	WORLD HISTORY
TEACHER PRESENTATION NOTES
THE VIETNAM WAR


Two slides per page. Use the cards below as your teaching script for each slide.
	SLIDE 1
	The Vietnam War


On-slide summary: The Vietnam War; How a reported incident at sea authorized an expanding war
TALKING POINTS
	•  Open with the framing question before showing anything else: how much power should Congress give a President based on one reported incident?
•  The subtitle names the whole lesson's arc - a reported incident at sea led to a resolution that authorized years of expanding U.S. action.
	
	•  Set the tone now: trace the causes, decisions, and consequences that connect a reported incident to a law and its effects.
•  Preview the one place where the reported evidence in this Vietnam War lesson is genuinely disputed - students will learn to weigh it rather than receive a flat answer.



	BACKGROUND
•  The immediately preceding lesson in this unit covers the wider Cold War containment strategy; this lesson applies that strategy to one specific case: Vietnam.
•  The lesson's throughline is legislative and diplomatic: a reported naval incident, a congressional vote, and what that vote authorized.
•  Students will meet one genuinely disputed piece of evidence - the reported August 4, 1964 incident - and practice weighing evidence rather than accepting a single flat answer.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How much power should Congress give a President based on one reported incident?
•  What should a government do when initial reports later turn out to be incomplete?
•  Who do you picture deciding whether to trust a report like this?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks on this slide. Guided Notes open at Section 1, bound to Cold War Containment and the Domino Theory.



	SLIDE 2
	Learning Targets


On-slide summary: Learning Targets; Explain containment and the domino theory in early Vietnam policy; Describe how the 1954 Geneva Accords divided Vietnam
TALKING POINTS
	•  Of the five learning targets, flag target three now: it is the one built entirely around weighing what was reported, rather than stating a flat fact.
•  The five targets run in chronological order - containment, the 1954 division, the incident, the Resolution, escalation and cost - and the slides follow that same order.
	
	•  Target four is what the Activity's Primary Source Spotlight actually grades, using the Resolution's own legal text rather than a summary of it.
•  Ask students to predict now: was expanded U.S. action in Vietnam authorized by a declaration of war, or by something else?



	BACKGROUND
•  The five targets run in chronological order, which is also the order of the slides and the Guided Notes sections.
•  Target three is the lesson's most sensitive claim: what was reported in August 1964 versus what was later concluded from declassified evidence.
•  Target five reaches past 1964 into escalation, cost, and the 1975 end - this lesson does not stop at the Resolution itself.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five targets do you expect to be the hardest to prove with evidence?
•  Does knowing how a story ended change how you judge the decisions inside it?
•  Which target do you think the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution itself is the best evidence for?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks on this slide; the Guided Notes reprint these targets on page one.



	SLIDE 3
	Cold War Containment and the Domino Theory


On-slide summary: Cold War Containment and the Domino Theory; After 1945, U.S. policy aimed to contain communism, not defeat the USSR; Containment - the strategy of stopping communism without full-scale war
TALKING POINTS
	•  Teach containment and domino theory as one linked idea: containment is the overall strategy, and domino theory is the specific argument for using it in Vietnam.
•  President Eisenhower used the falling-dominoes image in a 1954 press conference specifically about Indochina - that is where the term entered U.S. policy language.
	
	•  Note that Vietnam had already been a French colony fighting for independence before the Cold War made it a U.S. concern - this is not the war's starting point.
•  Ask why a strategy built to avoid full-scale war still led toward Vietnam. Push toward: containment left room for many smaller commitments to add up.



	BACKGROUND
•  Containment was the umbrella Cold War strategy adopted after 1945; the domino theory was a specific argument for applying containment to Southeast Asia.
•  President Eisenhower first used the falling-dominoes image publicly in a 1954 press conference, discussing Indochina specifically.
•  Vietnam had been a French colony since the 19th century and was already fighting for independence before the Cold War made it a U.S. concern.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would a strategy built to avoid full-scale war still lead the U.S. into Vietnam?
•  Is the domino theory a prediction, or a justification made after the fact?
•  What responsibility does a colonial power's history carry into later conflicts?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 1 blanks: containment, domino theory, French, 1945.



