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Getting Started
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Introduction 2 of 2
Card 7 of 16
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Supporting Question 1

Card 9 of 16

Identify the petitioners. What were the
petitioners’ objections and how did they chose
to publicize their opinions? Cite strong and
thorough textual evidence to support analysis of
what the text states.

Notes

Supporting Question 2

Card 10 of 16

How did the school authorities respond to the
student protest? Cite strong and thorough
textual evidence to support analysis of what the
text states.

Notes
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Supporting Question 3

Card 11 of 16

How did the conflict between several students
and school authorities move from the local level
to the Supreme Court? Analyze the sequence of
events and explain how the events developed

Notes

over the text.

Supporting Question 4

Card 12 of 16

How does Justice Fortas organize the opinion?

Analyze and evaluate the structure of the ruling. Notes
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Focus Question
Card 13 of 16

Focus Question

Focus Question
Card 14 of 16

In the conflict between Tinker and the Des
Moines Independent Community School District,
who did the United States Supreme Court rule
in favor of? Analyze the sequence of events and
how the interaction of specific individuals, ideas,
and events led to the final ruling.

Notes

Notes
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After the Lesson
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After the Lesson

Comprehension Skill Video

Card 16 of 16

Ask, “How do the sequence of events
Core Lesson 5
unfold?

“This complaint was filed in the United States District
Court by petitioners, through their fathers, under §
1983 of Title 42 of the United States Code. It prayed
injunction restraining the respondent schaol
the respondent members of the board of
trict from disciplining the

held [505] the constitutionality of the
ics"action on the ground that it was
rder to prevent disturbance of school
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