	US HISTORY
TEACHER PRESENTATION NOTES
WASHINGTON'S FIRST COMMAND: THE OHIO VALLEY, 1754


Two slides per page. Use the cards below as your teaching script for each slide.
		SLIDE 1
	Washington's First Command: The Ohio Valley, 1754


On-slide summary: Washington's First Command: The Ohio Valley, 1754; US History - Unit 2: Colonial America
TALKING POINTS
	•  Two empires claimed the same valley on paper - Virginia's charter and France's river forts overlapped completely.
•  Washington was 22 and had never commanded troops in combat when Virginia sent him into this dispute.
	
	•  What happens when two governments both claim land they don't actually occupy?
•  This lesson traces how a 1754 clash in the Ohio Valley grew into a war fought on four continents.



	BACKGROUND
•  The Ohio Valley in the 1750s was claimed on paper by both Virginia and New France, but held in practice by Native nations who had never ceded it.
•  George Washington was a 22-year-old Virginia militia officer with no combat experience when he was sent into this dispute in 1753-54.
•  The fighting that started here in 1754 grew into a war fought on four continents by 1763.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What happens when two governments both claim land neither of them actually occupies?
•  Why might a colony send someone young and inexperienced to deliver a dangerous message?
•  Can a small, local clash ever stay small once two empires are involved?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks are bound to this slide; the Guided Notes begin at the first content slide.






		SLIDE 2
	What You Will Be Able To Do


On-slide summary: What You Will Be Able To Do; Explain why Britain and France both claimed the Ohio Valley in the 1750s.; Describe what happened at Jumonville Glen and at Fort Necessity in 1754.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Target 4 is the hardest one - judging Washington's own letter rather than just accepting it - and the Activity grades exactly that skill.
•  Targets 1 through 3 build the background you need before you can do the source-judgment work in target 4.
	
	•  Which of these five targets sounds hardest to you right now, and why?
•  Target 5 is the connective thread: every slide from here adds another link in the chain from 1754 to 1763.



	BACKGROUND
•  Target 4 asks students to read Washington's own 1754 letter critically rather than accept it as neutral fact - a skill this lesson builds toward all period.
•  Targets 1-3 build the background students need before they can do the source-judgment work in target 4.
•  Target 5 is the connective thread: every slide after this one adds another link in the chain from 1754 to 1763.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five targets sounds hardest to you right now?
•  Why might reading someone's own account of a fight be harder than reading a textbook summary?
•  What would you need to know before you could judge whether a source is being honest?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks are bound to this slide; students read the targets before the notes start.






		SLIDE 3
	Two Empires, One Valley


On-slide summary: Two Empires, One Valley; Key Concept: A frontier is the outer edge of colonial settlement, where colonial claims met Native homelands.; Britain's Claim
TALKING POINTS
	•  Virginia's charter and France's river claims overlapped almost completely over the same stretch of the Ohio Valley.
•  The Ohio Company of Virginia held a 1749 grant of 200,000 acres specifically to sell that land to settlers.
	
	•  France's claim traces back to La Salle's 1682 river voyage, which is a strange basis for owning land you've never farmed.
•  Notice what's missing from both claims - neither empire asked the nations who actually lived on this land.



	BACKGROUND
•  The Ohio Company of Virginia received a 1749 grant of 200,000 acres in the Ohio Valley, explicitly to encourage settlement there.
•  France's claim rested on La Salle's 1682 voyage down the Mississippi, which France used to claim the entire river system, including the Ohio.
•  Both empires' paper claims overlapped almost completely with land occupied by Ohio Country nations who had ceded none of it.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  If two charters describe the same land, whose claim actually counts?
•  Why would a colony's land company want war to stay small, not large?
•  What is missing from both of these claims that should be there?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 1 blanks from this slide (answers: frontier, Canada).






		SLIDE 4
	The Ohio Nations Had Their Own Plan


On-slide summary: The Ohio Nations Had Their Own Plan; Alliance; An agreement between nations to support each other, usually in war or trade
TALKING POINTS
	•  Tanaghrisson pushed for closer British ties, but plenty of other Ohio Country leaders leaned French or stayed neutral instead.
•  Neutrality wasn't passive - staying uncommitted kept both empires competing for the same nation's favor with better offers.
	