	SLIDE 4
	France Leaves, Vietnam Divides


On-slide summary: France Leaves, Vietnam Divides; The French Defeat; Vietnamese forces defeated the French at Dien Bien Phu in 1954
TALKING POINTS
	•  Anchor the slide on Dien Bien Phu first - the French defeat there in May 1954 is what forced the negotiations that produced the Geneva Accords.
•  Be precise about 'temporary': the Geneva Accords set the 17th parallel as a military line only, with reunification elections planned for 1956 that never happened.
	
	•  Ho Chi Minh had already declared Vietnamese independence from France back in 1945, so the division did not create the North's government - it recognized it.
•  Ask: why did a line meant to be temporary become permanent in practice? That question sets up the entire rest of the lesson.



	BACKGROUND
•  The French defeat at Dien Bien Phu in May 1954 ended nearly a century of French colonial rule in Vietnam.
•  The Geneva Accords set the 17th parallel as a temporary military demarcation line, with national reunification elections planned for 1956 that were never held.
•  Ho Chi Minh had declared Vietnamese independence from France in 1945 and led the communist-aligned government based in Hanoi.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a 'temporary' line become permanent in practice?
•  What responsibility did the countries at Geneva have to the Vietnamese people?
•  Why would elections meant to reunify a country never actually happen?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 2 blanks: Dien Bien Phu, Geneva Accords, 17th parallel, Ho Chi Minh.



	SLIDE 5
	Sending Military Advisors


On-slide summary: Sending Military Advisors; Who Sent Them; Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy sent U.S. military advisors to South Vietnam.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Teach the advisors buildup as the bridge: it connects the 1954 division to the August 1964 incident, because a steady rise in military personnel came well before any resolution.
•  The number matters - more than 16,000 U.S. advisors by 1963, up from a few hundred a decade earlier - because it shows steady growth well before any resolution.
	
	•  Advisors were officially barred from direct combat roles, though some did accompany South Vietnamese units on operations, which blurred that line in practice.
•  Ask what the practical difference is between an advisor and a combat soldier, and whether 16,000 personnel still counts as a small commitment.



	BACKGROUND
•  President Eisenhower sent the first small groups of U.S. military advisors to South Vietnam in the mid-1950s, expanding the mission under President Kennedy.
•  By 1963 more than 16,000 U.S. advisors were serving in South Vietnam, up from a few hundred a decade earlier.
•  Advisors were officially barred from direct combat roles, though some accompanied South Vietnamese units on operations and came under fire.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What is the practical difference between an advisor and a combat soldier?
•  Why might a government prefer 'advisors' to combat troops at first?
•  Does sending 16,000 personnel still count as a small commitment?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 3 blanks: Kennedy, military advisors, 16,000.



	SLIDE 6
	The Gulf of Tonkin Incident


On-slide summary: The Gulf of Tonkin Incident; Aug. 2, 1964: USS Maddox reported fired on by North Vietnamese boats; Gulf of Tonkin incident - the reported August 1964 naval encounters
TALKING POINTS
	•  Keep this slide to what happened on August 2 - well documented - and what was reported on August 4. Do not resolve the August 4 question here; the next slide does that.
•  The Maddox was on a signals-intelligence patrol off North Vietnam's coast, which is useful context for why the encounter happened where it did.
	
	•  Note that the conditions Navy commanders described for the reported August 4 encounter - darkness and stormy seas - matter directly for the next slide's evidence-weighing.
•  President Johnson ordered retaliatory air strikes based on the reports he had at the time - say 'based on the reports he had,' not 'based on what happened.'



	BACKGROUND
•  The USS Maddox was conducting a signals-intelligence patrol in the Gulf of Tonkin, off the coast of North Vietnam, when the August 2 encounter occurred.
•  The August 2 encounter is not disputed: North Vietnamese torpedo boats fired on the Maddox, and the Maddox returned fire with the help of carrier aircraft.
•  Navy commanders reported a second encounter on the night of August 4, in darkness and stormy seas, involving the Maddox and a second destroyer, the USS Turner Joy.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would a naval patrol close to another country's coast be provocative?
•  How might stormy seas and darkness make sonar and radar readings less reliable?
•  What should a commander do when a report from the field is uncertain?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 4 blanks: Maddox, Gulf of Tonkin incident, 4, retaliatory.



