ACT Project—Ninth Grade Scaffolding for Guided Highlighted Reading—Macomb ISD 

“The Gaza Strip”—Teaching Plan

Introduction

The No Child Left Behind law enacted in 1995 requires that almost all students take the same assessments. This makes it imperative that general education curriculum be made accessible to all learners. Beginning with the introduction of the first high school literature units, teachers have been asking for additional activities that help to meet the needs of diverse learners. The scaffolded ACT-like passages are a response to that need.

These activities will help all the students, whether they receive their ELA instruction in resource rooms or in general education classrooms, to be a part of the community of learners. The units reflect the best practices in teaching and are differentiated according to students’ readiness level, interests and learning styles.

Further support for the use of scaffolded instruction is found in ACT materials:

“Test preparation activities of the first type—improving test-taking skills—are likely to be most helpful to those students who have had little experience in taking standardized tests or who are not familiar with the format of the ACT tests. Students are more likely to perform at their best on a test if they are comfortable with the test format, know appropriate test-taking strategies, and are aware of the test administration procedures. In this way, extraneous factors that might adversely affect a student's performance on the ACT tests can be minimized.” (Emphasis added.)
“Test preparation activities of the second type—instruction in the knowledge and skills measured by the ACT tests—range from a short-term review of the content covered by the ACT tests to extensive instruction over many weeks or months. The effectiveness of short-term preparation, frequently referred to as "cramming," depends on how recently students have received instruction in the knowledge and skills being tested. If the review helps these students recall the knowledge and skills they have previously learned, then the students will perform better and the ACT tests will provide a better indication of their levels of achievement.” (Emphasis added.)
“Long-term test preparation is best provided through high school course work in the areas measured by the ACT tests. Because the ACT tests are designed to measure the level of educational development of students at the time they take the tests, the ACT tests are sensitive to students' learning throughout their high school educational programs. Thus, to the extent that the ACT tests and the students' academic preparation emphasize the same knowledge and skills and the academic preparation increases students' knowledge, students are likely to score higher on the ACT tests. Increases in ACT test scores due to long-term instruction are consistent with ACT's intention that the tests be sensitive to students' learning.” (Emphasis added.)
The Macomb ISD scaffolded unit that follows meets the ACT guidelines above. Each unit begins with an activity designed to raise student interest and buy-in for the activity, as well as to encourage them to access their prior knowledge. Vocabulary important to the understanding of the text is defined and appropriate definitions are given for instructional efficiency in the introduction and in parentheses in the teaching plan next to the underlined vocabulary word. Students participate in a guided highlighted reading. The goals for this activity are to prepare for reading a selection, to build silent reading fluency, to determine what is important in a paragraph, to make inferences, to determine the author’s perspective, and to read with a larger context in mind. The unit ends with activities that further build tested skills in the context of the text. Students should then be better prepared for the ACT practice tests prepared by Macomb ISD and ACT exams in their future.
	WARM-UP

DO-NOW

CC.SS.9.7,

CC.SS.9.10

CC.R.9.4
CC.SS.9.4

CC.SS.9.1,  CC.SS.9.2,
CC.SS.9.3,  CC.SS.9.5,
CC.SS.9.8,

CC.SS.9.10, CC.R.9.1, CC.R.9.2,
CC.R.9.3,

CC.R.9.4,  CC.R.9.5,  CC.R.9.10
	Procedure:   

· Build the context for the reading by activating prior knowledge using the following warm-up:

· The teacher may wish to show a video or use a podcast to activate prior knowledge. Examples include:

Land for Peace and People on the Land 

                                    A Segment of: Israel and Palestine: The Fight for Peace 
                                    From: Discovery Education

Or

In Gaza, Hamas Finds Popularity Waning
                                    by Lourdes Garcia-Navarro 

Link: http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=114208630
· The teacher may wish to show the Gaza map. (See Appendix #1.)
· If students know very little about the Gaza Strip, the teacher may wish to use “The Companion Lesson for Gaza Activity.” (See Appendix #2.)
· The teacher pronounces words, reads definitions, and has students say words five times if time permits. If the teacher feels the students need the extra scaffolding of having the text read aloud by the teacher, s/he could stop and explain each definition as s/he reads.
New vocabulary words:  
P#1—refugees (people who flee from home to seek safety) 

P#2—embargo (prohibition of trade)                                                                       P#3—ceasefire  (truce; temporary stop to fighting) 

P#4—unilateral  (taking into account only one side of a matter; one-sided) 

P#4—infrastructure  (basic installations of a country or city such as roads, schools, power plants, transportation and communication systems) 
P#5—catastrophic (disastrous), 

P#6—jihadist (a person involved in an intense campaign for or against an idea) 
New vocabulary words are underlined in the student article and underlined and defined in parenthesis in this teacher plan. It would enhance student comprehension to stop briefly as the words come up and explain the definition. For example, “Controversial means disputable; it is something people have different opinions about,” and “Burgeoning means “growing rapidly.”
· As students read the text silently, the teacher reads the prompts s/he has prepared for each paragraph and has the students scan through the text, highlighting. (See Appendix #3a-d for a student copy of the text.) The teacher reads the highlighting prompts as rapidly as students can follow. The purpose is to get students to push their eyes rapidly across the text to find the text to be highlighted. If students need extra scaffolding, the teacher will read the highlighting prompt then the paragraph to which it refers.
Optional:  The teacher has students share their highlighted text with one another to see if they have highlighted the same or similar text.


