
Discussion Directions 3.0 
 
 

The Three Required Components for Each Discussion: 
 

1) Post an initial response in the discussion forum.  
In your group’s discussion forum, you must post an essay that responds fully to the 
instructor’s initial question(s), using and citing evidence from the readings. 

 
2) You must also submit this initial response to the plagiarism checker as an 

attachment. 
For best results, the attachment should be a .docx file. The attachment will be checked 
using SafeAssign anti-plagiarism software, which returns an originality report. (To 
complete the first two steps of a discussion, many students find it most efficient to type 
the initial response in a Word document, submit it to the plagiarism checker, and then 
copy and paste the response into the discussion forum.) Any initial responses not 
submitted to the plagiarism checker will result in a 10% point deduction in your 
discussion grade, and your work will still be checked using anti-plagiarism software. 

 
3) Post a reply to a classmate. 

In the discussion forum, you must reply to at least one person’s response in your group, 
using and citing evidence from the readings whenever possible. 

 
To post your initial response to a discussion prompt you should start a new thread. To comment 
on someone else’s response, you should reply to that particular thread. 
 
The syllabus lists due dates for each discussion. Your initial response to the discussion prompt 
should be posted by 11:59 PM on Wednesday. Your reply or replies to group members should be 
posted by 11:59 PM on Friday. 
 
Your initial essay response to a discussion prompt should be composed as a five-paragraph essay 
between 375 and 900 words in length. All essays should completely address all questions asked 
with a quality argument backed by sufficient evidence.  
 
Your reply to one of your classmates should be a full paragraph and, whenever possible, should 
utilize cited evidence to back your position. One-line replies such as, “I agree” or “I disagree” 
will not suffice. 
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Useful Tips for Discussions: 
 

• Compose your initial response as a five-paragraph essay. 
• In your initial response, be sure to answer all questions asked. 
• Your initial response should include a strong, easily identifiable thesis statement. 
• Do not forget to reply to another student's post. 
• Always back your arguments with evidence. When crafting your initial response, be sure 

to use evidence from the readings to support your main points, and cite your sources, 
whether you are paraphrasing or using the author’s words. Replies to classmates can be 
more informal and do not necessarily need to cite evidence (i.e., perhaps your reply 
moves the discussion along by posing important questions), but strong replies almost 
always utilize and cite historical evidence. 

o Paraphrasing: Anything you submit should consist mostly of your own words (as 
opposed to stringing direct quotes together), but you must cite sources so that 
readers know where you are getting your information. Citations also help to cue a 
reader to which ideas you are borrowing and which ideas form your own analysis. 
Remember that you do not escape plagiarism by simply rearranging words and 
passages taken from a source. See 
http://writing.wisc.edu/Handbook/QPA_paraphrase.html for clear comparisons of 
successful paraphrasing versus plagiarized passages. You must put the ideas of 
others in your own words and provide citations for any ideas that you did not 
come up with on your own and for any information that is not common 
knowledge. It is perfectly acceptable to use the work of others, but you must 
always give credit where credit is due. 

o Direct quotes: In your discussions, you may also selectively use direct quotes 
from our course readings, but any time you use the words of an author, you must 
enclose these words within quotation marks and provide a citation. 

o Citation style: Class readings must be cited with both the author's name and page 
number. Any outside sources (optional) must also include a title. Choose a 
citation style (Turabian, Chicago, MLA, APA, etc.) and consistently stick to it 
throughout your post. If you do not know which citation style to use, consider 
following the one typically utilized in your major. 

