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Overview

Critical tasks

Requisite
tools

Broad
understanding

Critical Challenge

What was the impact of  
internment on individuals?

A. Identify the obvious and less obvious direct and indirect 
consequences that resulted from internment during World War I.

B. Rate the legacy of the internment operations on the affected 
communities in terms of psychological/emotional, social/cultural, 
economic and political/legal impact.

In this two-part challenge, students identify and assess the direct 
and indirect consequences of internment on Ukrainians and others 
in Canada. Students learn to recognize when something is the 
consequence of a prior event, and to distinguish consequences that 
follow directly from an event from those that are indirect. Students 
create a web of effects to illustrate the direct and indirect consequences 
resulting from an event in their own lives. They then turn their attention 
to the consequences of Canada’s first national internment operations. 
Using various sources, students identify the various direct and indirect 
consequences of World War I internment, and classify the consequences 
into four categories: psychological/emotional, social/cultural, economic 
and political/legal. Finally, students rate the severity of the impact of 
each category of consequence.

Dramatic historical events, such as the internment that occurred during 
World War I, can have profound and varied effects on many people that 
may last for generations. 

Background knowledge

• knowledge of the obvious and less-obvious direct and indirect 
consequences that resulted from internment during World War I 

Criteria for judgment

• criteria to measure the severity of consequences including:
– depth: How deeply felt or profound were the consequences? 
– breadth: How widespread were their impact?
– duration: For how long were the consequences felt?

Critical thinking vocabulary

• direct and indirect consequences
• primary and secondary sources

4

Objectives

bias



Recognizing an historic injustice 24 The Critical Thinking Consortium

Required Resources

Source documents

Effects of World War I internment on Ukrainians
Primary source #2: Diary of commanding officer at the Castle 

Mountain internment camp
Primary source #5: Release certificate for William Doskoch
Primary source #6: Great War Veterans Association parade
Primary source #7: Letter to editor
Primary source #8: A descendant remembers
Primary source #10: Ukrainian Canadian economic losses during 

World War I
Ukrainian life in Canada after internment, 1920–1946
Primary source #4: Assimilation and prejudice
Secondary source #2: Occupational and economic development

Activity sheets

Web of effects Blackline Master #4.1
Impact assessment report Blackline Master #4.2

Briefing sheets

Assessing direct and indirect
 consequences Blackline Master #4.3

Assessment rubrics

Assessing the impact Blackline Master #4.4

Thinking strategies

• web of effects
• impact assessment report

Habits of mind

• empathetic thinking

Requisite
tools

The communities affected by the internment operations include Ukrainians, Bulgarians, Croatians, 
Czechs, Germans, Hungarians, Italians, Jews, various people from the Ottoman Empire, Polish, 
Romanians, Russians, Serbians, Slovaks, Slovenes, among others of which most were Ukrainians 
and most were civilians.
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Explain direct and 
indirect consequences

Session One

1. Remind students that a consequence is a result or effect of an action, event 
or condition. Explain that just because an event occurred after another 
event it does not mean that the subsequent event is a consequence of the 
first event. In order to qualify as a consequence, the second event must 
result from or be caused by the earlier event. For example, if a teenager 
left the house angry after having a dispute with her boyfriend and then 
got in a car accident, it is uncertain whether the car accident was a conse-
quence of the quarrel. We would need to determine whether the accident 
simply happened after the fight, or whether the fight distracted or upset 
the teenager in such a way as to contribute to the accident.

2. When identifying the consequences of an event or action, it is important 
to provide evidence that links one event to another. For example, to say 
that the accident was a consequence of the teenager being upset, there 
would need to be evidence that the argument, more than the road condi-
tions, visibility or the speed the car was travelling at, was a key factor 
in the accident. Provide students with a specific action (for example, a 
teacher walks into the classroom) and invite students to suggest the pos-
sible events that may follow (such as, students become silent, one student 
sneezes, a noise is heard from outside the classroom, several students 
start reading their textbook). Ask students to suggest the kinds of evi-
dence that would be required to determine whether or nor the follow-up 
events were consequences of the initial action. For example, we would 
need evidence about the reasons why students stopped talking to connect 
this to the teacher’s arrival. Is there evidence that they even noticed the 
teacher? Were whispers heard among students to keep quiet because the 
teacher had arrived?