	SLIDE 7
	USS Maddox, the Ship at the Center of the Incident


On-slide summary: USS Maddox, the Ship at the Center of the Incident; Note: the Maddox, photographed the year before the incident
TALKING POINTS
	•  Say plainly what this is: an ordinary Navy destroyer photograph, taken a year before the incident, just to put a real ship to the name students just learned.
•  Note that the Maddox was an Allen M. Sumner-class destroyer assigned to signals-intelligence patrols, which is why the ship was operating close to North Vietnam's coast.
	
	•  Point out that this photo cannot tell you anything about what happened on August 2 or August 4 - it only shows what the ship looked like.
•  Note that this is a reference image rather than evidence - its job is to anchor the name 'Maddox' to a real ship before students meet it again in the Resolution's own text.



	BACKGROUND
•  An official U.S. Navy photograph of the destroyer USS Maddox (DD-731), in the public domain as a U.S. federal government work.
•  The Maddox was an Allen M. Sumner-class destroyer, commissioned in 1944 and assigned to signals-intelligence patrols in Asian waters.
•  This photograph predates the incident by about a year - the ship looked the same in August 1964.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Does seeing the actual ship change how you picture the incident?
•  What can a photograph of a ship tell you, and what can it not tell you?
•  Why might it matter that this photo is from before the incident, not during it?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this slide; the facts live on the preceding concept slide.



	SLIDE 8
	What Was Reported, and What Was Concluded


On-slide summary: What Was Reported, and What Was Concluded; Key Point: what Congress acted on and what was later concluded are two different questions.; What Congress Knew in 1964
TALKING POINTS
	•  Frame this whole slide as evidence-weighing before reading a single bullet: what was reported, what Congress acted on, and what was concluded later are three separate questions.
•  The 2005 NSA declassification is the key fact on the right side - it raised serious doubts about the August 4 report, but historians still debate exactly what occurred that night.
	
	•  Do not let the class land on 'it never happened' or 'they attacked twice' as a flat answer - both overstate what the evidence actually supports.
•  Contrast the two columns directly: August 2 is settled, August 4 is disputed, and Congress voted using only the information available to them in the moment.



	BACKGROUND
•  In 2005, the National Security Agency declassified an internal historical study that raised serious doubts about whether the reported August 4, 1964 attack occurred as described.
•  Sonar and radar readings that night were affected by stormy weather and an inexperienced sonar operator, according to accounts from participants and later historians.
•  Historians continue to examine exactly what occurred on the night of August 4; the discussion concerns what the sonar and radar returns represented, not whether the reports were transmitted.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why is it useful to separate 'what was reported' from 'what happened'?
•  How should a government act when its own evidence is uncertain?
•  What responsibility does a historian have when the record is disputed?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 5 blanks: 4, NSA, 2, information.



	SLIDE 9
	Congress Acts: The Gulf of Tonkin Resolution


On-slide summary: Congress Acts: The Gulf of Tonkin Resolution; Johnson asked Congress for authority to respond to the reports; The House voted 416-0 and the Senate voted 88-2 in favor
TALKING POINTS
	•  This is the hinge of the whole lesson: Congress passed a broad authorization within days, because the reports it acted on were still uncertain.
•  The vote margins matter - 416-0 in the House, 88-2 in the Senate - because they show how little resistance there was to granting broad power quickly.
	
	•  Only two senators, Wayne Morse and Ernest Gruening, voted against it; both later argued Congress had acted on incomplete information.
•  Ask why Congress would act so quickly on a report that was still uncertain, and hold that question open for the next few slides to answer.