	•  Why would a nation choose to stay uncommitted rather than bet everything on the stronger-looking empire?
•  Trade goods gave Native nations real leverage, because both empires needed their cooperation just to move troops through the region.



	BACKGROUND
•  Tanaghrisson, called the 'Half King' by the British, was a Mingo leader whose authority came partly from the Iroquois Confederacy and partly from his own standing among Ohio Country peoples.
•  Ohio Country nations included Mingo, Shawnee, and Delaware communities, each with their own leadership and no single unified policy toward the two empires.
•  Trade goods - guns, cloth, metal tools - gave Native nations real leverage, since both empires needed Native cooperation to move troops and supplies through the region.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would a nation choose to stay uncommitted rather than pick the stronger-looking side?
•  What does it mean that Ohio Country nations had no single unified policy toward Britain and France?
•  How is trade a form of power here, not just an economic exchange?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 2 blanks from this slide (answers: Alliance, Neutrality).






		SLIDE 5
	Britain, France, or Neither?


On-slide summary: Britain, France, or Neither?; Support Britain; British traders offered goods but wanted land opened to settlers.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Different Ohio Country towns made different choices at the same time - there was no single native policy toward Britain or France.
•  Trade goods gave Native nations real leverage, because both empires needed their cooperation just to move troops through the region.
	
	•  Why would different towns within the same nation land on different answers to the same question?
•  A stance taken one year could shift the next as prices, promises, and threats from both empires changed.



	BACKGROUND
•  Ohio Country nations included Mingo, Shawnee, and Delaware communities, each with their own leadership and no single unified policy toward the two empires.
•  Trade goods - guns, cloth, metal tools - gave Native nations real leverage, since both empires needed Native cooperation to move troops and supplies through the region.
•  A stance taken by one town or leader could shift year to year as prices, promises, and threats from both empires changed.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would different towns within the same nation make different choices?
•  What does it mean that a stance taken in 1753 might change by 1755?
•  How is trade a form of power here, not just an economic exchange?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 3 blanks from this slide (answers: Mingo, Some Shawnee).






		SLIDE 6
	Who Was George Washington in 1754?


On-slide summary: Who Was George Washington in 1754?; Militia; A group of citizens called up for short military service, not trained professional soldiers
TALKING POINTS
	•  Washington had almost no combat experience in 1753 - his rank came from family connections and surveying work, not battle.
•  Dinwiddie picked Washington partly because he'd travel roughly 900 miles round trip in winter to deliver the demand.
	
	•  Why would a colony choose someone so young and inexperienced for a mission this dangerous?
•  The French commanders treated Washington courteously in 1753 but flatly refused Virginia's demand - a rejection that sets up everything in 1754.



	BACKGROUND
•  Washington's only prior military experience before 1753 was as a surveyor and a Virginia militia major appointed through family connections, not battlefield service.
•  Governor Robert Dinwiddie chose Washington for the 1753 mission partly because he was willing to travel the roughly 900-mile round trip in winter.
•  The French commanders Washington met in 1753, especially at Fort Le Boeuf, treated his demand courteously but refused it outright.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a colony pick an inexperienced 22-year-old for such an important mission?
•  What does it say about the mission that Washington had to travel through winter wilderness to deliver it?
•  How would you expect a French commander to react to a demand delivered by someone so young?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 4 blanks from this slide (answers: Militia, Envoy).






		SLIDE 7
	Washington, Colonel of the Virginia Regiment


On-slide summary: Washington, Colonel of the Virginia Regiment; Painted by Charles Willson Peale in 1772, eighteen years after these events.; Not painted from life
TALKING POINTS
	•  This was painted in 1772 - eighteen years after Jumonville Glen - so it shows the man Washington became, not how he looked then.
•  The uniform shown was formalized after 1754, which is one more reason this can't stand in as evidence of that year.
	
	•  What could a portrait like this never tell us about the actual events of 1754?
•  Peale painted Washington several times over his career; this is one of the earliest surviving portraits of him.