	Title

Paragraph #1
	Gaza Strip.Updated: March 19, 2010

OVERVIEW

1. The Gaza Strip lies along the Mediterranean coast between Israel and Egypt. Gaza is roughly twice the size of Washington, D.C., but its population is considerably more than twice as large as that of Washington, D.C., giving it one of the highest densities in the world. The majority of its approximately 1.4 million residents are Palestinian refugees, [people who flee from home to seek safety] many of whom have been living in refugee camps for decades; 80 percent were estimated to be living in poverty in mid-2007, a figure that has doubtless grown.

Paragraph #1:  Highlight Gaza’s location, population, and a description of the people living there. 



	Paragraph #2
	2. Gaza has remained largely isolated from the international community since it came under the control of the Palestinian political faction Hamas, which has refused to accept the conditions set by the so-called quartet of Middle East peacemakers - the United States, the European Union, the United Nations and Russia. The conditions include renouncing violence, recognizing Israel's right to exist and accepting previous signed agreements between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization. Israel and Egypt have imposed a strict economic embargo [prohibition of trade] on the area, allowing in only basic supplies.

Paragraph #2: Highlight the conditions that were set by the Middle East peacemakers and the economic condition Israel and Egypt have imposed.


	Paragraph #3
	3. In 2006, Hamas swept parliamentary elections in Gaza. In 2007, in a brief civil war, Hamas fighters routed gunmen from its main political rival, Fatah. As Israel clamped down at the borders, militant groups in Gaza fired rockets at Israeli border towns, with Hamas's approval. In the summer of 2008 a six-month ceasefire [truce; temporary stop to fighting] was brokered by Egypt. But while the level of rocket fire fell, it never ceased entirely, and Israel made only minor changes in its border policy.

Paragraph #3:  Highlight the events in chronological order.


	Paragraph #4
	4. When the cease-fire ended on Dec. 19, 2008, Hamas stepped up the firing of rockets and mortars. On Dec. 27, Israel responded with a devastating air and ground campaign that left at least 1,300 Palestinians dead by the time a cease-fire was unilaterally [in a way that takes into account only one side of a matter] declared by both sides on Jan. 18, 2009. Much of the region's civil infrastructure [basic installations of a country or city such as roads, schools, power plants, transportation and communication systems] and many homes were left in ruins.

Paragraph #4:  Highlight what happened after the ceasefire ended and highlight Israel’s response.

	Paragraph #5
	5. Gaza remains suspended in a state of continuing misery that falls somewhere short of catastrophic. [disastrous] While Israel and Egypt are both still blocking Gaza's borders to squeeze Hamas, Israel allows a daily shipment of rations and other aid, while the United Nations does an efficient job of running schools and clinics.

Paragraph #5:  Highlight what Hamas is still allowing.
 

	Paragraph #6
	6. Hamas appears to have decided to suspend its use of rockets and shift focus to winning support at home and abroad through cultural initiatives and public relations. Hamas has made some efforts to prevent rocket fire by smaller militant groups as well. But the rockets continue to fly: on March 18, 2010, a foreign worker in Israel was killed by a rocket fired from Gaza. The Israeli military said the rocket that killed the foreign worker was the third to land in southern Israel in 24 hours, and the 30th to have landed since the beginning of the year. Ansar al-Sunna, a small, fiercely anti-Western jihadist [a person involved in an intense campaign for or against an idea] group that challenges Hamas, claimed responsibility for the attack.

Paragraph #6:  Highlight what happened on March 18, 2010 and highlight who claimed responsibility for the attack.  

 

	Jigsaw
Activity

CC.SS.9.1,  CC.SS.9.2,

CC.SS.9.3,  CC.SS.9.5,

CC.SS.9.8,

CC.SS.9.10, CC.R.9.1, CC.R.9.2,

CC.R.9.3,

CC.R.9.4,  CC.R.9.5,  CC.R.9.10
	Read More: Students can do a Jigsaw activity splitting up the remainder of the text into five sections:  STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL, WAR WITH ISRAEL, WAR CRIMES INVESTIGATION, AFTERMATH OF WAR, PRE-CONDITIONS FOR PEACE. Each expert group will prepare guided highlighting prompts for its assigned section. Finally, each group will present guided highlighting on its text to the remainder of the groups following these steps: 
1. The teacher divides students into five jigsaw groups. The groups should be diverse in terms of gender, ethnicity, race, and ability.

2. Appoint one student from each group as the leader. Initially, this person should be the most mature student in the group. This leader will keep the group on task and administer the guided highlighted reading to the whole group.
3. The teacher divides the remaining text into five sections:  STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL, WAR WITH ISRAEL, WAR CRIMES INVESTIGATION, AFTERMATH OF WAR, PRE-CONDITIONS FOR PEACE.
4. The teacher assigns each group member to read and take notes on one segment with the goal that they will have ideas concerning what information is most important and should be highlighted. Students could also choose a vocabulary word for each paragraph that is a word that is important to the understanding of the text. They would then underline the word, find an appropriate definition, and point out the word and explain its definition during guided highlighted reading. Suggestions of important words or phrases are underlined in the teacher text that follows.
5. Students will create one highlighting prompt for each paragraph in their section.

6. The group leaders will administer guided highlighted reading to the whole group according to the order in the text.
7. As time permits, have students share their highlighting. Encourage students to ask questions for clarification.

8. The teacher will float from group to group, observing the process. If any group is having trouble (e.g., a member is dominating or disruptive), make an appropriate intervention. Eventually, it's best for the group leader to handle this task. Leaders can be trained by whispering an instruction on how to intervene, until the leader gets the hang of it.    . . . until the leader begins to understand what to do.
9. At the end of the session, give a quiz on the material so that students quickly come to realize that these sessions are not just fun and games but really count.

