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Year 9
Unit 5
Teacher:

Key Concepts 1.1b
Key Processes 2.1a, 2.1c, 2.2d, 2.3a
Range and Content 3e, 3f

Introduction Continuation Plenary Homework

Lesson 1 The world at war

Explain that while
Western Europe has not
experienced war since
1945, wars are being
fought all over the
world. Some of the
countries where wars
are being fought are
listed on sheet 37.
Assign students to
research different
countries to find out
what conflict is going on
or has recently ceased.

What causes wars?

Discuss how many of
the wars from sheet 37
students know about.
Ask why so many are
largely unreported in
the press. Ask what
seem to be the chief
reasons for the wars
starting.

Groups write
summaries of conflicts
and display on map of
world.

General discussion

Ask for opinions as to
why the wars tend to
be in the developing
rather than the
developed world. In
which of these wars
do countries from the
developed world tend
to get involved?

Lesson 2 The consequences
of wars

Ask the class to
estimate how many
civilians have died in
wars since the end
of World War Two.
The answer is
90 million. Ask for
a response to this.

Brainstorm all the
consequences of
armed conflict.

The horror of war

Refer to sheet 38 or
hand out excerpts from
“Anthem for Doomed
Youth” and “Dulce et
Decorum Est” by
Wilfred Owen. Students
are to pick out lines
that outline the horrific
consequences of war
for those involved.

Portraying the horror

Students are visually
to display the horror of
war in abstract form,
using colour and
shapes. They are to
display words from
the two poems on
their display. They
should also add words
and phrases of their
own that show the
horror of war.

Lesson 3 Is war ever justified?

Explain the terms hawk
and dove. Explain that
the former is a term for
those who seek war;
the latter for those
who seek to avoid war.
Explain the term
pacifist. Ask for a show
of hands as to whether
there are any pacifists
in the class. Brainstorm
from the others
occasions when they
feel war is justified.

The people involved

Refer to sheet 39.
A politician, an army
general and a civilian
each give their view as
to why their country
should go to war.
A fourth person,
another civilian,
opposes them.

Dialogue

In pairs or small
groups, students write
short dialogues
involving one of the
pro-war characters
on sheet 39 and the
anti-war character.

Read out a selection
of these at the end of
the lesson.
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Year 9
Unit 5
Teacher:

Key Concepts 1.1b
Key Processes 2.1a, 2.1c, 2.2d, 2.3a
Range and Content 3e, 3f

Introduction Continuation Plenary Homework

Lesson 4 Conflict resolution

Ask students to think of
examples from their
own lives when conflicts
have been resolved
peacefully and when
they have led to fighting
(they should think of
school, home, friends
etc).

A conflict situation

Put the class into pairs/
small groups. Half the
groups are to be called
hawks, the other half
doves. Groups come
up with a situation on
the verge of conflict.
This could be a small
domestic conflict (e.g.
friends fighting), or a
global conflict (e.g. 2
countries on the verge
of war). Make the
situation as detailed
as possible.

To fight or not
to fight

Hawks and doves
work through their
section of sheet 40.
When they have
worked through their
situation, each hawk
group teams up with
a dove group. They
discuss the different
trajectories of their
conflicts. Open this up
to the whole class at
the end.

Lesson 5 Terrorism

Recount the events of
September 11, 2001 to
students. Ask if the
destruction of the World
Trade Towers was an
act of war or of
terrorism. Ask for a
definition of the
difference. Ask what
drives someone to
commit such an act.

By any means
necessary

Students work in pairs
or small groups. They
read through sheet 41
and discuss each case
based on the questions
at the bottom of the
page.

Do the ends ever
justify the means?

Each group must feed
back to the class its
conclusions about the
use of terror, based
around the questions
at the bottom of the
page. Open up to a
whole class discussion
after this.

Lesson 6 Nuclear weapons

Put a question on the
board:What would
happen if every nuclear
bomb in the world were
detonated? Answer:
there would be no life
left on the planet.

Check that students
understand what
nuclear weapons are.

Setting out an
argument

Sheet 42 sets out an
argument in favour of
nuclear weapons.
Students use the
sheet to pinpoint
5 arguments. Whole
class articulate 5
opposing arguments.

Projecting the
argument

Write a formal essay
in response to the
one on sheet 42,
offering the opposing
argument against
nuclear weapons.Rou
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Current Conflicts

Below are some of the countries where conflicts currently and recently have been waged.
Sadly others will have started by the time you undertake this exercise. Perhaps some will have
been resolved.