	BACKGROUND
•  President Johnson requested congressional authorization within days of the reported incidents, and Congress debated and passed it in under a week.
•  The House vote was 416-0; the Senate vote was 88-2, with only Senators Wayne Morse and Ernest Gruening voting against it.
•  Johnson signed the resolution into law as Public Law 88-408 on August 10, 1964, three days after Congress passed it.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would Congress act so quickly on a report that was still uncertain?
•  What does a near-unanimous vote suggest about the mood in Congress?
•  Should Congress have waited for more certainty before voting?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 6 blanks: 416, 2, 7, Resolution.



	SLIDE 10
	Signing the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution


On-slide summary: Signing the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution; Note: the White House, August 10, 1964
TALKING POINTS
	•  Name what is happening in the frame: this signature, three days after the vote, is what turned the resolution into binding law.
•  Compare this quiet desk photograph with what students might expect a wartime authorization to look like - the gap is worth naming out loud.
	
	•  This signing is the moment the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution became law; the next slide unpacks exactly what that law authorized.
•  Note the date on this signing - August 10, 1964 - because the Resolution's legal life ran from here until Congress repealed it in 1971.



	BACKGROUND
•  A White House Photograph Office image from the National Archives, in the public domain as a U.S. federal government work.
•  The signing took place three days after Congress passed the resolution, formally making it Public Law 88-408.
•  Presidential signing photographs like this one were a routine part of documenting legislation in the 1960s.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why does a law need a signature at all, beyond a congressional vote?
•  What does a quiet desk photograph capture that a vote count does not?
•  What responsibility comes with signing a resolution written this broadly?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this slide; the facts live on the preceding concept slide.



	SLIDE 11
	Inside the Resolution: What the Law Said


On-slide summary: Inside the Resolution: What the Law Said; "All necessary measures"; Broad wording that did not name a specific action or set a limit.
TALKING POINTS
	•  This slide pays off the evidence-weighing slide: it mattered enormously that Congress voted so fast, because the wording they approved was this broad.
•  Read the exact operative phrase aloud - 'all necessary measures to repel any armed attack ... and to prevent further aggression' - and note what it does NOT specify.
	
	•  Contrast this with a formal declaration of war: Congress skipped that step and instead handed over standing authority the President could use repeatedly.
•  Say plainly that both Johnson and Nixon cited this same text for years afterward without a new vote - that is the resolution's real legacy.



	BACKGROUND
•  The resolution's operative clause approved the President's determination 'to take all necessary measures to repel any armed attack ... and to prevent further aggression' - no named action, no time limit.
•  Unlike a declaration of war, the resolution did not trigger the formal legal machinery of war; it functioned as a standing authorization instead.
•  Presidents Johnson and Nixon both cited the resolution as legal authority for major escalations for years after 1964, without returning to Congress for a new vote.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might vague wording be more useful to a President than specific wording?
•  What did Congress give up by not naming a specific, limited action?
•  Should a resolution like this expire automatically after a set time?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 7 blanks: necessary, war, Commander in Chief, Nixon.



	SLIDE 12
	Escalation Begins


On-slide summary: Escalation Begins; Rolling Thunder - sustained U.S. bombing campaign starting in 1965; March 1965: first U.S. combat troops landed at Da Nang
TALKING POINTS
	•  Walk through the policy decisions and troop numbers that mark this stage - a bombing campaign that began, a landing that happened, a troop count that grew.
•  Rolling Thunder ran from March 1965 to November 1968; name the years so students see this was sustained policy, not a single event.
	
	•  The jump from about 23,000 U.S. military personnel in 1964 to more than 500,000 troops by 1968 happened entirely under the authority of one 1964 resolution - no new vote.
•  Define escalation directly from the numbers on this slide: each step is larger than the one before it, and each cites the same legal source.



	BACKGROUND
•  Rolling Thunder was a sustained U.S. bombing campaign against North Vietnam that ran from March 1965 to November 1968.
•  The March 1965 Marine landing at Da Nang marked the shift from advisors to U.S. combat troops on the ground.
•  U.S. troop levels in Vietnam rose from about 23,000 in 1964 to more than 500,000 by 1968, without Congress passing any new authorization.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would a President use an old resolution instead of asking for a new one?
•  What does it mean that troop numbers grew this much without a new vote?
•  Is each individual escalation small, or does the pattern matter more?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 8 blanks: Rolling Thunder, Da Nang, 500,000, Escalation.