	Jigsaw Group #1
	A STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL

Under the Oslo peace accords signed in 1993, Gaza was turned over to the newly created Palestinian Authority, to form one wing of a nascent Palestinian state, along with the West Bank and a potential land corridor between them. Yassir Arafat, the president of the authority and leader of the Fatah movement, ruled both areas. But as the years passed, it became clear that the Fatah party had less of a hold on Gaza than on the West Bank. Hamas became steadily more popular in Gaza, both because of the social services it provided and because of its more militant stance.

In September 2005, the Israeli prime minister at the time, Ariel Sharon, unilaterally withdrew all Israeli settlers from Gaza, making it the first territory completely in Palestinian hands. Israel, however, kept tight control over all border crossings and continued to conduct raids.

In January 2006, after Arafat's death, Hamas won a surprise victory in the Palestinian parliamentary elections, ousting the Fatah government, but not Arafat's successor, Mahmoud Abbas, who had succeeded him as Fatah leader as well as president. While Hamas had polled well in the West Bank, its center of power remained in Gaza, and the two factions eyed each other warily while briefly forming a government of national unity.

More than 100 people were killed in the fighting in June 2007 in which Hamas gunmen routed the Fatah forces and seized control of Gaza outright. Israel, which had refused to recognize the Hamas government, responded by clamping down even tighter on the flow of goods and people in and out of the territories. 



	Jigsaw Group #2
	WAR WITH ISRAEL

By June 2008, Hamas and Israel were both ready to reach some sort of accommodation and, with the help of Egypt, a six-month truce was declared although never formally defined.

Hamas officials said their job was to stop rocket attacks on Israel not only from its own armed groups, but also from others based in Gaza, including Islamic Jihad and Al Aksa Martyrs Brigades.

It took some days but they were largely successful. Hamas imposed its will and even imprisoned some of those who were firing rockets. But the goods shipments, while up some 25 to 30 percent and including a mix of more items, never began to approach what Hamas thought it was going to get. Israel said it planned to increase the shipments in stages, and noted that the rockets never stopped completely.

After the truce lapsed on Dec. 19, rocket firing stepped up quickly, and Israeli air strikes soon began, followed by a ground invasion on Jan. 3.

The Israeli government's stated war goals were relatively modest: to reduce Hamas's ability and will to fire rockets and to change the security equation in the south.

The extent of the destruction wrought by the Israeli military was breathtaking. Bombs pulverized the Parliament and cabinet buildings, the Ministry of Justice, the main university and the police station, paralyzing Gaza's central nervous system and leaving residents in a state of shock. Thousands dragged belongings from ruined homes.

Support for the invasion was nearly unanimous among an Israeli public long frustrated at having to endure rocket attacks from what they regarded as an implacable foe. But the fighting drew widespread international criticism, particularly as only 13 Israelis were reported killed to the 1,300 or more Palestinians, especially civilian casualties. The conflict also strained relations between Israel and the United Nations, when Israeli mortars hit a school run by the United Nations, killing more than 40 people, and an airstrike hit the organization's compound. Israelis blamed Hamas fighters for mingling with civilians, and for firing rockets and mortars from the vicinity of schools and mosques.


	Jigsaw Group #3
	WAR CRIMES INVESTIGATION

A United Nations fact-finding mission investigating the three-week war issued a lengthy, scathing report on Sept. 15, 2009 that concluded that both the Israeli military and Palestinian armed groups committed actions amounting to war crimes, and possibly crimes against humanity.

The four-member mission, led by Justice Richard Goldstone, a widely respected South African judge, also concluded that neither Israel nor the Palestinian groups had carried out any "credible investigations" into the alleged violations. If that did not change within six months, the United Nations Security Council should refer the situation to the International Criminal Court in the Hague for possible prosecution, the panel concluded. 


	Jigsaw Group #4
	AFTERMATH OF WAR

Despite vague Israeli hopes that Hamas could be completely removed, that has not happened. Much of the group's manpower remained intact, mostly because it made a point of fighting at a distance - or not at all - whenever possible despite the fury of the Israeli advance and bombardment.

But Israeli officials said that with the heavy damage to smuggler tunnels from Egypt and a mix of technology and policy to prevent further smuggling, Hamas will not again become the scourge it had been before the attack.

The invasion has effects beyond Gaza as well. Many Palestinians living in the West Bank expressed disgust with Fatah, which was widely seen to have been weakened by Israel's brutal use of force. And the Arab community was split in its reaction to the conflict. Qatar and Syria supported Hamas - as did non-Arab Iran - while Egypt, Jordan and Saudi Arabia sought to help the Palestinian Authority of Mr. Abbas. Opinion in Arab countries appeared to be firmly on Hamas's side, further deepening rifts between governments and their populace.

Despite the cease-fire, Palestinian militants have sporadically fired rockets into Israeli territory, and Israel has retaliated with limited airstrikes against smuggling tunnels and with other small-scale raids. But a tenuous calm remains.


	Jigsaw Group #5
	PRE-CONDITIONS FOR PEACE

Egypt has been holding separate talks with Israel and Hamas, and has indicated that it is trying to reach a formula for consolidating the cease-fire.

In return for a cease-fire lasting a year or more, Hamas is demanding the lifting of Israel's 18-month economic embargo on Gaza and the opening of the border crossings for regular commerce.

In the months that followed the conflict, Israeli officials remained skeptical of opening the borders. Many believe that their war served as deterrence and note the drastic reduction in rocket fire as evidence. They fear that steel or cement will be siphoned off by Hamas for arms. But they are feeling pressure from the Americans and United Nations, and they are discussing a pilot project.