Use reputable websites, such as Wikipedia, to find out information about some of the countries
and record it in the grids below. Your teacher will make sure that one group looks at each
conflict.

Current or recent conflicts: Afghanistan, Angola, Chechnya/Russia, Colombia, Democratic
Republic of Congo, Ethiopia/Eritrea, Iraq, Kashmir (between India and Pakistan), Palestine,
Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan

Extension task

There are smaller armed conflicts currently being fought in Mexico, Myanmar, Peru, Uganda,
Chad, Nigeria, Kenya, Tibet and Georgia (among other countries). If you have finished
researching your allocated conflict, research one of these.
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Country/countries involved

Cause of the conflict (present point of
view of all sides involved)

Length of time the conflict has been
going on

Total number of deaths and casualties

Attempts to resolve the conflict, and
likelihood of future resolutions (or actual
resolution if the conflict is over)

Our view of how this conflict should be
resolvedRou
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The Horror of War

Poetry has always been written about war. Often the poetry glorifies war, portraying fighting as
noble and worthy. However, war poetry of the last hundred years or so focuses almost entirely
on the horror of war. Perhaps this is because modern weaponry causes so much more
slaughter and killing.

� Read the two excerpts below, written by famous World War One poet, Wilfred Owen. Owen
himself died in the war only a week before it ended.

� Underline words and phrases that most show the horror of war. Include these words and
phrases, and your own, on an abstract drawing or painting, depicting the horror of war.
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From ‘Anthem for Doomed Youth’

What passing-bells for these who
die as cattle?

– Only the monstrous anger of the guns.

Only the stuttering rifles’ rapid rattle

Can patter out their hasty orisons.

No mockeries now for them;
no prayers nor bells;

Nor any voice of mourning save the choirs, –

The shrill, demented choirs of wailing shells;

And bugles calling for them from sad shires.

From ‘Dulce et Decorum Est’

Bent double, like old beggars under sacks,

Knock-kneed, coughing like hags, we cursed
through sludge,

Till on the haunting flares we turned our backs

And towards our distant rest began to trudge . . .

Gas! GAS! Quick, boys! – An ecstasy of fumbling,

Fitting the clumsy helmets just in time;

But someone still was yelling out and stumbling,

And flound’ring like a man in fire or lime . . .
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War. . .What Is It Good For?
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Who do the Parrafinians think they are? Everyone
knows that land belongs to Petrolia and its people.
National pride is at stake. We cannot just sit back and
take it from them Parrafinians. Before you knew what
was happening, they’d be all over us. We’ve got to
fight them now and show who’s boss.

Parrafinia has made a claim for the oil fields that lie
within the boundaries of our own country, Petrolia.
Parrafinia claims to own this land and the oil beneath
it. We must, therefore, declare war to establish our
own right to this oil and to the land. If we do otherwise,
then we let down our people and our future children.

I am tired of all the talk of war and of showing
Parrafinia who is boss. Nobody knows who owns
that land. It has been disputed territory for years. No
one cared until they discovered oil underneath it.
Now listen to the squabbling. It’s like kids in a
playground. There is plenty of oil to make both
countries rich. Petrolia and Parrafinia should share
this natural resource.

There are some who say that we should negotiate with
Parrafinia so that we can reach a solution without war.
That is nonsense. They must be shown that we will
not be pushed around. The only way to do this is with
force. We have a superior army. We will soon push
them back over the border. We will show that Petrolia
is a mighty country and we will do so without major
cost to our own highly trained army.
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Hawks v Doves: War or No War?

Depending on whether you are a hawk or a dove, sketch out the stages in which a conflict
develops or is resolved.
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Describe the conflict situation
(e.g. family dispute, countries fighting

over land etc.)

Describe the conflict situation
(e.g. family dispute, countries fighting

over land etc.)

The argument starts. How does each
side stop trying to meet the needs of

the other?

Both sides decide on a tactic to seek
peace. What is it?

Both sides start making threats to
each other. What do they threaten?

Both sides ask each other the needs
and concerns of the other. What are

these?

Talks are abandoned and both
sides are on the verge of war.

What do they do?

Both sides make concessions to one
another, based on needs and

concerns. What are the concessions?

War is waged. What is the result
of this?

A lasting solution is put in place.
What is this?

HAWKS DOVES
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By Any Means Necessary?