3. Explain that some consequences flow immediately or directly from an 
event and other consequences are the result of a chain of events. Return-
ing to the example of the car accident, suggest that it may be possible for 
there to be a trail of consequences from the dispute that directly led to 
the accident. Invite students to speculate on the range of possible events 
that resulted from the fight (for example, the driver was angered by the 
fight, called her mother to complain, was distracted while talking on the 
phone, and in so doing missed the turn in the road and smashed into a 
tree). Record these in a list on the board. Invite students to draw the links 
from the fight to the subsequent accident. The initial consequence of the 
fight (getting angry) is the direct consequence. The rest of the events are 
indirect consequences. Explain the following terms:

• Direct consequences are the immediate results of a situation (for 
example, bleeding is a direct consequence of cutting a finger, feeling 
cold is a direct consequence of going outside in the winter). 

• Indirect consequences emerge as a result of a direct consequence and 
of other indirect consequences. For example, staining one’s shirt with 
blood is an indirect consequence of cutting a finger. If a man was de-

Distinguish a 
“consequence” from an 

“afterward event”

Using evidence to 
identify consequences
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nied entry to a fancy restaurant because of his bloody shirt, this result 
would also be an indirect consequence of cutting his finger.

4. Invite students to choose an important event that 
happened in their life or recently in the school. Dis-
tribute a copy of Web of effects (Blackline Master 
#4.1) to each student or group of students. Invite 
them to identify several direct consequences 
of that important event, and for each direct 
consequence to think of several indirect con-
sequences. In exploring the consequences of 
the initial event, remind students that events 
often have unintended consequences, and 
while we can identify some consequences, it 
may take years or even a lifetime to reveal 
others. Encourage students to provide evi-
dence that explains the link between the 
suggested direct consequences with the 
initial action, and to link the suggested 
indirect consequences to each other.

5. Distribute a copy of the rubric found 
on Assessing direct and indirect consequences 
(Blackline Master #4.3). Ask students to work 
with a partner to review the completed copy of 
Blackline Master #4.1 in light of the criteria 
described in the rubric. Review any issues 
that students may not have understood.

6. OPTIONAL: Invite students to watch the 
short video, Cause and consequence, 
found on The Critical Thinking Consor-
tium website. Discuss the examples and 
the factors explained in this video.

7. Inform students that they will now 
explore the consequences of Canada’s first 
national internment operations for those who were 
interned. They will examine historical evidence from various pri-
mary sources in order to draw conclusions about the breadth, depth and 
duration of the impact of this injustice. Distribute another copy of Web 
of effects (Blackline Master #4.1) to each student. Invite students as they 
work through the various sources to record the direct and indirect conse-
quences on this sheet. Remind students to ignore subsequent events that 
may have occurred after the internment operations were concluded but 
that are not consequences of the internment. Encourage students to rec-
ognize that indirect consequences can give rise to further consequences. 
The important point is not to correctly label every consequence but to 
understand that a particular event can have ripple effects over time.

Apply the concepts to 
their own lives

Self-assess the web of 
personal consequences
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 4.1 Web of e� ects
Evidence:

Evidence:
Direct

Consequences

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:

Indirect Consequences

Indirect Consequences

EVENTS
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Outstanding
Well developed

Competent
Underdeveloped

Identifi es signifi cant direct consequences

Identifi es several 
signifi cant direct 

consequences that 
resulted from the 

event with relevant 
supporting evidence.

Identifi es a few 
signifi cant direct 

consequences that 
resulted from the event 

with some supporting 
evidence.

Identifi es obvious 
direct consequences 

that resulted from 
the event, but omits signifi cant 

consequences. Little 
supporting evidence is 

provided.

Offers no direct 
consequences resulting 

from the event, or 
confuses direct and 

indirect consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Identifi es signifi cant indirect consequences

Identifi es several 
signifi cant indirect 

consequences that 
resulted from each 

direct consequence 
with relevant supporting evidence.

Identifi es a few 
signifi cant indirect 

consequences that 
resulted from each 

direct consequence.

Identifi es a few obvious 

indirect consequences 
that resulted from each 

direct consequence 
with some supporting 

evidence.

