COMMENTS

In your intro, I was confused as to whether you supported going into other countries to provide aid or going in ‘gung-ho’.  

My advice would be to avoid cliché phrases such as “side of the coin” and “driver seat” in your academic writing.

Your answers in the second part were much too brief.  The questions I asked required much more depth of thought and written development.  

To pick Trainor’s story out of all of them, you provide one sentence of support.  There had to be more than that to make you pick that story.  

Finally, as to the comment “How can we tell them that they are wrong or misleading”, that is precisely what we will be doing in this class over the term.  You do mention them being “exaggerated to a point”… go with that.  If they exaggerate, then are we reading the truth?

#1 Be sure to check your work for typos and sentence fragments.

Even though this assignment is called a Journal, it is less a diary and more an academic paper.

#2 Be sure to do exactly what the questions ask you to do.  In this case, I asked that you pick a single story that had the biggest impact on you.  You wrote on 3.  As a result, you lacked the depth of analysis needed if you spent the time and words on just one.  

Avoid using hypothetical questions in your assignments to me… (So who is more justified?) I’ll be the one asking the questions and you will have to provide those answers.
Re-read the last few questions.  I asked about speaker credibility and subjectivity.  I don’t believe you addressed those at all.

While you addressed them, and mentioned the author’s preface (very good), your analysis of why we should trust their accounts seems to rely on their emotions and your feelings.
