Functional Introduction
1. Start by writing your thesis sentence.
2. Draw several boxes, 3-6.
3. In each box, write the name of the subtopic.
4. Number the boxes in the logical order you choose (least important to most important).

5. Write a sentence or sentences that express you functional introduction.

How to make a preliminary outline

I. Introduction

A. Hook

B. Thesis

C. Functional Introduction
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In order to relieve global hunger, we must (1) know what it is, and what (2) causes it, and we must (3) recognize its negative consequences. Then the (4) United States must develop methods to (5) relieve it in order that the (6) world community will benefit.
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What is global hunger?
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What are the consequences of global hunger?
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What are ways to relieve global hunger?
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Why is there global hunger?
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The benefits of curing global hunger.
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The United States must relieve global hunger.
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Reporting from Washington— 


The constitutional clash over President Obama's national healthcare law moved closer to the Supreme Court on Wednesday, when both the administration and Republican state attorneys separately asked the justices to hand down a verdict early next year.��Both sides in the legal battle cut short their time for filing their appeal petitions in the high court, and both said they were anxious for a final ruling.��"This healthcare law is an affront on Americans' individual liberty," said Florida Atty. Gen. � HYPERLINK "http://www.latimes.com/topic/politics/pam-bondi-PEPLT00007637.topic" \o "Pam Bondi" �Pam Bondi�. "This case is paramount in our history and will define the boundaries of Congress' power as set forth in our Constitution."��She spoke for Republican officials in 26 states who sued in Florida to invalidate the Affordable Care Act, and she asked the high court to strike down the entire measure, not just its mandate that all Americans have health insurance.��In August, the U.S. 11th Circuit Court of Appeals in Atlanta, ruling on the Florida lawsuit, struck down the mandate as unconstitutional, but upheld the rest of the law.��Shortly after Florida's announcement, U.S. Solicitor Gen. Donald Verrilli Jr. asked the high court to review the 11th Circuit decision and to uphold the law in full. He said the justices should defer to "the considered judgment of the elected branches of government on how to address a crisis in the national healthcare market."��Under the new law, all Americans with taxable income must have minimal health insurance by 2014 or pay a tax penalty that begins at $95. Verrilli said that provision was needed to make sure that all who can afford it pay a share of the costs. Uninsured people used $116 billion worth of healthcare services in 2008, he told the court, and these costs were paid by others with insurance or by taxpayers.��Now that both sides have asked the high court to decide the Florida lawsuit, the justices are almost certain to vote to hear the case early next year. When a federal law is struck down as unconstitutional in one region of the country, the justices almost always take up a case to issue a national ruling. The 11th Circuit oversees federal law in Florida, Georgia and Alabama.��Meanwhile, the U.S. 6th Circuit Court of Appeals, based in Ohio, earlier upheld the law and its mandate in a 2-1 decision.��Though the justices are almost certain to hear the case, it is not certain they will deliver a final verdict on the healthcare law next summer.��Verrilli suggested the court should consider whether a ruling should be delayed until the first taxpayers pay a penalty in 2015.��This month, the U.S. 4th Circuit Court of Appeals in Virginia tossed out a lawsuit challenging the healthcare mandate and pointed to a federal tax law that forbids suits until a taxpayer has paid the penalty. By that logic, no one would be entitled to sue and no court — including the 11th Circuit — had authority to rule on the issue until 2015.
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