pressure on 
Iran rather than giving it more excuses not to.”  
“That Old Time Religion,” editorial in The New York Times, Oct. 27, 2007. 
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HANDOUT #5: 
 

U.S. AND RUSSIAN FOREIGN POLICY GOALS 
 
The following is an excerpt from: 
“U.S.-Russian Relations: The Case for an Upgrade,” Jan. 2005.  A report written for the Carnegie 
Endowment by Andrew Kuchins, Vyacheslav Nikonov, and Dmitri Trenin.  You may download 
the pdf to read the complete text at http://www.carnegieendowment.org/publications/
index.cfm?fa=view&id=16424&prog=zru 
 
In order to understand to what extent U.S. and Russian national interests overlap, we need to take 
a broader look at how each country views its highest priorities in foreign and security policy. 
 
RUSSIAN INTERESTS 
Russia’s principal foreign policy interests can be organized under the following categories: 1) 
global order and integration; 2) global, regional, and territorial security; and 3) economic growth 
and development. 
 
Global Order and Integration: 

• To be viewed as a great power – economically viable, technologically advanced, socially 
attractive, and politically influential; 

• To secure Russia’s position in the group of the industrial democracies (G-8) as well as to 
raise Moscow’s influence in leading global and regional decision-making processes; 

• To achieve maximal integration on acceptable terms in international multilateral 
institutions tasked with managing world affairs. 

 
Global, Regional and Territorial Security: 

• To maintain sovereignty and territorial integrity of the state; 
• To defeat terrorist and separatist groups and shut off their sources of support; 
• To promote peace and stability on its borders and prevent armed conflict in neighboring 

territories; 
• To prevent the emergence of non-friendly regimes along its border as well as to strengthen 

military structures and coalitions friendly to Russian interests; 
• To prevent illegal migration, drug trafficking, and illegal trade in arms; 
• To work cooperatively to stop the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. 
 

Economic Growth and Development: 
• To facilitate an external environment that promotes economic growth and development at 

home; 
• To conclude very soon negotiations for Russia’s WTO entry; 
• To advance its business and economic interests in foreign markets and to attract 

investment into the Russian economy; 
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• To create beneficial terms for extraction and export of natural resources, energy in 
particular but not at the cost of mortgaging the future of the Russian people; 

• To strengthen economic integration among its CIS neighbors and create a regional free-
trade zone; 

• To diversify its economy away from the current high dependence on natural resource 
exports. 

 
 
U.S. INTERESTS 
We will discuss U.S. interests principally as they pertain to three somewhat different categories: 1) 
international security; 2) world economy and U.S. economic growth; and 3) global order and 
integration. 
 
International Security 

• To eradicate international terrorist forces through reducing financial and weapons flows 
that support them, strengthening capacity with allies and partners who share this goal and 
promoting policy change, or as a last resort regime change, in states that do not; 

• To prevent the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) through a 
combination of strengthening the international non-proliferation regime and counter-
proliferation efforts with allies and like-minded partners; 

• To prevent the emergence of a peer competitor on the military and security front that 
could challenge U.S. primacy. 

 
World Economy and Economic Growth 

• To maintain a sufficiently strong dollar in order to balance the needs to attract massive 
foreign investment in U.S. treasury notes to finance U.S. debt and, on the other hand, to 
promote the competitiveness of U.S. exports; 

• To maintain stable supplies of oil and gas at reasonably stable prices in order to sustain 
robust economic growth; 

• To promote U.S. advancements in high technology and information technologies critical 
for both economic growth and military preeminence. 

 
Global Order and Integration 

• To promote the spread of democratic values and institutions and free markets as a major 
underpinning of global order and integration; 

• To shape international and regional multilateral institutions to advance U.S. economic, 
security, and political objectives. 
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U.S. FOREIGN POLICY 
Graphic Organizer 

 

U.S. Foreign Policy: 
 
Other Nations Involved: 
 
U.S. Stakeholders Involved: 

 

 

 Reason #1 Reason #2 Reason #3 

Origins of U.S. 
Foreign Policy 

   

 Example #1 Example #2 Example #3 

Effects on Other 
Nations (Costs 
& Benefits) 

   

Effects on U.S. 
Stakeholders 
(Costs & 
Benefits) 

   

 Reason #1 Reason #2 Reason #3 

Position on      
Effectiveness of 
U.S. Foreign  
Policy 
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  4 Excellent 3 Proficient 2 Partial 1 Minimal 

Civics 3.2.3a 
Explain how conditions and 
motivations affect the development 
of foreign policy. 
 