	SLIDE 13
	U.S. Marines Land at Da Nang, March 1965


On-slide summary: U.S. Marines Land at Da Nang, March 1965; Note: Red Beach 2, near Da Nang, March 1965
TALKING POINTS
	•  Name the scene plainly: a landing craft approaching the beach, a member of the beach party signaling with a flag - procedural, not combat.
•  Point out this landing was largely unopposed; Marines were greeted by South Vietnamese officials, not by fighting on the beach itself.
	
	•  Despite the calm scene, the March 1965 Marines landing near Da Nang is widely treated as the formal start of the ground-combat phase - the shift from advisors to troops.
•  Ask: what does this calm, unopposed landing near Da Nang tell you about March 1965, compared with what students expect a war photograph to show?



	BACKGROUND
•  An official U.S. Marine Corps photograph of the March 1965 landing at Red Beach 2, in the public domain as a U.S. federal government work.
•  This landing was largely unopposed; Marines were greeted by South Vietnamese officials rather than by combat on the beach.
•  The landing is widely treated as the formal start of the U.S. ground-combat phase of the war.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What does an unopposed landing tell you about this specific moment?
•  Why might a beach landing photograph look calm even at a turning point?
•  How is this image different from what you might expect a war photo to show?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this slide; the facts live on the preceding concept slide.



	SLIDE 14
	The Draft and the Credibility Gap


On-slide summary: The Draft and the Credibility Gap; The Draft; The Selective Service draft supplied troops for the growing war; draft calls rose sharply after 1965.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Connect this slide directly back to the evidence-weighing slide: contested reporting like the August 4 incident is part of why a credibility gap developed.
•  The draft is the cost slide's most concrete detail - draft calls rose sharply after 1965, which is when the war started touching families directly.
	
	•  Define the credibility gap precisely: the distance between what the government said publicly and what was actually happening on the ground.
•  Note that nightly television coverage was new to this war compared to earlier conflicts, which is part of why the credibility gap became so visible.



	BACKGROUND
•  The Selective Service draft had operated since 1948, but draft calls rose sharply after 1965 to supply troops for the expanding war.
•  The phrase 'credibility gap' entered wide use in the mid-1960s to describe the distance between official government statements and events on the ground.
•  Nightly television coverage was a new feature of this war compared to earlier conflicts, and it shaped how the American public experienced it.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How might being drafted change how a person experiences a policy decision?
•  Why would a credibility gap matter more in a televised war than an earlier one?
•  What responsibility does a government have to explain a war honestly?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 9 blanks: draft, 1965, credibility gap, Television.



	SLIDE 15
	Vietnamization, Withdrawal, and the End


On-slide summary: Vietnamization, Withdrawal, and the End; Nixon's Vietnamization shifted combat back to South Vietnam's army; The U.S., North Vietnam, South Vietnam, and the Viet Cong signed, Jan. 1973
TALKING POINTS
	•  Trace the policy and dates - Vietnamization, the Paris Peace Accords, the withdrawal timetable, the 1975 end - as the war moves toward its close.
•  Vietnamization, announced in 1969, is the policy hinge here because it shifted combat responsibility to South Vietnam's own army as U.S. troops withdrew.
	
	•  The Paris Peace Accords set a 60-day timetable for the last U.S. troops to leave - name that detail so students see withdrawal as a planned process.
•  Be precise about the two dates: U.S. combat involvement ended in 1973, but the war itself continued until Saigon fell in April 1975.



	BACKGROUND
•  President Nixon's policy of Vietnamization, announced in 1969, gradually shifted combat responsibility to South Vietnam's own army while U.S. troops withdrew.
•  The Paris Peace Accords, signed January 27, 1973, ended direct U.S. combat involvement and set a 60-day timetable for the last U.S. troops to leave.
•  Fighting between North and South Vietnam continued after 1973; North Vietnamese forces took Saigon on April 30, 1975, ending the war.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a withdrawal take years instead of happening all at once?
•  What does it mean that the peace agreement did not end all the fighting?
•  Should the war be dated to 1973, to 1975, or to both?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 10 blanks: Vietnamization, 1973, Saigon, 1975.