 
The online class environment: I believe in and deeply respect freedom of expression, a 
fundamental human right and core American value. Please exercise it with reasoned and logical 
arguments and use evidence to support your positions. We will necessarily talk frankly about 
conflicts between groups, and I expect students to exercise the utmost courtesy in these 
dialogues. Personal attacks are never appropriate, and I will insist on a collegial atmosphere 
online. Inappropriate behavior, such as posting inflammatory rhetoric, flaming other students 
during discussions, sending inappropriate emails, or using the discussion forums for anything 
other than focusing on the questions asked, will lead to an immediate request for you to leave the 
class. 
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Additional Resources and an Example of an Initial Response: 
 
If you need a refresher on how to write an essay that effectively advances an explicitly stated 
argument, supports it with evidence, and correctly cites sources, please see the following pages 
on: 

Essay Writing – http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/685/1/ 
Establishing Arguments – http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/588/1/ 
In-Text Citations – http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/02/ 
Paraphrasing – http://writing.wisc.edu/Handbook/QPA_paraphrase.html 

 
I would also like to provide an example of a well-written student response to a discussion 
prompt. The example below is by no means the only way of approaching the prompt or 
answering it, but it is a well written and argued initial post.  
 
This is a discussion prompt I have used in my Vietnam War course: 
 

After the French defeat at Dien Bien Phu and the Geneva Accords, the 
United States began an effort at nation building in South Vietnam. Motivated 
by the domino theory, President Eisenhower supported Diem in his effort to 
prevent scheduled elections to unify Vietnam. President Kennedy further 
expanded the U.S. role in Vietnam, and President Johnson took the U.S. to 
war. How did U.S. perceptions of international communism and the U.S. 
experience in Korea shape U.S. policy in Indochina from the late 1940s to 
the early 1960s? Was the U.S. view of events in Vietnam accurate, or did 
ideological and geopolitical conflicts of the Cold War distort U.S. 
perceptions? What does the Indochina War, generally, and Dien Bien Phu, 
specifically, reveal about Vietnamese nationalism and determination to gain 
independence from foreign domination? Be sure to answer the questions 
completely and support your argument with evidence from at least two of the 
course readings. 
 

This is an example of a student response to the essay prompt (used with permission): 
 

From the end of World War II to the mid 1960s, U.S. policy toward Vietnam grew 
increasingly at odds with the reality of events on the ground in Vietnam. While the 
Vietnamese revolution focused primarily on national unification and freedom from 
foreign domination, U.S. leaders saw events primarily through the lens of international 
communism and gradually increased U.S. involvement in Vietnam’s affairs, leading 
the U.S. to become mired in a disastrous war.  

 
It seems clear that U.S. perceptions regarding communism directly impacted 
the United States’ handling of the situation in Vietnam. Dr. George Herring 
states that the increased tensions of the Cold War were exacerbated by the 
signing of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in 1949, the Soviet 
Union’s communist overthrow of the government of Czechoslovakia, the 
Soviet Union’s detonation of an atomic bomb in 1949, the communist 
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triumph in China, the knowledge that Soviet spies had infiltrated the United 
States, and the “red scare” and McCarthyism that swept through the United 
States in the 1950s (15-17). These issues led to a reassessment by the United 
States of its national security policy, culminating in NSC 68 which stated, in 
part, that the Soviet Union was attempting to “impose its absolute authority 
on the rest of the world” and that further Soviet expansion must be stopped 
(Herring 17).  Also, the beginning of the Korean War in 1950 helped to 
confirm U.S. suspicions that the U.S.S.R. wanted to spread communism 
throughout Asia, making the defense of Indochina increasingly important 
(Herring 23-24). The communist threat continued into the early 1960s when 
Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev began to display a new communist 
boldness and President Kennedy experienced a significant humiliation with 
the Bay of Pigs disaster, which failed in overthrowing the Soviet-backed 
Castro regime in Cuba (Herring 89, 93).    
  
