Your paper was more narrative than analytical.  In essence, you simply recalled his sad story.  I’m missing the “why did this affect you more than other stories” part.  

A bit brief, but nice citations in your first paragraph.  

Two awkwardly written sentences confused me in your second paragraph.

This can’t be what you meant.  Taking a bit more time (and more sentences) to fully explain yourself would have helped greatly.

I know what you mean here, but if you are looking at Vietnam as a mistake, then a “light” as the end of the tunnel (a positive thing) can’t be that history will repeat itself.  That’s not a logical statement.

That’s quite a far-reaching statement, not entirely backed by the facts you presented or just plain logic.

This vague statement (on its own) sounds like a sound bite from an Oprah show or personal success seminar.  I get what you are saying, but it sounds like you are really stretching too far to find something positive.

Couldn’t that be said about every single living human being today… having good days and bad days?

Your answers to part one were great, but part two was too brief.

In the future, cite your quotes and sources, eg. (Appy p45)

The questions I asked required much more depth of thought and written development.  

It is very clear to me that you did not complete the first journal assignment, because what you have provided here is completely superficial and could have been written by anyone who had read or even glanced at just 2 stories in the Appy book, instead of reading hundreds of pages in two books and viewing 3+ hours of video.

Have you read the comments I posted to students after the first Journal assignment, about incorporating all of these elements into your papers?  Have you read the announcements where these assignments are meant to show me an entire week’s worth of work?

Also, when you saying reading these accounts is more important than some history book, I couldn’t disagree with you more.  These accounts are little snapshots (many possibly exagerrated and some untrue) of the war.  The history books (and videos) provide the context and facts of the conflict, and you have not included any of that information to support your statements.

What you have provided here is completely superficial and could have been written by anyone who had read or even glanced at just 1 story in the Appy book, instead of reading hundreds of pages in two books and viewing 3+ hours of video.

Have you read the comments I posted to students after the first Journal assignment, about incorporating all of these elements into your papers?

Browne’s position, but then criticize him for not standing up and being “liberal”.  I think I know what you are getting at, but some of your statements about Catholics and liberals don’t seem to illustrate a clear recognition of the issues.  For example, the United States is generally regarded as anti-Catholic, but supporting a French Catholic Diem, who was also a non-communist, was a much better option then supporting communist Ho Chi Minh.  Also, the crackdown on Buddhists was not a crackdown on the entire religion, but those opposed or not supporting Diem’s government 100%.  Finally, during the Cold War, a liberal (left end of the political spectrum, closer to socialism and communism) was not something to be “proud of”.  In fact, many outspoken liberals were labeled communist sympathizers and blackballed from jobs and the subject of other persecutions.  Remember Joseph McCarthy and McCarthyism from your 1950’s U.S. history?

