Enemy Aliens: World War I Internment of Ukrainians

Scoring Criteria 

Question 4. Mr. Willrich describes the Ukrainian prisoners as good, law abiding residents. In one sentence explain why Mr. Willrich describes Ukrainians so differently from Father Moris. 

	Score level
	Scoring criteria
	Exemplar responses

	2
	Student explains the perspective of Willrich or Father Morris and their motivations, in light of their positions, purposes and contexts, based on the documents.  
	Willrich was from a neutral country with different experiences, role and/or purpose; may be able to offer a less prejudiced view.

Father Moris felt the influx of culturally different immigrants as a threat, whereas the American did not. 

Because Willrich saw the people and learned about them firsthand. Not just judging them from the street.

Because they had different purposes. Willrich was there to inspect them write a report, while Father Moris was giving his opinion in a newspaper. 

Because they saw the Ukrainians in totally different contexts (street scene versus internment camp. 



	1
	Student identifies why there is a difference but does not fully explain their answer. 
	Willrich is American.

Willrich is not prejudiced.

He was at the camps



	0
	Incorrect or no answer

Student summarizes the differences, but doesn’t explain why they are different.

Doesn’t answer the question. 

  
	Mr. Willrich knew they were friendly, nice and innocent, but Father Moris was offended. 
Because they are working and not doing anything bad to harm Canadians. 



Question 5. How does this source contribute to your understanding of the internment camps? 
	Score level
	Scoring criteria
	Exemplar responses

	2
	Student refers to learning about controversies about justification of camps;
	There was controversy at the time about the justification for the camps/differing views on the camps 

It gives a story and view from both sides



	
	Response indicates awareness that the information presented in the document is an interpretation of conditions by the author 
	It suggests that there was an unfounded fear of immigrants in Canada. 

[NOTE: The verb suggests, or adverbs like generally, perhaps –or other synonyms—are crucial here, because they do not convey certainty.  The words many, or most also indicate some degree of uncertainty. If the verb were or shows are used then the score would be 1, as below.]



	1


	The information presented in the document is taken as “true”, the student’s response does not indicate awareness that the information presented in the document is only one author’s interpretation (see note below for exceptions).  
The student’s answer summarizes Willrich’s opinion.

(NOTE: if the answer is EXPLICITLY JUSTIFIED by the fact that this was a neutral observer and therefore more trustworthy, then they are 2-point answers)


	Canadians’ internment of the Ukrainians was not justified (the student has leapt too far on the basis of one source.) 

It provides a more accurate view of conditions in the internment camps (another leap too far).


	0
	No answer or wrong answer
	


8. Did Doherty believe that there were good reasons for the internment of Austrians? 

YES    or     NO     (circle one)

Explain your answer in one sentence 

	Score level
	Criteria
	Exemplar

	IF YES:



	2
	Student explains Doherty’s argument (perspective) by saying a) the government was being compassionate by putting them into the camps and b) explains why internment was compassionate.  


	Because of the hostility or prejudice against Ukrainians, they could not work; and/or because of the laws, they could not leave, so internment was taking care of their needs.



	1
	One element (compassion, hostilities, legal problems) of the above explanations is present, but not a complete explanation.


	He didn’t want Austrians to starve.
He thought internment camps were created out of compassion. 



	0
	The student does not provide a plausible explanation of Doherty’s perspective.


	

	If NO:



	2
	The student comprehends Doherty’s position, role and purpose (as Minister of Justice), needing to justify the government’s action as humanitarian, but Doherty may or may not have believed what he wrote.  For a “2”, students must express some tentativeness about the “NO.”


	

	1
	One element of the above explanation is present, but not a complete explanation.

 
	

	0
	The student provides an incorrect summary of Doherty’s perspective, or none at all.


	


10. Was the Canadian government justified in its policies towards Ukrainians during World War I?  Discussing the contrasting perspectives in the documents, explain why or why not (one paragraph). 

	Score Level
	Criteria
	Exemplar

	3
	Student discusses at least two contrasting perspectives in the documents, accurately explaining how each is relevant to the justifiability or unjustifiability of the policies, and in each case referring to the author’s position and situation (conditions). 


	The internment of Ukrainians in Canada by the government was not justified. Yes, the gov’t believed it was for the better, locking up potential enemies of the country, but it was unfair and unjust. Document 1 shows extreme prejudice against Ukrainians, degrading them to filthy animals, with no sense of social conduct. However, documents 2-4 show the other opinions on the matter. They recognize that a Ukrainian is not an enemy simply for being which is entirely true. Ukrainians were being discriminated against for being born in an enemy country, nothing more. The internment was not justified, as respectable citizens were made prisoners for nothing greater than race and birthplace. 


