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Section 2: Novel Situation 
 
For this part of the test you will learn about a new situation happening in the world. Then you 
will use your knowledge from world history to respond to the situation. This section will be 
graded using the conceptual understanding rubric (30 points). 
 

How can you use what you know about just war theory to analyze 
and evaluate the situation in Syria? 

 
 
 
 
 

Map showing Syria: 

 
 
 

Flag of Syria: 
 

 
 

 
 

Dear Scholar, 
 
You have been chosen as a special advisor to 

the United Nations. They are looking for a 

history expert to give them advice about 

whether or not to interfere in the civil war in 

Syria.  

 

Please think about what you know about 

power, justice (just war) and conflict. Then 

read the articles provided to learn about the 

situation in Syria. Use your knowledge about 

the concepts and the articles to write your 

advice to the United Nations. 

 
Thank you for your assistance! 
 
Your Teachers 
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Step 1: Start with what you already know. Write a full paragraph to explain your understanding 
of the question below.  
 

1. What is the relationship among justice, power and conflict? 

 

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

               

Word Bank: 
 

Justice          Power        Conflict          Criteria           Just War Theory         War  
 

STOP to check your work. 
  Did you… 
 
¨ Write a clear statement 

that tells how the concepts 
are related? 
 

¨ Explain your thinking in 
other words? 

 
¨ Give examples to show 

what you mean? 
  

¨ Illustrate your 
understanding with a 
metaphor or diagram? 



	  
	  

3	  

Step 2: Read the following timeline for events in Syria. Record notes on the side of the text to 
show how power is being abused in Syria. 
 

1971 – The authoritarian rulers of Syria, the Assad 
family, have held absolute power for over 40 years. 
President Assad wins elections with no other 
candidates running against him.  
 
2011 March - Protests in Damascus and the 
southern city of Deraa demand the release of 
political prisoners. The military shoot a number of 
people dead, triggering days of violent unrest that 
steadily spread nationwide. 
 
2011 May - Army tanks enter Deraa, Banyas, 
Homs and Damascus in an effort to crush protests 
against Assad's government. 
 
2011 June - The government says that 120 
members of the military have been killed by "armed 
gangs". Government troops attack and more than 
10,000 people flee to Turkey.  
 
2012 February – The government steps up the 
bombing of many cities. The UN says that more 
than 7,500 people have died since the government 
crackdown against the protesters began. 
 
2013 April - US and Britain demand investigation 
into reports that Syria's government used chemical 
weapons against its own citizens. 
 
2013 September - UN weapons inspectors 
conclude that chemical weapons were used in an 
attack in August that killed about 300 people, but 
do not explicitly allocate responsibility for the 
attack. 
 
2013 October - President Assad allows 
international inspectors to begin destroying Syria's 
chemical weapons on the basis of a US-Russian 
agreement. 

MY NOTES: 
How is power being abused in Syria? 

 

How role does justice play in this 
situation? 
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Step 2 (continued): Read the following source. Record notes on the side of the text to show 
why each person says we should or should not use military power in Syria. 
 

 
 MY NOTES: 
From: Reasons the U.S. must intervene in Syria 
By Frida Ghitis, Special to CNN 
 
Chemical weapons will be used in future 
battlegrounds: More than 100,000 people have been 
killed in Syria. That alone should stir the conscience of 
humanity. But there is something uniquely dangerous 
about the introduction of chemical weapons. Horrified by 
the effects of chemical weapons in the battlefield, nations 
have come together over the years to develop 
international bans on nerve gases, blister agents, blood 
agents and choking agents. 
 
The Syrian government, by all appearances, used nerve 
gas to kill hundreds of its own citizens. If it passes without 
a response, this will not be the last time we see these 
weapons in use -- and not just in a distant battlefield. 
Chemical weapons are not only appealing to dictators 
refusing to relinquish power, but they also could make an 
appearance in other wars, and they are ideal for terrorist 
groups seeking to inflict maximum fear. 

Why does Ms. Ghitis say we should 
use military power in Syria? 

 
 
From: Stay out of Syria's civil war 
By Newt Gingrich, CNN Contributor 
 
Before bombing Syria over the government of Syria's 
latest crimes, however, we should stand back and ask, 
"And then what?" A brief bombing campaign in Syria might 
make the United States and its allies feel like they are 
doing something, but it will prove nothing. 
 
We have already concluded that as terrible as the civil war 
is, it cannot be our war. The bombing will not change this -
- and then what? Both sides in Syria are bad. One side is 
a brutal dictator, and the other includes people with 
extreme religious beliefs and terrorists who are dangerous 
already and who would be brutal in power if given the 
chance. We will not spend the time, money and blood to 
create a desirable side in Syria. There is no victory to be 
had there. 

Wny does Mr. Gingrich say we 
should not use military power in 

Syria? 
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Step 3: Revise your conceptual understanding. Write a full paragraph to explain your 
understanding of the question below.  
 