With the increasing threat of communist expansion, the United States 
strengthened its belief in the Domino Theory (the thought that if Indochina 
fell to communism, so would the rest of Asia), which was first referenced 
after Ho Chi Minh took control of North Vietnam in 1946 (Duiker 
60). Because of this pervasive fear, the United States saw events in Vietnam 
through a distorted lens. While Ho may have been a supporter of 
communism, his words and actions seemed to be focused on reunification of 
his country and the establishment of some very democratic principles for his 
people. However, because the United States saw Ho’s leadership as another 
attempt to spread communism, the government decided to back South 
Vietnam’s Diem regime, which was anything but democratic. There were 
also long-standing stereotypes that dated back to the Truman Administration 
that considered the Vietnamese “a passive and uninformed people, totally 
unready for self-government” (Herring 13). A diplomat further suggested 
that the “Annamites” were not “particularly industrious,” honest, or loyal 
(Herring 13). With these notions thoroughly ingrained in the minds of 
American leaders, the Eisenhower administration considered Vietnam a 
“bulwark against Communist expansion” and a “proving ground for 
democracy” (Herring 53). Years later, the Kennedy administration declared 
Vietnam “the cornerstone of the Free World in Southeast Asia” and “our 
offspring” (Herring 53). The Cold War conflicts coupled with the U.S. 
ideology of containment of communism at all costs certainly led to 
distortions of the situation in Vietnam.  
  
One of the problems with this biased view is that it did not take into 
consideration what the first Indochina War revealed about its people: their 
fierce nationalism and long-standing desire to be independent and free from 
foreign intervention. With its historical domination by the Chinese and the 
French, and to a lesser degree by the Japanese and British, the Vietnamese 
people had been fighting against oppressive occupation dating back to the 
first century (Herring 4). The Vietnamese dedication to nationalism and 
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independence culminated in the Dien Bien Phu battle against the French in 
1954. With the strength of the French military and the rough terrain of the 
mountainous region of Dien Bien Phu, the French should have emerged 
victorious. However, with assistance from thousands of surrounding 
villagers, many of them women, acting as porters, the Vietnamese hauled 
heavy equipment and supplies by foot over the mountains in a feat the 
French thought impossible (Duiker 87). Many peasants joined the fight, and 
with the “human wave” tactics employed by the Vietminh, the Vietnamese 
were able to gain control of the French airfield and win the campaign 
(Duiker 88). This act once again displayed the determination and resolve of 
the Vietnamese people to live independently without the interference of 
foreigners and proved that they would go to any lengths to defend their 
homeland.  
  
In hindsight, with the U.S. government’s single-minded focus on communist 
containment and its misconceptions about Vietnam and its people, it seems 
inevitable that the United States’ position would change from relatively 
distant in 1946, to increasing involvement in Vietnam’s affairs during the 
Eisenhower and Kennedy years, to direct involvement of U.S. troops in a 
disastrous war during the Johnson era. 

 
Note that the essay discussion post begins with a very clear opening statement and concludes in a 
likewise manner. It answers all parts of the question raised by the discussion prompt 
thoughtfully, thoroughly, and cohesively. At 800 words, the post is longer than it needs to be, 
and the paragraphs would be too long for a formal paper, but they work well for this assignment 
because they answer each question in the prompt with plenty of facts and analysis. The post 
effectively uses ample evidence from among the assigned sources, encloses direct quotes within 
quotation marks, and includes citation references for quoted and paraphrased material as well 
any information that is not common knowledge. 
 
Good luck, and have fun with this! 
 
 
An Important Note on Plagiarism: 
 
Representing someone else’s work as your own will be considered plagiarism. If you borrow 
material from a book, article, or website be sure to acknowledge the source with some type of 
citation and quote any phrases or sentences borrowed word for word from any author. This 
policy includes the assigned readings. For clear comparisons of successful paraphrasing versus 
plagiarized passages, see http://writing.wisc.edu/Handbook/QPA_paraphrase.html. 
Any student who plagiarizes on any assignment will receive a grade of 0 for the assignment 
and may be issued a failing course grade for academic dishonesty. Any student who 
plagiarizes a second time will automatically fail the course. Any student who plagiarizes 
will be subject to punishment through proper university channels. 
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Discussion Grading Rubric 
 

 
 

  Levels of Achievement 
 

Criteria Excellent 
5 Points 

Good  
4.375 Points 

Acceptable 
3.875 Points 

Weak 
3.375 Points 

Failing 
2.875 Point 

Essay 
Thesis 
 (10%) 

Advances a 
clear and 

strong thesis 
statement at 

the end of the 
introductory 

paragraph and 
restates it in the 

concluding 
paragraph. 

