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Teacher preparation & access
Before the week

Use a lawful class copy of Bindi and The Tale of Peter Rabbit. Read Bindi beforehand. 
Revisit the teacher-selected drought, bushfire or community-healing passage; verify all 
details against the book. The Peter garden episode may be accessed through the teacher’s 
lawful copy or the original Project Gutenberg text. Storm Boy is an optional original-
novella comparison after prior reading.

Lesson 1 — Establish the issue (45–60 min)

Display R1 and use R2 to model detail → response → reason. Ask the two entry prompts 
without showing answers. Name the shared issue of actions involving animals, place and 
responsibility while distinguishing genre, history and cultural context. Partners test one 
supported and one unsupported claim.

Lesson 2 — Gather evidence (45–60 min)

Model a second checked example. Students complete R3 grid 1. Ask them to change the 
detail considered, then explain why a response might change. Check each learner’s 
observation against the lawful work before moving to interpretation.
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Five-lesson teaching route
Lesson 3 — Respectful reader conversation

Demonstrate a full R4 turn, including a plausible wrong claim and constructive correction. 
Partners use six thoughtful turns each. Students complete R3 grid 2. Observe whether they 
explain their evidence, not merely take turns.

Lesson 4 — Transfer and repair

Use R3 grid 3 and R5 rehearsal pages. Students compare a fresh checked Bindi detail with 
Peter’s return home, then repair two unsupported leaps. Give one criterion-linked 
correction and request a new application.

Lesson 5 — Independent evidence

Students complete R6 comparative commentary independently. Use R7 to record evidence 
and a precise next step. Oral/drawn planning may reduce incidental demands; final 
reasoning still needs two checked details, explanation, fair alternative and limitation.

Access and care

Offer lawful read-aloud, a partly completed organiser, oral or drawn notes, and a counter-
reading extension. Do not demand private trauma or cultural disclosure. Prepare 
sensitively for bushfire content; offer an alternative checked community-action passage 
when needed. Accept justified interpretations and accessible response modes.
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Conversation cards — teacher 
key
How to check any turn

Require an actual text/illustration detail, a response, a reason and an invitation to a fair 
alternative. A broad opinion without a checked detail needs another try. Bindi examples 
stay conditional until the teacher checks the selected passage.

Cards 1–6

1 Bindi community action: verify the passage and response link. 2 Peter garden 
entry/eating: choice can be questioned. 3 Peter chase: concern can be defended. 4 Bindi 
place: check an actual detail. 5 Compare one checked detail each without equating 
contexts. 6 Reject a forced single feeling; explain with evidence.

Cards 7–12

7 Name distinct genres/context. 8 Two Bindi responses can pass if each uses the checked 
detail. 9 Lost shoes/jacket may add concern. 10 Storm Boy requires an actual original-
novella pelican-care detail. 11 One character cannot represent a whole culture. 12 Two 
checked details, linked reason, fair alternative and explicit limit.

Source access and equipment

Teacher: lawful books, sticky notes or evidence cards. Bindi: Magabala Books product 
page verifies broad scope and creators. Peter Rabbit: Project Gutenberg original HTML 
(www.gutenberg.org/files/14838/14838-h/14838-h.htm). Storm Boy: Reading Australia 
guide for teacher preparation; use original novella, not a film. No book text is bundled.
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Purpose and entry check

Compare responses to actions involving animals, place and responsibility.

Before teaching: How might a reader respond to Peter in the garden?

What response might a reader have to a chosen Bindi passage?

Success: detail → response → reason → fair alternative and limit.
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Five useful distinctions

Response: a reader’s reaction. Perspective: a viewpoint.

Experience: what a reader brings. Context: circumstances around a work or reader.

Interpretation: meaning supported by a detail.

An observation is in the work; an inference is what you make of it.
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One issue, different responses

A shared issue does not make works or cultures the same.

Locate an actual detail → offer a response → explain why.

Invite a different supported response and name a limit.

Use the display and teacher-checked passages.
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Bindi: check the passage

Kirli Saunders’s verse novel includes drought, bushfire and community healing.

Revisit an actual teacher-selected passage.

If it shows a community action, one reader may feel hope; another may feel concern.

Point to the real wording or illustration detail before deciding.
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Peter: two possible readings

Peter enters Mr McGregor’s garden, eats vegetables and is chased.

A reader may worry for Peter during the chase.

Another may attend to the vegetables he ate.

These responses need reasons; they are not facts about every reader.
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Guided evidence decision

Find one actual detail in the chosen Bindi passage.

Find one actual detail in Peter’s garden episode.