The aim of the blockade is to keep Gaza at subsistence and offer a contrast with the West Bank, which in theory benefits from foreign aid and economic and political development. Hamas supporters will then realize their mistake. The plan has not gone well, however, partly because the West Bank under Israeli occupation remains no one's idea of paradise and partly because Hamas seems more in control here every year, with cleaner streets and lower crime, although its popularity is hard to gauge.

Some Palestinians argue that the current system serves only Hamas, since it taxes the illicit tunnel goods and limited currency exchanges and is not blamed by the people for the outside siege. If glass and cement were allowed in through the crossings with Israel, they say, Hamas would not get the credit and the Palestinian Authority could collect the taxes.

Meanwhile, Gaza feels more and more like a Hamas state and less linked to the West Bank. Men are increasingly bearded, women are more covered. Hamas is the main employer. Schools and courts, once run by the Fatah-dominated Palestinian Authority, are all Hamas. The government is collecting information on companies and nonprofit groups and seeking control over them.


	Time Order
Activity

CC.SS.9.5,

CC.SS.9.7
	Use “Times—Timeline Israel and Gaza” (See Appendix #4a-b.) and “Time Order Graphic Organizer” (See Appendix #5.) to review time order (chronological order—often used in Social Studies materials) and the use of graphic organizers to develop and extend understanding.  


	Review
And

Extend

CC.SS.9.5,

CC.SS.9.6,

CC.SS.9.9

CC.SS.9.10, CC.R.9.1, CC.R.9.2,

CC.R.9.3,  CC.R.9.5,  CC.R.9.10
	As a review and extension, use the article “New Meaning of an Old Battle” (See Appendix #6.) and the Cloze procedure “Filling in the Gaps.” (See Appendix #7.)
The answer plans and full PDF Documents can be found at the link below:

http://learning.blogs.nytimes.com/2009/01/09/breaking-down-barriers/
 

	ACT

CC.SS.9.9

CC.SS.9.10

	Students should now be able to complete ACT Exam A, Passage 2 Social Studies—“America’s Readiness After 9/11” from the Macomb ISD ACT Close and Critical Reading Binder – Social Studies.
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Appendix #[image: image3.emf]1

Suggestions for Younger Students

This lesson is a companion to the lesson "Breaking Down Barriers," for grades 6-12, found at

http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/lessons/20090109friday.html .

1. WARM-UP/DO NOW: Print out or project a map of Israel 
(http://wwwtc.pbs.org/frontlineworld/stories/israel502/images/501israel_map.gif ). 
Give a copy of the map to each student. Point out the following parts of the map and ask students to circle or underline these words: Gaza, West Bank, Tel Aviv, Jerusalem. Ask if students have heard anything in the news about Israel and/or these places recently. After assessing their familiarity

with the topic, tell them you would like to explain a bit about the different areas on the map. Offer the following information, and direct students to write it on their maps:
In the “Israel” section:

Population: 7 million (Over ¾ of this population is Jewish. Also living in Israel are more than 700,000 Palestinians.)

Ruled by parliamentary democracy.

In the “Gaza” section:

Population: nearly 1.5 million (includes one million Palestinians, many in refugee camps).

Ruling party: Hamas, a Palestinian political and paramilitary group considered terrorists by many nations, including the United States

In the “West Bank” section:

Population: nearly 2.5 million (includes 1.2 million Palestinians)

Ruling party: Fatah, also blamed for some terrorist acts

Tell students you are going to give them a handout to accompany the map. Divide them into three groups and give each student the handout “A Brief History of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict”

(http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/studentactivity/20090109gazahistory.pdf ). 
Assign each group three paragraphs (group 1 gets paragraphs 1-3, group 2 gets 4-6, and group 3 gets 7-9). Tell them to read the handout and underline any important information, being sure to match the place names to those that were discussed on the map.

After students have looked at the handout, reconvene and ask the members of each group to “report” on the area they focused on when they read the information. This is a good opportunity to clear up any misunderstandings.
Once they have presented their information and all students have had a chance to ask questions, lead a discussion to help the class make connections to this issue. Focus on the following questions:

a. Why is it important for us to know about this conflict? (You might point out other Middle Eastern 
    countries on a world map and note that they and their allies and adversaries are also affected by   

    strife within Israel.)

b. Does the Israeli-Palestinian conflict remind you of any other conflicts in history?

c. Does this conflict remind you of any disputes in our own community or country?

d. Is there anything that surprises you about this conflict? (Students might discuss the idea that in the 
    United States, people of different religions usually live together peacefully. But probe them to think 
    further—are there ways in which people even in this country remain separated by their differences?)

Appendix #2a
2. LEARNING WITH THE TIMES: Read the following sentence from “The New Meaning of an Old Battle” by Steven Lee Myers

(http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/featured_articles/20090109friday.html ): “In unleashing a series of punishing attacks in Gaza last week, Israel clearly aimed to hand Hamas a defeat from which it could not recover anytime soon.”

Then print or project the following images from each side of the conflict:

http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2009/01/01/world/20090101-GAZA_index.html 
(An Israeli woman in her home that was damaged by a Palestinian rocket)

http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2009/01/01/world/20090101-GAZA_4.html 
(An Israeli family who were evacuated from their home after it was hit by a Palestinian rocket)

http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2009/01/07/world/0107-GAZA_4.html 
(Palestinians looking at buildings destroyed by an Israeli airstrike)

http://www.nytimes.com/2009/01/06/world/middleeast/06mideast.html 
(Palestinians who have left their homes and are living at a school in Gaza)

http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2009/01/07/world/0107-GAZA_7.html 
(Palestinian women grieving at a funeral)

Discuss the images as a class, focusing on the following questions:

a. Who are the people in these photographs?

b. What is happening in the lives of these people?

c. What emotions are these people experiencing?

d. What similarities do you notice in the photographs?

e. What differences do you notice?