Identifi es no indirect 
consequences that 

resulted from the 
direct consequences, 

or confuses direct and 
indirect consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

4.3 Assessing direct and 

  indirect consequences
Names: ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Reinforce the concept  
of consequences

Introduce the first  
critical task
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Analyze the source 
documents

Evaluate the  
web of effects

Introduce various kinds 
of consequences

8. When it is clear that students understand the task, divide them into groups 
of four. Provide each group with a copy of the following eight primary 
sources found in “Effects of World War I internment on Ukrainians” and 
“Ukrainian life after internment, 1920–1946” in History docs on The 
Critical Thinking Consortium website:

 Effects of World War I internment on Ukrainians
• Primary source #2: Diary of commanding officer at Castle Mountain 

internment camp
• Primary source #5: Release certificate for William Doskoch
• Primary source #6: Great War Veterans Association parade
• Primary source #7: Letter to editor
• Primary source #8: A descendant remembers
• Primary source #10: Ukrainian Canadian economic losses during World 

War I

 Ukrainian life after internment, 1920–1946
• Primary source #4: Assimilation and prejudice 
• Secondary source #2: Occupational and economic development

9. Arrange for each student in a group of four to analyze two of the eight 
documents and to share all the relevant information with the other mem-
bers of their group. Encourage the other students to make notes on the 
key ideas and to offer additional comments that might add to the discus-
sion. When each group has discussed all eight documents, ask students 
individually to record the important direct and indirect consequences and 
supporting evidence on their own copy of Blackline Master #4.1. 

Session Two

1. Assess each student’s identification of the indirect and direct consequences 
reported on Web of effects (Blackline Master #4.1) using the rubric found 
on Assessing direct and indirect consequences (Blackline #4.4). Encour-
age students to add to their web of consequences based on the assessment 
feedback.

2. Explain to students that events can have differentiated consequences. 
These can vary in their psychological/emotional, social/cultural, economic 
and political/legal ramifications. Provide the following definitions of these 
categories: 
• psychological/emotional: relating to the mental well-being or feelings 

and emotions of persons (motivation, feeling, awareness);
• social/cultural: relating to the quality of the interactions with others 

and the ability to take part in daily events involving others;
• economic: relating to their ability to earn and enjoy a livelihood, and 

to the conditions in which they work;
• political/legal: relating to or concerned with their rights and freedoms 

as citizens and the involvement or influence on them by government 
and the legal system.

Distribute the source 
documents
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Categorize and rate 
 the consequences

Share conclusions

Evaluate the  
impact report

 Invite several students to share the most important consequences they 
identified. As a class, identify which category each consequence falls 
into. Remind students that some consequences may affect more than one 
category. Advise students that when this occurs, they should select the 
category that best represents the consequence.

3. Explain to students that not all consequences have the same impact. 
Consequences can vary in their severity. When considering the impact 
of the consequences, invite students to consider three criteria:

• depth: How deeply felt or profound were the consequences?

• breadth: How widespread were their impacts? 

• duration: For how long were the consequences felt?

 Share a few examples of the consequences that students identified and 
discuss the depth, breadth and duration of each.

4. Distribute a copy of Impact assessment report 
(Blackline Master #4.2). Explain that students 
are to divide the consequences of the intern-
ment into the four categories (psychological/
emotional, social/cultural, economic, political/
legal) to determine the area where the intern-
ment had its greatest impact. Encourage 
students to identify as many as five con-
sequences for each category, and to list 
these in the left-hand column on Blackline 
Master #4.2. Students are then to assess 
the collective severity of the positive or 
negative impact of each category on a 
scale from extremely positive (+3) to 
extremely negative (-3). If needed, 
direct students to refer back to the 
source documents or to confer with 
fellow students to collect evidence 
to support their rating.

5. Divide students into groups of three or four 
and invite them to share their answers with 
the other members of their group. Ask them 
to indicate which category of consequences 
was the most severe, and explain why. In-
vite each group of students to share their 
responses with the rest of the class.

6. Assess each student’s evidence of and 
rating for the impact of the conse-
quences reported on Impact assess-
ment report (Blackline Master #4.2). 
Use the rubric found on Assessing 
the impact (Blackline Master #4.4).