Civics 3.1.3a 
Evaluate how national interests are 
maintained through international 
agreements, treaties, and alliances. 
 

Civics 3.1.3b 
Analyze the relationships and 
tensions between national interests 
and international issues. 

Clearly and 
accurately analyzes 
why the chosen 
foreign policy was 
implemented with 
three or more 
reasons explicitly 
supported by 
relevant evidence. 
Analysis includes 
some discussion of 
national and/or 
international 
interests. 

Clearly and 
accurately analyzes 
why the chosen 
foreign policy was 
implemented with 
two reasons 
explicitly supported 
by relevant 
evidence. Analysis 
includes some 
discussion of nation 
and/or 
international 
interests. 

Analyzes why the 
chosen foreign 
policy was 
implemented with 
one reason 
explicitly 
supported by 
relevant evidence. 

Analyzes why 
the chosen 
foreign policy 
was 
implemented 
without 
providing 
support by 
relevant 
evidence. 

Civics 3.2.3b 
Evaluate foreign policy decisions 
and how they affect nations. 

Clearly and 
accurately evaluates 
how the chosen 
foreign policy affects 
other nations with 
three or more 
specific examples 
explicitly supported 
by relevant 
evidence. 

Clearly and 
accurately 
evaluates how the 
chosen foreign 
policy affects other 
nations with two 
specific examples 
explicitly supported 
by relevant 
evidence. 

Evaluates how the 
chosen foreign 
policy affects other 
nations with one 
specific example 
explicitly 
supported by 
relevant evidence. 

Evaluates how 
the chosen 
foreign policy 
affects other 
nations without 
explicit support 
from relevant 
evidence. 

Economics 1.1.3a 
Analyze how choices made by 
groups and individuals can impose 
costs on others. 
 

Social Studies 
Skills 3.1.4a 
Compare benefits and costs, 
suggest logical alternatives, predict 
probable consequences, and 
provide evidence to justify best 
solution. 

Clearly and 
accurately evaluates 
how the chosen 
foreign policy 
imposed costs AND 
provided benefits for 
various stakeholders 
in the United States, 
with three or more 
specific examples of 
costs and benefits. 

Clearly and 
accurately 
evaluates how the 
chosen foreign 
policy imposed 
costs OR provided 
benefits for various 
stakeholders in the 
United States, with 
two specific 
examples of costs 
and benefits. 

Clearly and 
accurately 
evaluates how the 
chosen foreign 
policy imposed 
costs AND 
provided benefits 
for various 
stakeholders in the 
United States, with 
one specific 
example of costs 
and benefits. 

Evaluates how 
the chosen 
foreign policy 
imposed costs 
AND provided 
benefits for 
various 
stakeholders in 
the United 
States, without 
explicit support 
from relevant 
evidence. 

Social Studies 
Inquiry and Information 
Skills 1.1.3f 
Create a product that uses social 
studies content to support findings; 
present product in an appropriate 
manner to a meaningful audience. 

Presents a clearly 
stated position on 
the effectiveness of 
the chosen foreign 
policy with three or 
more reasons 
explicitly supported 
by accurate 
evidence. These 
reasons may be 
inferred from the 
discussion of the 
causes and effects of 
the chosen foreign 
policy. 

Presents a clearly 
stated position on 
the effectiveness of 
the chosen foreign 
policy with two 
reasons explicitly 
supported by 
accurate evidence. 
Theses reasons 
may be inferred 
from the discussion 
of the causes and 
effects of the 
chosen foreign 
policy. 

Presents a clearly 
stated position on 
the effectiveness 
of the chosen 
foreign policy with 
one reason 
explicitly 
supported by 
accurate evidence. 
This reason may 
be inferred from 
the discussion of 
the causes and 
effects of the 
chosen foreign 
policy. 

Presents a 
position but 
does not 
provide any 
supporting 
reasons. 

U.S. FOREIGN POLICY 
Rubric 