3. ACTIVITY: Tell students you would like them to think more about the lives of average citizens on either side of this conflict to help them understand how political and military action affects real people. Read aloud and print out the following excerpts from BBC News’ “Voices: Gaza ceasefire ends” (http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/7791522.stm ):

From Hava Gad, an Israeli mother of three:  “A rocket landed 10 meters from my house last week. The ceasefire may have officially ended today, but in reality it was over long before that. We had only three months of real quiet, from August until October. I don't feel protected here, not at all. I hope that Israel does go into Gaza - even if citizens there get hurt. Because here in Sderot we are getting hurt. Life is very difficult. We have my husband's salary from the bed factory here in Sderot, but it's barely enough.

I am sure there are simple citizens like me in Gaza, who want nothing but to wake up in the morning, go to work and take care of the children. But if I have to choose between my son or someone else's son, I choose my son.”

From Fikr, a Palestinian health worker:

“We have 16 hours of power cuts a day. It means hospitals have to run generators for hours at a stretch, which they weren't designed for. So they break down - and because of the closure we have no spare parts. At work we have shortages of basic medical supplies: gauze, feeding tubes for premature babies. Recently a hospital here ran out of Haemovac - which is used to drain patients when they are having surgery.Yesterday UNWRA suspended all their services for the refugee population, because they ran out of flour. Eighty per cent of people in Gaza live on food assistance. It's a big problem.”

Appendix #2b
Discuss these points of view with students, focusing on the following questions:

a. What frustrations does each person express?

b. What similarities do you see in Hava and Fikr’s situations? What differences do you notice?

c. Do you think a Palestinian mother might express concerns similar to those shared by Hava, the 
    Israeli mother? And do you imagine that hospitals in Israel are feeling a strain just as those 
    described in Gaza by Fikr? Why or why not?

Give each student a copy of the “Multiple Points of View” handout

(http://www.nytimes.com/learning/teachers/studentactivity/Multiple_POV.pdf ). In the middle box (“Event or Topic from NYT”) they should write “Israeli-Palestinian Conflict.” In one “Point of View” box they should write about the point of view of an Israeli citizen whose home has been damaged or destroyed by rocket fire. In another “Point of View” box they will write about the point of view of a Palestinian whose home has been damaged by the Israeli attacks. Direct them to draw on the

information on the map and the handout, the images and the BBC News quotes. You might ask students to work in pairs or in groups.

After students have completed the handouts, reconvene to discuss their responses. What similarities are there in the points of view they imagined? What differences?

4. FOR HOMEWORK OR FUTURE CLASSES: Students to look again at the photos the class discussed earlier. Have them choose a person from one of the photos whom they might want to interview. What questions would they ask that person? For homework, they make a list of interview questions.

Appendix #2c

	P #
	Text

	#1
#2

#3

#4

#5

#6

Group

#1

Group

#2

Group

#3

Group

#4

Group

#5
	Gaza Strip.Updated: March 19, 2010

OVERVIEW

The Gaza Strip lies along the Mediterranean coast between Israel and Egypt. Gaza is roughly twice the size of Washington, D.C., but its population is considerably more than twice as large, giving it one of the highest densities in the world. The majority of its approximately 1.4 million residents are Palestinian refugees, many of whom have been living in refugee camps for decades; 80 percent were estimated to be living in poverty in mid-2007, a figure that has doubtless grown.

Gaza has remained largely isolated from the international community since it came under the control of the Palestinian political faction Hamas, which has refused to accept the conditions set by the so-called quartet of Middle East peacemakers - the United States, the European Union, the United Nations and Russia. The conditions include renouncing violence, recognizing Israel's right to exist and accepting previous signed agreements between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization. Israel and Egypt have imposed a strict economic embargo on the area, allowing in only basic supplies.

In 2006, Hamas swept parliamentary elections in Gaza. In 2007, in a brief civil war, Hamas fighters routed gunmen from its main political rival, Fatah. As Israel clamped down at the borders, militant groups in Gaza fired rockets at Israeli border towns, with Hamas's approval. In the summer of 2008 a six-month ceasefire was brokered by Egypt. But while the level of rocket fire fell, it never ceased entirely, and Israel made only minor changes in its border policy.

When the cease-fire ended on Dec. 19, 2008, Hamas stepped up the firing of rockets and mortars. On Dec. 27, Israel responded with a devastating air and ground campaign that left at least 1,300 Palestinians dead by the time a cease-fire was unilaterally declared by both sides on Jan. 18, 2009. Much of the region's civil infrastructure and many homes were left in ruins.

Gaza remains suspended in a state of continuing misery that falls somewhere short of catastrophic. While Israel and Egypt are both still blocking Gaza's borders to squeeze Hamas, Israel allows a daily shipment of rations and other aid, while the United Nations does an efficient job of running schools and clinics.

Hamas appears to have decided to suspend its use of rockets and shift focus to winning support at home and abroad through cultural initiatives and public relations. Hamas has made some efforts to prevent rocket fire by smaller militant groups as well. But the rockets continue to fly: on March 18, 2010, a foreign worker in Israel was killed by a rocket fired from Gaza. The Israeli military said the rocket that killed the foreign worker was the third to land in southern Israel in 24 hours, and the 30th to have landed since the beginning of the year. Ansar al-Sunna, a small, fiercely anti-Western jihadist group that challenges Hamas, claimed responsibility for the attack.

 Appendix #3a
Jigsaw Activity

A STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL

Under the Oslo peace accords signed in 1993, Gaza was turned over to the newly created Palestinian Authority, to form one wing of a nascent Palestinian state, along with the West Bank and a potential land corridor between them. Yassir Arafat, the president of the authority and leader of the Fatah movement, ruled both areas. But as the years passed, it became clear that the Fatah party had less of a hold on Gaza than on the West Bank. Hamas became steadily more popular in Gaza, both because of the social services it provided and because of its more militant stance.