Which notes are observations? Which are interpretations?

Pause and compare with a partner.
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Check the reasoning

Observation: describe the checked words, action or illustration detail.

Interpretation: state a possible response to that detail.

Reason: explain the link in the work and its context.

A feeling alone is not enough evidence.
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Lesson 2: change the focus

Peter ate vegetables; later he was chased and lost his jacket.

If you first focused on his choice, what changes when you notice his fear?

Keep the text constant. Change which supported detail you consider.

Record both possible responses in the evidence grid.
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One complete card turn

Choose a Reader Conversation Card and locate a real detail.

Reader A gives a response and reason.

Reader B offers a different supported reading or asks for evidence.

Check the teacher key; then swap roles.
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Try a comparison

Use a checked Bindi community-action passage and Peter’s garden episode.

How might two readers respond to responsibility?

Name one detail from each work and explain a similarity or difference.

Ask your partner for a fair alternative.
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Correct a broad claim

Wrong: “Bindi represents what all First Nations people think.”

Bindi is a specific fictional work by Kirli Saunders.

Explain only what a selected passage supports.

Do not turn one character into authority for a whole culture.
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Lesson 4: fresh rehearsal

Compare a checked Bindi community-action passage with Peter’s return home.

Use the comparative rehearsal sheet: two details, a reason, an alternative.

Repair a claim that forces one feeling or generalises a whole culture.

State what one passage cannot prove.
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Three routes, one target

Support: lawful read-aloud, oral or drawn detail notes and a partly filled organiser.

Core: independent detail-to-reason comparison.

Extension: counter-reading of a checked detail.

Each route still needs accurate evidence and a fair limit.
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Independent assessment

Compare Bindi and The Tale of Peter Rabbit on the shared issue.

Give one checked detail from each work and explain your response.

Acknowledge a different supported response and one limitation.

Do not use the practice model as a final answer.
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Self-check and next step

Underline the two checked details in your commentary.

Circle each explanation that links detail and response.

Mark your fair alternative and your limit.

Which link needs a clearer reason? Revise that sentence.
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What this unit adds

Readers can respond differently to the same or related issues.

A credible comparison tests each response against its own work.

Bindi and Peter differ in genre, history and cultural context.

Storm Boy can extend the discussion after lawful prior reading.
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Well Done!
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A Conversation 
Between Readers 
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Question 1

What makes a reader response supported?
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Answer 1

Name one real work detail and explain how it supports the interpretation. “I 

like it” alone is unsupported.
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Question 2

Peter eats vegetables and is chased. Compare two responses.
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Answer 2

Concern for Peter can cite the chase. Concern for the gardener can cite the 

eaten vegetables. Explain each link.
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Question 3

Compare Bindi and Peter on responsibility. What belongs in the response?
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Answer 3

A checked detail from each work, linked interpretations, a fair alternative and 

a limit. The teacher verifies the Bindi passage.
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Question 4

Record one actual detail from each work. What must be checked?
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Answer 4

Check the lawful Bindi passage. Peter enters the garden, eats vegetables and 

is chased. Do not invent Bindi wording.
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Question 5

Peter loses his jacket while escaping. Can that change a response?
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Answer 5

It can add concern for his risk. A reader may still question his garden choice; 

each answer needs its detail.
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Question 6

Repair: “Bindi shows what every First Nations person feels.”
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Answer 6

The claim overgeneralises. Describe this work and a checked passage only, 

not a whole culture.
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Question 7

Card challenge: two readers focus on different Peter details. What do they 

do?

PR
EV
IEW



Answer 7

Each names a detail, offers a response and reason, then listens to a 

supported alternative.
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Question 8

Compare the role of place in Peter and a chosen Bindi passage.
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Answer 8

Use Peter’s garden and a real checked Bindi place detail. Explain without 

equating their contexts.
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Question 9

Optional transfer: compare Storm Boy’s pelican care with Peter.
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Answer 9

Use a checked original-novella detail and a Peter detail. Distinguish this non-

Indigenous representation from cultural authority.
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Question 10

What evidence makes that Storm Boy comparison credible?
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Answer 10

Two precise, checked details and an explanation of why they are relevant to 

the same question.
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Question 11

“All readers must feel the same because both works mention animals.” Test it.
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Answer 11

Reject the forced response. Works differ in detail, genre and context; readers 

can justify different interpretations.
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Question 12

What four features make the final commentary complete?
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Answer 12

Two works with checked details; linked explanation; fair alternative; explicit 

limitation. Accept a justified alternative reading.
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Well Done!
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