[bookmark: _nzide3ag6akj]
[bookmark: _z32uu2617rbr]George Washington’s presidential cabinet members often disagreed, but he challenged them to compromise.
LEVEL:
[bookmark: _mo132018nizv]K – 5 
TIMEFRAME:
Approximately one class session



[bookmark: _3qiajk6qottf]LESSON PLAN
[bookmark: _iu7255bya9dl]Civic Friendship and Compromise: The First Cabinet
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[bookmark: _45ivbxd7ozkr]Reading
Working in teams
 Speaking and listening
Early American History
Technology integration

EAD THEME:
                                                                 
Civic Participation
Questions:
How did George Washington’s cabinet work through the neutrality crisis with compromise, civic disagreement, and civic friendship?
What qualities of character, virtues, or values make a good citizen or leader?
Why are civil disagreements and toleration of differing views important?

OBJECTIVES
Students will be able to read and respond to primary and secondary sources to understand the
first cabinet and decision-making skills

Students will be able to present their findings and explain the biographies and viewpoints of
important cabinet members.

Students will learn the importance of civic friendship and compromise and apply it to their
own lives and friendships.





[bookmark: _l29zh597ll2o][bookmark: _50ld1mq2q1hf] PLAN:
[bookmark: _pfdfmwizxwhy]Engage:
· Encourage the students to think about friendship. Do all of your friends agree with you about everything? Should they agree with you about the “important” things? Do they give you advice when you need it? Do they give you advice when you don’t?
· Have you ever had friends that you completely disagree with? Have you ever changed your mind based on what they said?
· Who do you think should give the president advice? 
· Explain to the students that the Constitutional Convention delegates did not create the cabinet or cabinet meetings in the U.S. Constitution. Washington himself was inspired to create a cabinet, modeling it on his military war councils.

Explore:
Explain to the students that Washington wanted to represent diverse perspectives, experiences, and expertise before making decisions that would become precedent for future situations.
· Move students into “jigsaw groups” – groups of four – to do an activity involving the original cabinet members
· Provide biographies and portraits to the students, and ask each student in each group to read about a different cabinet member. Give the students time to read over their biography and become familiar with it.
· Create temporary “expert groups” of students assigned the same cabinet member.
· Give students in these expert groups time to discuss the main points of their biography, complete their section of the graphic organizer, and rehearse the presentations they will make to their jigsaw group.
· Have the students return to their jigsaw groups and present their biography to the group. Tell the students to complete the organizer as each person presents. When all four students have shared, the graphic organizer should be complete.
· Tell the students to discuss what they have learned about Hamilton, Jefferson, Knox, and Randolph.
· How were they alike? How were they different? How did their politics differ?
· Play Be Washington: Genet Affair - http://www.bewashington.org/ (20 minutes)
· Select the Genet Affair scenario and allow students to complete the interactive experience.
Explain/Evaluate:
· Discuss the outcomes of the scenario with the following questions:
· From the interactive game and the readings, do you think both sides of the issue were represented? 
· What was Washington’s role in the discussions?
· How did the cabinet members agree and disagree?
· Do you think the disagreements were part of a productive conversation?
· Do you think the opposing views would keep the men from working together in the future?
· How can we work with others that disagree with us to help make change in society?
· Why are civil disagreements and toleration of differing views important today?

· Explain that President Washington made the decision to release the Proclamation of Neutrality four days after the meeting. The nation would remain neutral.
· Congress passed the Neutrality Act in June 1794, making it illegal for an American citizen to wage war against any other country at peace with the U.S.

Final Discussion: Choose one of the following, basing opinions on Be Washington and biographies.
· Why are civil disagreements and toleration of differing views important? Were there “sides” to the discussion? How did Jefferson and Hamilton relate to one another during the meeting and privately? How did they work together as a group? How did they compromise?
· Did the cabinet members and Washington display civic friendship? Give examples.
· Should today’s political leaders work with people with varying opinions? Why or why not?
· Name a time you accomplished something when working with people of different backgrounds and viewpoints.
· How can you have civic friendships with people you disagree with?

Extend:
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson often wrote the minutes of the cabinet meetings. The minutes were different than his private notes. Below are the minutes of the first cabinet meeting concerning the neutrality crisis. 
· In the minutes, Jefferson mentions the questions that Washington sent the cabinet members prior to the meeting, just as he did prior to war councils during the American Revolution. He sent questions to the cabinet members before each meeting and they served as the meetings’ agendas.
· Jefferson’s notes were private and included his personal thoughts about the meetings. 
· Read the highlights of the minutes and the notes. Write a paragraph citing examples of how Jefferson agreed and disagreed with the other cabinet members. What were his opinions about the other cabinet members and their ideas?

Minutes of a Cabinet Meeting
[Philadelphia, 19 April 1793]
At a meeting of the heads of Departments & the attorney General, at the President’s april 19th 1793. to consider the foregoing questions proposed by the President: it was agreed by all on Quest. I—(to wit, “shall a proclamation issue” &ca) that a Proclamation shall issue forbidding our Citizens to take part in any hostilities on the seas with or against any of the belligerent Powers; & warning them against carrying to any such powers any of those articles deemed contraband according to the modern usage of nations, and enjoining them from all acts & proceedings inconsistent with the duties of a friendly nation towards those at War.1
Quest. II. (to wit—“Shall a Minister from the Republic of France be received”?) agreed unanimously that he shall be received.2
The remaining questions were postponed for further consideration

Thomas Jefferson’s Notes on a Cabinet Meeting
[Philadelphia] May 6. [1793] written
Apr. 18. The President sends a set of Questions to be considered & calls a meeting.1 tho those sent me were in his own hand writing, yet it was palpable from the style, their ingenious tissu & suite that they were not the President’s, that they were raised upon a prepared chain of argument, in short that the language was Hamilton’s, and the doubts his alone. they led to a declaration of the Executive that our treaty with France is void.2 E.R. the next day tells me, that the day before the date of these questions, Hamilton went with him thro’ the whole chain of reasoning of which these questions are the skeleton, & that he recognised them the moment he saw them.
We met. the 1st question whether we should receive the French minister Genest was proposed, & we agreed unanimously that he should be received, Hamilton at the same time expressing his great regret that any incident had happd which should oblige us to recognize the government, the next question was whether he shd be received absolutely, or with qualifications, here H. took up the whole subject, and went through it in the order in which the questions sketch it. see the chain of his reasoning in my opinion of Apr. 28. Knox subscribed at once to H’s opinion that we ought to declare the treaty void, acknoleging at the same time, like a fool as he is, that he knew nothing about it. I was clear it remained valid. E.R. declared himself of the same opinion, but on H’s undertaking to present to him the authority in Vattel3 (which we had not present) & to prove to him that, if the authority was admitted, the treaty might be declared void, E.R. agreed to take further time to consider. it was adjourned. we determd Unanimly the last qu. that Congress shd nt be called. there havg been an intimation by E.R. that in so great a question he shd chuse to give a written opinion, & this being approvd by the Pres. I gave in mine Apr. 28. H. gave in his. I believe Knox’s was never thought worth offering or asking for. E.R. gave his May 6. concurring with mine.4 The Presidt told me the same day he had never had a doubt about the validity of the treaty: but that since a question had been suggested he thought it ought to be considered. that this being done, I might now issue Passports to sea vessels in the form prescribed by the French treaty. I had for a week past only issd the Dutch form; to have issd the French wd have been presupposing the treaty to be in existence.5 the Presidt suggested that he thought it wd be as well that nothing should be sd of such a question havg been under consideration.