In September 2005, the Israeli prime minister at the time, Ariel Sharon, unilaterally withdrew all Israeli settlers from Gaza, making it the first territory completely in Palestinian hands. Israel, however, kept tight control over all border crossings and continued to conduct raids.

In January 2006, after Arafat's death, Hamas won a surprise victory in the Palestinian parliamentary elections, ousting the Fatah government, but not Arafat's successor, Mahmoud Abbas, who had succeeded him as Fatah leader as well as president. While Hamas had polled well in the West Bank, its center of power remained in Gaza, and the two factions eyed each other warily while briefly forming a government of national unity.

More than 100 people were killed in the fighting in June 2007 in which Hamas gunmen routed the Fatah forces and seized control of Gaza outright. Israel, which had refused to recognize the Hamas government, responded by clamping down even tighter on the flow of goods and people in and out of the territories.

WAR WITH ISRAEL

By June 2008, Hamas and Israel were both ready to reach some sort of accommodation and, with the help of Egypt, a six-month truce was declared although never formally defined.

Hamas officials said their job was to stop rocket attacks on Israel not only from its own armed groups, but also from others based in Gaza, including Islamic Jihad and Al Aksa Martyrs Brigades.

It took some days but they were largely successful. Hamas imposed its will and even imprisoned some of those who were firing rockets. But the goods shipments, while up some 25 to 30 percent and including a mix of more items, never began to approach what Hamas thought it was going to get. Israel said it planned to increase the shipments in stages, and noted that the rockets never stopped completely.

After the truce lapsed on Dec. 19, rocket firing stepped up quickly, and Israeli air strikes soon began, followed by a ground invasion on Jan. 3.
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The Israeli government's stated war goals were relatively modest: to reduce Hamas's ability and will to fire rockets and to change the security equation in the south.

The extent of the destruction wrought by the Israeli military was breathtaking. Bombs pulverized the Parliament and cabinet buildings, the Ministry of Justice, the main university and the police station, paralyzing Gaza's central nervous system and leaving residents in a state of shock. Thousands dragged belongings from ruined homes.

Support for the invasion was nearly unanimous among an Israeli public long frustrated at having to endure rocket attacks from what they regarded as an implacable foe. But the fighting drew widespread international criticism, particularly as only 13 Israelis were reported killed to the 1,300 or more Palestinians, especially civilian casualties. The conflict also strained relations between Israel and the United Nations, when Israeli mortars hit a school run by the United Nations, killing more than 40 people, and an airstrike hit the organization's compound. Israelis blamed Hamas fighters for mingling with civilians, and for firing rockets and mortars from the vicinity of schools and mosques.

WAR CRIMES INVESTIGATION

A United Nations fact-finding mission investigating the three-week war issued a lengthy, scathing report on Sept. 15, 2009 that concluded that both the Israeli military and Palestinian armed groups committed actions amounting to war crimes, and possibly crimes against humanity.

The four-member mission, led by Justice Richard Goldstone, a widely respected South African judge, also concluded that neither Israel nor the Palestinian groups had carried out any "credible investigations" into the alleged violations. If that did not change within six months, the United Nations Security Council should refer the situation to the International Criminal Court in the Hague for possible prosecution, the panel concluded.

AFTERMATH OF WAR

Despite vague Israeli hopes that Hamas could be completely removed, that has not happened. Much of the group's manpower remained intact, mostly because it made a point of fighting at a distance - or not at all - whenever possible despite the fury of the Israeli advance and bombardment.

But Israeli officials said that with the heavy damage to smuggler tunnels from Egypt and a mix of technology and policy to prevent further smuggling, Hamas will not again become the scourge it had been before the attack.

The invasion has effects beyond Gaza as well. Many Palestinians living in the West Bank expressed disgust with Fatah, which was widely seen to have been weakened by Israel's brutal use of force. And the Arab community was split in its reaction to the conflict. Qatar and Syria supported Hamas - as did non-Arab Iran - while Egypt, Jordan and Saudi Arabia sought to help the Palestinian Authority of Mr. Abbas. Opinion in Arab countries appeared to be firmly on Hamas's side, further deepening rifts between governments and their populace.

(See Appendix #3c.)
Despite the cease-fire, Palestinian militants have sporadically fired rockets into Israeli territory, and Israel has retaliated with limited airstrikes against smuggling tunnels and with other small-scale raids. But a tenuous calm remains.

PRECONDITIONS FOR PEACE

Egypt has been holding separate talks with Israel and Hamas, and has indicated that it is trying to reach a formula for consolidating the cease-fire.

In return for a cease-fire lasting a year or more, Hamas is demanding the lifting of Israel's 18-month economic embargo on Gaza and the opening of the border crossings for regular commerce.

In the months that followed the conflict, Israeli officials remained skeptical of opening the borders. Many believe that their war served as deterrence and note the drastic reduction in rocket fire as evidence. They fear that steel or cement will be siphoned off by Hamas for arms. But they are feeling pressure from the Americans and United Nations, and they are discussing a pilot project.

The aim of the blockade is to keep Gaza at subsistence and offer a contrast with the West Bank, which in theory benefits from foreign aid and economic and political development. Hamas supporters will then realize their mistake. The plan has not gone well, however, partly because the West Bank under Israeli occupation remains no one's idea of paradise and partly because Hamas seems more in control here every year, with cleaner streets and lower crime, although its popularity is hard to gauge.