	BACKGROUND
•  Charles Willson Peale painted this portrait of Washington in the uniform of the Virginia Regiment in 1772, based on Washington's later rank, not his 1754 appearance.
•  The Virginia Regiment uniform shown - blue coat with red facings - was formalized after 1754, so the painting shows a later, more established Washington.
•  Peale was a Maryland-based portraitist who painted Washington multiple times over his career; this is one of the earliest surviving Peale portraits of him.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would a painting made eighteen years after an event still be useful to historians, if at all?
•  What can this portrait tell us about how Washington wanted to be remembered later in life?
•  What could this painting never tell us about the events of 1754?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks are bound to this slide; it illustrates the officer described in the previous Guided Notes section.






		SLIDE 8
	The Night March, May 27-28, 1754


On-slide summary: The Night March, May 27-28, 1754; Evening, May 27; Washington's force left camp, marching in heavy rain.
TALKING POINTS
	•  The march covered roughly seven miles of dark, wooded terrain, which explains why it took most of the night to reach Tanaghrisson.
•  Notice how many things had to go wrong first - lost trail, rain, exhaustion - before anyone fired a shot the next morning.
	
	•  Why does a night march in the rain matter for how the next morning's fight actually unfolds?
•  Tanaghrisson led Washington's men to the French camp himself - his choice, not just Washington's decision.



	BACKGROUND
•  The march covered roughly seven miles of wooded, broken terrain in the dark and rain, which is why it took most of the night.
•  Tanaghrisson's camp was near what is now Jumonville, Pennsylvania, close to the site of the coming fight.
•  Washington's own later account describes the guides losing the path repeatedly, which is part of why the group arrived near dawn rather than at night.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why does a night march in rain matter for what happens the next morning?
•  What advantage did Tanaghrisson give Washington by leading him to the French camp?
•  How might exhausted, wet soldiers behave differently than rested ones?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 5 blanks from this slide (answers: Overnight, Near Dawn).






		SLIDE 9
	Jumonville Glen: Fifteen Minutes


On-slide summary: Jumonville Glen: Fifteen Minutes; At dawn, May 28, Washington's men surrounded a French party in a hollow.; Firing broke out almost immediately; who fired first is disputed.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Ten French soldiers died in about fifteen minutes, including their commander Jumonville - a short fight with an outsized consequence.
•  How can a fight this short set off a chain of events that eventually spans four continents?
	
	•  The one soldier who escaped reached Fort Duquesne and reported the fight, which is exactly what set French retaliation in motion.
•  Historians still disagree on whether the French party was a peaceful mission or a scouting force - that dispute is the next slide.



	BACKGROUND
•  The site, now called Jumonville Glen, is a small rocky ravine in present-day Fayette County, Pennsylvania.
•  Historians still disagree over whether the French party was a peaceful diplomatic mission or a scouting force preparing to attack Washington's camp.
•  The surviving French soldier who escaped reached Fort Duquesne and reported the fight, which set the French retaliation in motion.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How can a fight this short have consequences this large?
•  What details would you need to know before deciding who started the shooting?
•  Why does the fate of the one soldier who escaped matter for what happens next?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 6 blanks from this slide (answers: skirmish, French).






		SLIDE 10
	Was It a Battle or an Ambush?


On-slide summary: Was It a Battle or an Ambush?; Warning: Jumonville carried a summons - a written order demanding someone leave or answer a claim.; What the British Side Said
TALKING POINTS
	•  France called this an assassination because Jumonville carried a summons meant to be delivered peacefully - Washington's side denied that framing entirely.
•  Washington's side called it a battle; the French side called Jumonville's death an ambush and an assassination.
	
	•  Does carrying a written summons automatically prove a mission was peaceful, or could it be cover for something else?
•  Several accounts say Tanaghrisson, not Washington's men, killed the wounded Jumonville - this lesson does not settle that claim.



	BACKGROUND
•  The French crown formally protested the killing as a violation of diplomatic immunity, since Jumonville carried papers identifying his mission as a summons.
•  Washington's own journal from the campaign, later captured and published by the French, became evidence in the international dispute over what happened.
•  Tanaghrisson had his own reasons to want Jumonville dead, separate from anything Washington wanted or ordered.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would each side have an incentive to describe this fight differently?
•  Does carrying a written summons prove a mission was peaceful? Why or why not?
•  What does it mean that Tanaghrisson may have acted on his own motives, not Washington's orders?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 7 blanks from this slide (answers: summons, The British).