2. Does this information about Syria confirm, complicate, or 
contradict your ideas about justice, power and conflict? 

 

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

               

STOP to check your work. 
  Did you… 
 
¨ Write a clear statement 

that tells whether the 
information about Syria 
confirms, complicates, or 
contradicts your 
understanding  
 

¨ Explain your thinking in 
other words? 

 
¨ Give examples to show 

what you mean? 
  

¨ Illustrate your 
understanding with a 
metaphor or diagram? 
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Step 4: Use your knowledge of justice, power and conflict to give advice to the United Nations. 
 

3. Does this situation meet enough of the criteria of Just War 
theory to justify the use of military power?  

 

 

              

              

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

STOP to check your work. 
  Did you… 
 
¨ Write a clear statement 

that tells whether or not 
military use is justified in 
Syria. 
 

¨ Explain why military power 
is justified or not? 

 
¨ Give examples to support 

your explanation work? 
  

¨ Illustrate the situation with 
an analogy or a diagram? 

Just War Theory 

1. Just Cause: A just war must be fought only for purposes of self-defense against an armed attack or 
an immediate threat. 

2. Proper Authority: A just war can only be started by the government of the country, not individuals or 
groups who are not part of the government. Furthermore, a just war should only be fought by 
countries that are directly involved in the conflict. 

3. Right Intent: For a war to be considered just, a nation must go to war only to defend themselves or 
prevent the oppression of someone else. A war is NOT just when a nation goes to war to gain 
wealth, power, or land. 

4.  Last Resort: A just war must be the last resort; all peaceful options must be exhausted before the 
use of force can be justified. 

5. Reasonable Success: There must be a reasonable chance of success; deaths and injury that result 
from a hopeless cause cannot be justified 

6. Just Conduct: In a just war, acts of war are directed at soldiers and other military targets, not 
towards civilians. 

7. Re-establishment of Peace: That outcome of the war must be better than the situation that would 
exist if the war had not taken place.  
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Section 3: Thinking like a Historian 
In this section of the test, you will show that you know how to think like a historian. 
 
 

 
Read the following two accounts of the causes of World War I. Then explain if either of the 
historians is wrong and which one is better. (BCR rubric – 10 points total) 

 

4. Is either historian wrong? Explain. 
 
              

              

              

              

               

 
5. Which one is more accurate? Explain. 
 
              

              

              

              

               

 

Historian A: Imperialism 
 
One of the main causes of the First 
World War was imperialism. Some 
countries in Europe owned more 
colonies in Africa and Asia than 
other countries.  
 

Historian B: Nationalism 
 
Much of the origin of the war was based on the 
desire of the Slavic peoples in Bosnia to be part of 
Serbia instead of Austria-Hungary. In this way, 
nationalism lead directly to the war. But in a more 
general way, contributed not only to the beginning of 
the war, but to the expansion of the war to many 
other countries throughout Europe. Citizens of each 
country wanted to prove that their nation was the 
most powerful. 

 

	  The	  events	  of	  the	  past	  were	  not	  inevitable.	  Historians	  recognize	  that	  a	  given	  set	  of	  
conditions	  could	  have	  resulted	  in	  alternative	  
outcomes	  therefore	  historians	  often	  disagree	  

about	  the	  causes	  of	  events. 
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Section 4: Metacognition 
In this section you will think about your thinking in order to improve it.  
 
6. Re-read your essays on this exam. Then 

circle the description below to show what 
level of logic your writing shows. (5 points 
total – reflective rubric) 

 
 OPPOSITE  NOVICE APPRENTICE PRACTITIONER EXPERT 

Lo
gi

c 

ILLOGICAL: 
Thinking does not 
make sense; many 
parts of thinking 
contradict each 
other; inferences 
drawn from 
evidence are 
unreasonable or 
irrational  

Some thinking 
makes sense but 
many parts are 
inconsistent with 
or unrelated to 
each other; 
inferences drawn 
from evidence are 
not usually the 
most reasonable  

Thinking makes 
sense but some 
elements do not 
mutually support 
one another or 
add up to one 
whole idea; 
inferences and 
conclusion mostly 
follow from the 
evidence and 
examples 
explained 

Thinking makes 
sense and elements 
of thought are 
connected; 
thoughts are weaved 
into a coherent 
whole; most 
inferences and 
conclusions follow 
reasonably from 
evidence and 
examples explained  

LOGICAL: 
Thinking 
consistently 
makes sense; all 
elements of 
thought are 
mutually 
supportive and 
make a coherent 
whole; all 
inferences and 
conclusions follow 
reasonably from 
the evidence and 
examples 
explained 

 
 
7. Explain your choice. Give specific examples from your writing.     

              

              

              

              

              

               
 
8. What is one thing you could do to improve the LOGIC of your work?    

              
              
              
              
              
               

Logic: My thinking is logical when all 
the parts make sense together and 

there are no contradictions. 
	  