Some Palestinians argue that the current system serves only Hamas, since it taxes the illicit tunnel goods and limited currency exchanges and is not blamed by the people for the outside siege. If glass and cement were allowed in through the crossings with Israel, they say, Hamas would not get the credit and the Palestinian Authority could collect the taxes.

Meanwhile, Gaza feels more and more like a Hamas state and less linked to the West Bank. Men are increasingly bearded, women are more covered. Hamas is the main employer. Schools and courts, once run by the Fatah-dominated Palestinian Authority, are all Hamas. The government is collecting information on companies and nonprofit groups and seeking control over them




(See Appendix #3d.)

A Brief History of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict

The three regions on the map (Israel, Gaza, and the West Bank) were once known as Palestine. Ownership of the land is disputed primarily between two different groups: Israeli Jews and Palestinian Arabs (who are chiefly Muslim, but also include Christians and Druze).

After the Arab-Israeli War of 1947-1948, Palestine was divided into the areas you see here. Jewish Israelis, whose ancestors began migrating to the area in the 1880s, say their claim to the land is based on a promise from God, and also for the need for a safe haven from widespread hostility toward the Jewish people (known as anti-Semitism). The Palestinian Arabs say they are the rightful inhabitants of the land because their ancestors have lived there for hundreds of years.

The Gaza Strip is a rectangle along the Mediterranean coast between Israel and Egypt. The majority of its approximately 1.4 million residents are Palestinian refugees, many of whom have been living in refugee camps for decades; 80 percent were estimated to be living in poverty in mid-2007.

Under the Oslo peace accords signed in 1993, Gaza was turned over to the newly created Palestinian Authority, to form one wing of an emerging Palestinian state, along with the West Bank and a potential land corridor between them. But two different parties rules these two regions—the militant Hamas controlled Gaza and Fatah ruled the West Bank. Many Israeli settlers remained in Gaza.

In September 2005 the Israeli prime minister at the time, Ariel Sharon, withdrew all Israeli settlers from Gaza, making it the first territory completely in Palestinian hands. Israel, however, kept tight control over all border crossings and continued to conduct raids.

In January 2006, Hamas won a surprise victory in the Palestinian parliamentary elections, ousting the Fatah government. Then in a burst of fighting in June 2007 in which more than 100 people were killed, Hamas gunmen routed the Fatah forces, and seized control of Gaza outright. Israel, which had refused to recognize the Hamas government, responded by clamping down even tighter on the flow of goods and people in and out of the territories.

By June 2008, Hamas and Israel were both ready to reach some sort of accommodation, and the six-month truce was declared, although never formally defined. Their job, the Hamas officials said, was to stop rocket attacks on Israel not only from its own armed groups, but also from others based in Gaza, including Islamic Jihad and Al Aksa Martyrs Brigades.

It took some days, but they were largely successful. Hamas imposed its will and even imprisoned some of those who were firing rockets. But the goods shipments, while up some 25 to 30 percent and including a mix of more items, never began to approach what Hamas thought it was going to get. Israel said it planned to increase the shipments in stages, and noted that the rockets never stopped completely.

After the truce lapsed on Dec. 19, rocket firing stepped up quickly, and Israeli air strikes soon followed. The death toll on the first day was estimated at 225; by Dec. 29, it had topped 300. On Jan. 3, a land invasion of Gaza began, and by Jan. 8, the death toll was 660.
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Sources:           
Times Topics: Gaza Strip
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/news/international/countriesandterritories/gaza_strip/index.html 

Times Topics: Israel

http://topics.nytimes.com/topics/news/international/countriesandterritories/israel/index.html 

Times Topics: Palestinians

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/subjects/p/palestinians/index.html 

“Crisis Guide: The Israeli-Palestinian Conflict” (Council on Foreign Relations)

http://www.cfr.org/publication/13850/ 

“Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict: A Primer” (Middle East Research and Information Project)

http://www.merip.org/palestine-israel_primer/intro-pal-isr-primer.html  
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January 9, 2009
The New Meaning of an Old Battle

By STEVEN LEE 

WASHINGTON — In unleashing a series of punishing attacks in Gaza last week, Israel clearly aimed to hand Hamas a defeat from which it could not recover anytime soon. 

The campaign may succeed, experts here and in Israel say, but it could also backfire. Either way, the political consequences could reverberate throughout the Middle East, all the way to Iran, and help determine the ability of President-elect Barack Obama to pursue his stated goals of calming the Middle East through diplomacy. 

While Israeli leadership was not stating wider goals, there was clearly hope in the country — as tanks and troops massed late in the week — that the assault in Gaza would do more than just stop the rocket fire with which Hamas had broken a cease-fire last month. The larger hope was that subduing Hamas would delegitimize the group’s leadership in the eyes of the Palestinian people and eliminate its power to prevent a two-state solution. Already last week, it was exposing political, ethnic and sectarian divisions in the region that Israel, like the United States, had long sought to exploit. 

In a highly optimistic scenario for Israel and the United States, a clear victory for Israel would make it easier for Egypt, Jordan and countries farther afield to declare common cause against Islamic militancy and its main sponsor in the region, Iran. 

Then, as Martin S. Indyk, a former American ambassador to Israel, argued, an international peacekeeping force made up of Turkish and Arab troops could clear the way for a restoration of political control in Gaza by President Mahmoud Abbas, who heads the Fatah movement and is titular president of all Palestinians, but in reality is the weak leader of only the West Bank. 

A two-state treaty could follow, and then perhaps peace between Israel and Syria, leaving Iran isolated behind the buffer of a newly democratic and peaceful, if not particularly friendly, Iraq. 