		SLIDE 11
	A Fort in a Bad Place


On-slide summary: A Fort in a Bad Place; Entrenchment; A ditch and earth wall dug by soldiers to protect a position
TALKING POINTS
	•  Great Meadows sat in a low bowl with wooded high ground all around it - defenders could be fired on from cover on three sides.
•  The garrison numbered fewer than 400 men, and reinforcements Washington expected never arrived in time.
	
	•  Why would anyone choose low, open ground surrounded by forest for a defensive position?
•  Fort Necessity was built in about a week and was never meant to withstand a real siege - that's the whole problem with this slide.



	BACKGROUND
•  Great Meadows sits in a natural bowl surrounded by forested high ground, which meant defenders could be fired on from cover on three sides.
•  Fort Necessity was a small circular palisade, built quickly and never intended to withstand a prolonged siege by a large force.
•  Reinforcements Washington expected from other colonies did not arrive in time to strengthen the garrison before the French attacked.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would low, open ground surrounded by forest be a poor place to build a defensive position?
•  What does it say about the mission that the fort was built in only about a week?
•  How might delayed reinforcements change what a commander decides to do?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 8 blanks from this slide (answers: Entrenchment, Garrison).






		SLIDE 12
	July 3, 1754


On-slide summary: July 3, 1754; Jumonville's brother led 600-900 troops from New France and Native allies.; Fighting continued all day in a heavy downpour.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Jumonville's own brother led this attack - he'd specifically requested command after learning of the May killing.
•  The attacking force badly outnumbered Washington's roughly 400 defenders and held the high ground the entire day.
	
	•  What does a full day of fighting in nonstop rain do to gunpowder, morale, and a small garrison's chances?
•  Casualties ran to around 30 killed and 70 wounded on Washington's side alone by the time he agreed to talk.



	BACKGROUND
•  Louis Coulon de Villiers specifically requested command of this expedition after learning his brother Jumonville had been killed in May.
•  The attacking force significantly outnumbered Washington's roughly 400 defenders, and held the surrounding high ground the whole day.
•  Casualty estimates for July 3 run to around 30 killed and 70 wounded on Washington's side, out of a garrison of fewer than 400.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might family motivate a commander more than orders alone?
•  What does a full day of fighting in the rain do to gunpowder, morale, and supplies?
•  Why would surrounding high ground matter this much on this particular day?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 9 blanks from this slide (answers: New France, Fighting).






		SLIDE 13
	The Papers Washington Signed


On-slide summary: The Papers Washington Signed; Warning: A capitulation sets the terms on which a surrendering force may leave.; What the Document Said
TALKING POINTS
	•  Washington's interpreter translated the terms aloud in the rain, and Washington insisted for the rest of his life he never agreed the word meant assassination.
•  What responsibility does a commander bear for a document he physically could not read himself?
	
	•  The surrender terms were actually fairly generous - his men marched out with weapons and baggage - which makes the translated word feel even more out of place.
•  France published this document across Europe as proof Washington had confessed to murder.



	BACKGROUND
•  Washington's interpreter, Jacob Van Braam, translated the French terms aloud in the rain, and Washington later insisted he never agreed the word meant assassination.
•  The surrender terms were relatively generous by the customs of the time, letting Washington's men leave with their weapons and personal baggage.
•  The captured document became French propaganda in Europe, used to portray Washington as having confessed to murder.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why does it matter that Washington relied on someone else to translate what he signed?
•  What responsibility does a commander bear for a document he could not read himself?
•  Why would France want this specific document published across Europe?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 10 blanks from this slide (answers: capitulation, The French).






		SLIDE 14
	From One Clash to a World War


On-slide summary: From One Clash to a World War; Europe; Britain and Prussia fought France, Austria, and Russia starting in 1756.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Europe calls this the Seven Years' War and North America calls it the French and Indian War - same connected conflict, two names.
•  How does a fight in a Pennsylvania hollow end up connected to fighting as far away as India and the Philippines?
	
	•  Spain joined France's side in 1762, which is exactly why the British attacked Spanish Manila that same year.
•  Some historians call this the first true world war, since fighting happened on four continents at once.