Consider the severity  
of consequences
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 4.2 Impact assessment reportPsychological/emotionalconsequences

Social/culturalconsequences

Economicconsequences

Political/legal
consequences

Depth, breadth and duration of impact

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Overall impact (considering evidence from all categories):
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Outstanding
Well developed

Competent
Underdeveloped

Identifi es relevant and important consequences 
for each category

Identifi es several 
relevant and important 

consequences for each 
category.

Identifi es several 
relevant and important 

consequences for most 
categories.

Identifi es a few 
obvious consequences 

for most categories, 
but misses signifi cant 

consequences.

Identifi es very few 
consequences and 

often classifi es them 
into inappropriate 

categories.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Supports with 
accurate, relevant and detailed evidence

Provides accurate and 
detailed evidence for 

the depth, breadth and 

duration of impact for 
most of the identifi ed 

consequences.

Provides generally 
accurate evidence for 

the depth, breadth and 

duration of impact for 
most of the identifi ed 

consequences.

Provides evidence 
of impact for many 

of the identifi ed 
consequences, but some 

evidence is inaccurate 
or exaggerated.

Provides very little 
evidence of impact for 

any of the identifi ed 
consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Offers plausible ratings
Provides highly plausible ratings for 

each category.
Provides generally 

plausible ratings for 
most categories.

Provides plausible 
ratings for some 

categories, but not all.

Provides implausible 
ratings. 

Reasons/explanation for rating

4.4 Assessing the impact
Names: _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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 4.1 Web of effects

Evidence:

Evidence:

Direct

Consequences

Evidence: Evidence:

Evidence:

Evidence:Evidence:

Evidence: Evidence: Evidence:

Indirect 
Consequences

Indirect 
Consequences

EVENTS
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 4.2  Impact assessment report

Psychological/
emotional
consequences

Social/
cultural
consequences

Economic
consequences

Political/
legal
consequences

Depth, breadth and duration of impact

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Explanation:

Rating:    +3    +2    +1    0    -1    -2    -3

Overall impact (considering evidence from all categories):
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Outstanding Well developed Competent Underdeveloped

Identifies 
significant 
direct 
consequences

Identifies several 
significant direct 
consequences that 
resulted from the 
event with relevant 
supporting evidence.

Identifies a few 
significant direct 
consequences that 
resulted from the event 
with some supporting 
evidence.

Identifies obvious 
direct consequences 
that resulted from 
the event, but 
omits significant 
consequences. Little 
supporting evidence is 
provided.

Offers no direct 
consequences resulting 
from the event, or 
confuses direct and 
indirect consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Identifies 
significant 
indirect 
consequences

Identifies several 
significant indirect 
consequences that 
resulted from each 
direct consequence 
with relevant 
supporting evidence.

Identifies a few 
significant indirect 
consequences that 
resulted from each 
direct consequence.

Identifies a few obvious 
indirect consequences 
that resulted from each 
direct consequence 
with some supporting 
evidence.

Identifies no indirect 
consequences that 
resulted from the 
direct consequences, 
or confuses direct and 
indirect consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

 4.3  Assessing direct and 
  indirect consequences
 Names: ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Outstanding Well developed Competent Underdeveloped

Identifies 
relevant and 
important 
consequences 
for each 
category

Identifies several 
relevant and important 
consequences for each 
category.

Identifies several 
relevant and important 
consequences for most 
categories.

Identifies a few 
obvious consequences 
for most categories, 
but misses significant 
consequences.

Identifies very few 
consequences and 
often classifies them 
into inappropriate 
categories.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Supports with 
accurate, 
relevant 
and detailed 
evidence

Provides accurate and 
detailed evidence for 
the depth, breadth and 
duration of impact for 
most of the identified 
consequences.

Provides generally 
accurate evidence for 
the depth, breadth and 
duration of impact for 
most of the identified 
consequences.

Provides evidence 
of impact for many 
of the identified 
consequences, but some 
evidence is inaccurate 
or exaggerated.

Provides very little 
evidence of impact for 
any of the identified 
consequences.

Reasons/explanation for rating

Offers 
plausible 
ratings

Provides highly 
plausible ratings for 
each category.

Provides generally 
plausible ratings for 
most categories.

Provides plausible 
ratings for some 
categories, but not all.

Provides implausible 
ratings. 

Reasons/explanation for rating

 4.4  Assessing the impact
 Names: _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________