Iran is the one country — aside from Israel — with the most at stake in the outcome. It sponsors Hamas and Hezbollah not only to torment Israel but also to spread its influence in the Arab world. A convincing defeat of Hamas would undercut that strategy, and presumably Iran’s ability to resist Western pressure in any broad bargaining — for example, over its support for terrorist groups and even its nuclear program. “It’s an ambitious scenario,” said Mr. Indyk, with a sobering caveat, “that would require things to get significantly worse before they could get better.”

But Israel’s attacks also could fail outright, and history suggests that as the more likely scenario, Middle East experts across the political spectrum said.

The strikes — and the Arab anger over scenes of death and destruction — have highlighted divisions in the Middle East that can prevent Arab nations from working with Israel. 
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Of course, Egypt, whose peace treaty with Israel is anathema to militants in the Middle East, kept its border to Gaza largely shut last week, and its president, Hosni Mubarak, quarreled openly with the leader of Hezbollah, the Iranian-backed militant Shiite group that now shares power in Lebanon. And at a meeting of the Arab League, Saudi Arabia’s foreign minister gently and indirectly rebuked Hamas for provoking the conflict. Those actions were in line with Israeli dreams. But the attacks also subjected the regimes in Egypt and other moderate Arab nations to blistering scorn from inflamed Arab populations. 

And that widened the rifts between rulers and citizens in countries nominally allied with the United States and willing to deal with Israel. The longer this goes on, the more likely it is that regional tensions will intensify. The images of carnage could fuel new hatreds and radicalize some who felt that peace talks offer more hope than resistance. 

In some ways, the Gaza attacks were reminiscent of the gamble Israel took, and largely lost, in Lebanon in 1982. It invaded to eliminate the threat of Yasir Arafat’s forces, which were then encamped on its northern border. It accomplished that goal, driving Mr. Arafat into exile in Tunis, and eventually he recognized Israel and negotiated. But in the meantime, a new and virulently anti-Israel threat was born in Lebanon in the form of Hezbollah. Israel’s northern border remained insecure, and Iran’s influence grew. 

Now Mr. Abbas, already deeply mired in a rivalry with Hamas, could find himself further isolated from Palestinian sentiment the longer the Israeli assaults continue. Signs were growing last week that the fighting was emboldening Palestinian resistance, prompting Mr. Abbas to say he was prepared to walk away from the peace process President Bush began in Annapolis, Md., in 2007. 

“What does he have to offer us a year after Annapolis?” Mustafa Barghouti, a doctor, independent Palestinian legislator and advocate of democracy, said of Mr. Abbas, in a telephone conversation from the West Bank. “They promised us an agreement by the end of the year. What do we have after this year?”

Dr. Barghouti, who was a minister in the short-lived unity government that followed Hamas’s victory in 2006 elections, said the only durable solution was an accommodation that included Hamas. “There are two ways to deal with Hamas,” he said. “Either confront them, which makes them more extreme, or accept them in the political process.”

That would hearten Islamic militants in Egypt and Jordan and make those countries’ leaders shiver a bit more; and it would very likely embolden Iran in its ambitions for regional leadership and insistence on a nuclear program. 

Most analysts expect that some sort of negotiated cease-fire with Hamas is inevitable, since Israel seems neither willing nor able to reoccupy Gaza and replace its leadership. That, then, would leave the group with many followers in Gaza, even if its ranks are badly battered, its leaders driven underground and its formal centers of power, through which it might deliver services to its people, are destroyed by Israeli bombs. “Hamas as an institution is not really sustaining casualties,” said Ziad Asali, president of the American Task Force for Palestine. “The people of Gaza are the ones who are paying the price.” 
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Daniel Levy, an Israeli analyst with the New America Foundation here, said the flaw in the Israeli strategy is the belief that that people in Gaza will blame their own government, and not the Israelis, for the new wave of violence.

Israel, for its part, is determined to avoid the military and political catastrophe of its incursion in Lebanon in 2006 to squelch cross-border rocket attacks by Hezbollah not all that different from the ones by Hamas. That fight ended with a United Nations resolution and international peacekeepers but also, eventually, a rearmed Hezbollah.

“Israel believes its deterrence was lost in that war,” David Makovsky, a senior fellow at the Washington Institute for Near East Policy, wrote on Wednesday, “and Israel’s current campaign against Hamas should be seen as an effort to regain that deterrence.” 

One lesson Israel learned from Lebanon, he argued, was to lower expectations, depriving Hamas of the chance to declare victory simply by surviving the Israeli assault, as Hezbollah did. Israel has done that by remaining vague about its final goals. Israel also seems to have prepared better; by all appearances its forces were following a methodical campaign of strikes, even as it tried to win the propaganda war — or at least to do less badly this time, by trying to minimize civilian casualties.

Almost everyone in Washington agrees that the timing of the latest crisis had at least one benefit: It came before the inauguration of Mr. Obama on Jan. 20. Although he has expressed staunch support for Israel — at one point justifying a response to Hamas rocket attacks — he has raised expectations of a change in policy in the Middle East. The fighting has certainly pushed the Arab-Israeli conflict back to the front of a United States agenda crowded with foreign crises, from Iran to India to North Korea.

It is likely that the immediate fighting will have ended by Inauguration Day. If so, President Obama will be able to capitalize on the cease-fire to renew a push for a permanent settlement. He once suggested throwing American weight behind regional talks that would include Hamas, but that may no longer be a possibility. Mr. Bush fiercely resisted any accommodation with a group the United States and European Union classify as a terrorist organization.

“He has one advantage: that this is happening now,” said Mr. Asali of the American Task Force for Palestine. “The passionate reactions, the emotional reactions, the hatred, et cetera, et cetera, will be directed at the present administration rather than the next one. But that is a slight silver lining.”
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