	BACKGROUND
•  In Europe the conflict is usually called the Seven Years' War (1756-1763); in North America it is called the French and Indian War, both names for one connected conflict.
•  Spain entered the war in 1762 on France's side, which is why British forces attacked Spanish Manila that year.
•  Some historians call this conflict the first true world war because fighting occurred on four continents simultaneously.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How does a fight in a Pennsylvania hollow end up connected to fighting in India?
•  Why might two different names exist for what is really one connected war?
•  What does it take logistically to fight a war on four continents at once?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 11 blanks from this slide (answers: France, France's).






		SLIDE 15
	1763: What Changed


On-slide summary: 1763: What Changed; France; France lost nearly all its mainland North American territory.
TALKING POINTS
	•  France ceded Canada and land east of the Mississippi to Britain, and handed Louisiana west of the river to Spain - France was nearly out of North America.
•  Britain's national debt roughly doubled during the war, which will directly shape British policy toward the colonies.
	
	•  Why might winning a war still leave the winning country worse off in real ways?
•  Pontiac's War broke out in 1763 - Native nations resisting British forts the moment France was no longer there to counterbalance Britain.



	BACKGROUND
•  The 1763 Treaty of Paris ended the war; France ceded Canada and land east of the Mississippi to Britain and transferred Louisiana west of the Mississippi to Spain.
•  Britain's national debt roughly doubled during the war, a burden that shaped British policy toward the American colonies for the next decade.
•  Pontiac's War broke out in 1763 as an alliance of Native nations resisted British forts and policies in the Ohio Country and Great Lakes region.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might winning a war still leave a country worse off in some ways?
•  What does gaining a huge new territory actually cost a government?
•  Why would Native nations resist British control even after the war officially ended?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 12 blanks from this slide (answers: massive, govern).






		SLIDE 16
	Why This Matters Next


On-slide summary: Why This Matters Next; Britain now controlled an enormous new territory to govern and defend.; Paying off war debt became an urgent problem for the British government.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Britain now had a huge new territory to govern and a war debt to pay - two problems the war itself didn't solve.
•  Colonial soldiers who fought beside British regulars, including Washington, came away with their own opinions of them.
	
	•  If you were British in 1763 and had just won this much new territory, what would worry you most?
•  None of this was decided yet in 1763 - the territory and the debt were still open questions, on purpose, for now.



	BACKGROUND
•  Britain's decision to station troops permanently in North America after 1763 was itself a costly choice that needed funding.
•  Some colonial officers who served alongside British regulars, including Washington, came away with mixed impressions of British military competence.
•  The specific taxation policies Britain would try are outside this lesson - the goal here is only to leave the debt and territory as unresolved questions.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  If you were British and had just won a huge new territory, what would worry you most?
•  Why might soldiers who fought side by side form different opinions of each other than officials back home?
•  What options does a government have for paying off a war debt this large?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 13 blanks from this slide (answers: Paying, Colonial).






		SLIDE 17
	Key Takeaways


On-slide summary: Key Takeaways; Britain and France both claimed the Ohio Valley without asking its nations.; Ohio Country nations weighed sides, or neither, to serve their own goals.
TALKING POINTS
	•  All five takeaways are graded: the quiz covers every one, and the Activity grades the reasoning behind them.
•  The through-line all lesson: Ohio Country nations acted on their own strategy throughout, never as passive bystanders.
	
	•  Which of these five takeaways best explains why this fight escalated instead of staying small and local?
•  A 22-year-old's decisions in one valley reshaped a continent within a decade - that scale is worth sitting with.



	BACKGROUND
•  Every takeaway here is graded: the quiz covers all five, the exit ticket covers the last portion of the lesson, and the Activity grades the reasoning behind them.
•  The through-line is that Ohio Country nations acted on their own strategy throughout, not as passive bystanders to a British-French dispute.
•  Washington's own account of Jumonville Glen remains the single most contested primary source in this whole story.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five takeaways surprised you most?
•  Which one best explains why this fight escalated instead of staying small?
•  What would have had to go differently in 1754 for the war to never happen?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks are bound to this slide; students should review their completed Guided Notes against these five takeaways.
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