	SLIDE 16
	Signing the Paris Peace Accords


On-slide summary: Signing the Paris Peace Accords; Note: Paris, January 27, 1973
TALKING POINTS
	•  Name what is happening in the frame: a formal signing ceremony, January 27, 1973, ending direct U.S. combat involvement in Vietnam.
•  Be precise about this signing: representatives of North Vietnam, South Vietnam, and the Viet Cong signed separate documents at the same Paris conference in January 1973.
	
	•  Stress that this signing ended U.S. combat involvement, not the war itself - fighting between North and South Vietnam continued for two more years.
•  Ask: why might a peace agreement like the Paris Peace Accords not end a war right away?



	BACKGROUND
•  A U.S. Department of State photograph of the January 27, 1973 signing ceremony, in the public domain as a U.S. federal government work.
•  Secretary of State William Rogers signed on behalf of the United States; representatives of North Vietnam, South Vietnam, and the Viet Cong also signed separate documents.
•  This signing ended direct U.S. combat involvement, but not the war itself - fighting between North and South Vietnam continued for two more years.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a peace agreement not end a war right away?
•  What does a signing ceremony formally accomplish that fighting cannot undo?
•  Who is missing from this photograph, and why might that matter?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this slide; the facts live on the preceding concept slide.



	SLIDE 17
	What Changed After the War


On-slide summary: What Changed After the War; Congress Responds; In 1973 Congress passed the War Powers Resolution to limit a President's power to commit troops without approval.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Close the content arc by returning to the Essential Question: the war changed not just Vietnam, but how much power Congress hands a President based on a single incident report.
•  The War Powers Resolution of 1973 is the direct legal legacy of this lesson - Congress limiting its own future authorizations after the Gulf of Tonkin experience.
	
	•  State the cost plainly and once: more than 58,000 U.S. service members died in the war, alongside far larger Vietnamese, Laotian, and Cambodian losses.
•  Ask directly: was this lesson's evidence problem unique to 1964, or could it happen again? That question sets up the Activity's Part 5 position paragraph.



	BACKGROUND
•  The War Powers Resolution of 1973, passed over President Nixon's veto, requires the President to notify Congress within 48 hours of committing troops and limits deployments without further authorization.
•  More than 58,000 U.S. service members died in the Vietnam War, alongside a far larger number of Vietnamese, Laotian, and Cambodian deaths.
•  North and South Vietnam were formally reunified as the Socialist Republic of Vietnam in 1976, a year after Saigon fell.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would Congress pass a law limiting its own future authorizations?
•  Which cost listed here surprises you most, and why?
•  Was this lesson's evidence problem unique to 1964, or could it happen again?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Section 11 blanks: War Powers Resolution, 58,000, reunified, Congress.



	SLIDE 18
	Key Takeaways


On-slide summary: Key Takeaways; Containment and the domino theory drove U.S. policy toward a divided Vietnam; A reported incident, not a declared war, triggered congressional authorization
TALKING POINTS
	•  Return to the opening question about how much power Congress should give a President based on one report - students now have a specific case to answer it with.
•  Takeaway two is the one most likely to be flattened in a student essay. Insist students name the resolution's wording, not just 'Congress got angry.'
	
	•  The four takeaways map onto the five learning targets and onto the Exit Ticket, so use them as the review checklist before any assessment.
•  Activity Part 5 asks for a written position, so make students say their evidence out loud first: which takeaway proves how the incident led to the resolution?



	BACKGROUND
•  These four takeaways map onto the five learning targets and onto both the Exit Ticket and the Activity Part 5 essay.
•  Students often want to resolve the August 4 question flatly one way or the other; the takeaways deliberately do not do that, and neither should a student's final paragraph.
•  The Essential Question has no single approved answer. The Part 5 rubric rewards evidence and a defended position, not one particular conclusion.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which takeaway would you use to answer the Essential Question?
•  If you had to name the single decision that mattered most, which would it be?
•  Was this a story about one incident, or about how power is authorized?



	GUIDED NOTES
	These takeaways are reprinted at the end of the Guided Notes.
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