Imagine you and people from the same background or faith or ethnic
group as you are oppressed. You do not have the same rights in
your country as the dominant, ruling group. What do you do? How do you protest?

Discuss the following in your groups and come to conclusions that you can feed back to the
class:

� Was violence justified in any of the cases?
� Do you think violence made a difference to the causes in any of the cases?
� Were the people involved terrorists or freedom fighters?
� What action should a government take if it is faced with an armed movement? Should it

fight force with force or try to hold talks?
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Apartheid in South Africa

For over 40 years black people in South Africa were denied equal rights. The white, ruling party
forced them to live in poor parts of the country. Black people were denied the vote. They could not
stand in elections. They did not have access to decent education or jobs. Unable to see an end to
this oppression, armed movements grew up to try and overthrow the white government. The most
famous movement was the ANC (African National Congress), which is now South Africa’s ruling
party. Its most famous member is Nelson Mandela, who spent around 30 years in jail for his part
in a bombing campaign. Many other members of the ANC were jailed or killed in their attempts to
win freedom.

Taking up arms in the United States

The law changed in the United States in the 1960s so that black people finally had equal rights.
Much of this was down to peaceful protesting through the Civil Rights Movement, led by Martin
Luther King. However, many felt that changes did not go far enough. There was equality in the eyes
of the law but not in reality. Groups, including most famously the Black Panther Party, took up
armed struggle against the USA’s ruling forces. While limited in size and in the action they took, the
Black Panthers’ aim was to overthrow the government. Most of the leaders of the Black Panthers
were caught and jailed or were shot dead by the US police.

The Catholic Struggle in Northern Ireland

Traditionally in Northern Ireland, Protestants have held positions of power. In these positions, they
have co-operated closely with politicians on the British mainland. Many Catholics felt excluded
from power and a Civil Rights movement grew up in Northern Ireland in the 1960s, demanding
better treatment for Catholics and that Northern Ireland become part of the Republic of Ireland.
Frustrated by the failure of this movement, some Catholics began to wage armed conflict. This
mainly involved bombing campaigns, both in Ireland and on the British mainland. The campaigns
were mainly carried out by the IRA (Irish Republican Army). Thousands of people, both Catholic and
Protestant, died in the fighting.
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Going Nuclear

Nuclear weapons have the power to destroy the world many times
over. Not only that, but their use would make the world
uninhabitable for centuries. All life would die, not just human.
So why are such weapons allowed to exist? Below is an essay
trying to justify their existence.

� Read the essay carefully, picking out its 5 main arguments;
� Write an essay of your own entitled,Why nuclear weapons must be banned.

Humans have always used science for their own benefit. Knowing how to light a fire is science;
being able to cook food is science. So why do people suddenly think science is a bad thing?
It is there to improve and serve human life. Using science to produce nuclear weapons is no
exception.

Nuclear weapons have only been used twice in a war situation – at Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
both Japanese targets, during the Second World War. The bombs killed thousands of innocent
Japanese people, but they also led to the Japanese army surrendering. If they had not
surrendered and the war had carried on, many more lives would have been lost in conventional
warfare than through the nuclear bombs.

Nuclear bombs have not been dropped in anger since 1945 because all countries are now
aware of their awesome power. No country is willing to risk having a nuclear bomb dropped
on them and so they will always come up with a different solution to a crisis. Without nuclear
bombs, such solutions would not be found. Wars would go on and on.

Many countries now have nuclear weapons. They include the United States, Russia, Great
Britain, France, China, Pakistan and India. There is no point one country giving up nuclear
weapons. It only means another suddenly has more power over them. If lots of powerful
countries have the bomb, as is the case, then they all balance each other out and none are
used.

It is not just nations that are capable of waging war. Terrorists, sometimes supported by
rogue states, can also do much damage – just remember the aeroplanes being flown into the
World Trade Towers in New York, killing thousands. Imagine if those terrorists were to make a
nuclear bomb, something that is not impossible. It is crucial that countries have their own
nuclear weapons to deter these terrorists.

Finally, we need to admit that we do not live in a perfect world. Perhaps it would have been
better if nuclear weapons had never been invented. However, once they were, there was no
going back. They are here to stay. Destroying them is easier said than done. You cannot just
drop them into the sea or into a great big hole. There is too great a risk of pollution. The safest
option, then, is for responsible countries to look after the weapons sensibly. They have been
doing so for over 60 years now. There is no reason to worry that the situation is suddenly going
to change.
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