	2
	Student discusses only one perspective in the documents, accurately explaining how it is relevant to the justifiability or unjustifiability of the policies, referring to the author’s position and situation (conditions).  The student may mention other sources, with no accurate inferences.


	No I do not think the government justified its policies towards Ukrainians as they based their internment completely on the classification of Austrian loyalty. Rather than immediately associating them with enemy aliens the government should have looked at the potential asset Ukrainian immigrants were to the country. They were “good law abiding residents” who only desired to create a new life in Canada. Instead we took them from their families, and locked them away like animals. 


	1
	The student makes only a general statement of belief, with no use of sources for evidence.


	No because it’s not right to treat another nationality different. By reading some of the notes it seems like they were discriminated very harshly. Children also suffered. 


	0
	Student makes no statement; or completely off base.
	


11. Does today’s Canadian government have an obligation to make amends for internment of the Ukrainian Canadians during WWI?  

	Score level
	Criteria
	Exemplars

	IF THE STUDENT SAYS THERE IS AN OBLIGATION



	2


	The student makes a clear connection between World War I Canada and ourselves, through either a) the ongoing collective identity of Canada (e.g., through the use of “we”), b) the ongoing state, or c) the lingering consequences for present day descendants.  The student must recognize the distance between then and now.


	Internees were treated completely the wrong way. Forced to live in camps, many lost their jobs, home, families, etc. Compensation should be given to the descendants as well as a formal apology to make up for how their ancestors were treated. Compensation would help repair the damage caused by internment, allowing a family to recover it’s prosperity. 

There should be a formal apology stating their ignorance and shallow thinking on behalf of what happened. Because unless someone is still alive giving taxpayer money to descendants who weren’t/didn’t have to go through it would be unfair. But to put descendants at peace for the injustice a formal apology is in place. 



	
	The student uses the “education” argument: the internment was unjustified, and memorials, education etc. will contribute towards preventing injustice in the future. 


	I believe their should be an obligation for the Ukrainians. I think the government should fund educational projects to remind all Canadians of this episode. They should remind people not to forget about this event. They could also do this to help so this does not happen in the future. This would also help those people that were involved in this. It might help them to talk about, so it will help let it go. 



	1
	The students argument either does not take into account one or the other of a) collective responsibility, OR b) benefits and deficits to respective present-day descendants

  
	The Canadian government did something wrong and should therefore acknowledge and atone for it (without reference to the span of time between now and then.)



	0
	The student makes only a general statement of belief or no statement at all.


	

	IF THE STUDENT SAYS THERE IS NOT AN OBLIGATION BECAUSE OF DISTANCE BETWEEN PAST AND PRESENT


	2
	Student’s argument must rest on the clear distance or disconnection between World War I Canada and the present circumstances. 

	The mistakes of the past should remain mistakes of the past. Just because the ancestors of Ukrainian Canadians were imprisoned doesn’t mean that they have to hold on to their grudge. A formal apology does virtually nothing when all the people it’s supposed to be healing have already moved on. Educational project for gov’t blunders are also unnecessary. The Canadian gov’t has made enough blunders without more of them being common knowledge. All that would do is create more feelings of hostility towards the gov’t then there is already are, and divide Canadians into the groups that think it is right or wrong, and those who agree or disagree. Compensation would have only made sense years ago when the internees could have received it. All compensation would do now is tax Canadians more for things they shouldn’t have to pay for. Let the past go. It cannot be changed, no matter how much money you throw at it. 


	1


	Student states that there is a clear distance of disconnection between WW I Canada and the present circumstances, but provides little in the way of an argument or explanation.

 
	That was in the past and circumstances have changed. 

The people who are now occupying Canada have no ties to these events. 



	0
	The student makes only a general statement of belief or no statement at all.


	


	IF THE STUDENT SAYS THERE IS NOT AN OBLIGATION BECAUSE CANADA DID NOTHING WRONG



	2
	Student’s argument must focus on the reasons that Canada did nothing wrong, and considers the particular time period and context that internment took place within. 


	We were at war and the government took all of the precautions necessary. The government did what they had to do to keep the citizens safe. Putting them in camps also saved many of the ones who lost their jobs because of prejudice. The camps were not like Nazi-concentration camps, the attendees were looked after and kept alive. 


	1


	Student states that Canada did nothing wrong, but does not consider the particular time period and context that internment took place or provides little in the way of an argument or explanation.

 
	There is no obligation because the people of Canada deserved to be protected from internal external threats, even if they are only potential threats. 


	0
	The student makes only a general statement of belief or no statement at all.


	