Thesis is 
generally clear, 

strong, and 
stated in 

introduction and 
conclusion but 

could be 
improved. 

Thesis a little 
unclear and/or 

a little weak 
and/or not 

stated in either 
introduction or 

conclusion. 

Thesis needs 
improvement 
and is difficult 

to locate. 

No real thesis 
stated. 

Essay 
Argumentation 

 (10%) 

Provides three 
or more 

paragraphs of 
evidence that 
consistently 
support the 
argument, 

advancing and 
developing one 

idea per 
paragraph. 

Provides three 
or more 

paragraphs of 
evidence that 

generally 
support the 

argument but 
may lack clarity 

in places. 

Provides three 
or more 

paragraphs of 
evidence that 

generally 
support the 

argument but 
need further 

development or 
clarity. 

Paragraphs 
somewhat 
support the 

argument but 
do not always 

directly relate to 
the thesis. 

Paragraphs fail to 
support the 
argument. 

Essay 
Mechanics 

 (10%) 

Transitions 
between 

paragraphs are 
clear, and the 

content of each 
paragraph is 

summarized in 
its opening 
sentence. 

Transitions and 
introductory 

sentences are 
generally good 

but could be 
improved. 

Transitions and 
introductory 

sentences are 
generally good 
but not always 

clear. 

Transitions are 
poor and/or 
introductory 

sentences do 
not summarize 

contents of 
paragraphs. 

Transitions and 
introductory 

sentences are 
insufficient. 

Essay 
Logic 
And 

Validity 
 (10%) 

The argument 
is both logical 

and historically 
valid. 

 

The argument 
is generally 
logical and 

historically valid 
but could be 
improved. 

 

The argument 
is generally 
logical and 

historically valid 
but has issues 
in one or both 

areas. 
 

The logic and 
historical 

validity are 
weak. 

The argument is 
neither logical nor 

valid. 

Essay 
Evidence 1 

(10%) 
 

Meets and 
exceeds the 

evidence 
requirements 

called for in the 
discussion 

prompt, 
integrating 

additional class 
materials. 

Meets the 
evidence 

requirements 
called for in the 

discussion 
prompt. 

Evidence does 
not include one 
of the assigned 

sources. 

Evidence does 
not include one 
or more of the 

assigned 
sources. 

Does not use 
assigned sources. 
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Essay 
Evidence 2 

(10%) 

Effectively 
paraphrases 

and cites 
evidence to 
support the 
argument, 
providing a 

citation at the 
end of every 
paragraph 
(unless a 
paragraph 

entirely consists 
of original ideas 
and analysis). 

Effectively 
paraphrases 

and cites 
evidence to 
support the 

argument, but 
lacks one or 

more necessary 
citations at the 

end of a 
paragraph. 

Paraphrases 
and cites 

evidence but 
has some 

issues 
paraphrasing 

and/or does not 
include 

adequate 
citation at the 
end of each 
paragraph. 

Presents issues 
with 

paraphrasing 
and/or citation. 

Insufficiently 
paraphrases and 
cites evidence. 

Essay 
Evidence 3 

(10%) 

Provides proper 
citation for all 
direct quotes, 
which, if used, 
are done so 

sparingly and 
saved for 
especially 
poignant 

wording from 
an author or 
words from a 

witness to 
history. 

Provides proper 
citation for 

direct quotes 
but uses too 

many. 

Lacks proper 
citation for a 
direct quote 

and/or verges 
on stringing 

together 
multiple direct 
quotes instead 

of 
paraphrasing. 

Lacks proper 
citation for more 
than one direct 
quote and/or 

strings together 
multiple direct 
quotes instead 

of 
paraphrasing. 

Insufficiently cites 
direct quotes and/or 
blatantly overuses 

them. 

Essay 
Evidence 4 

(10%) 

Evidence 
selected offers 

vivid and 
specific 

examples that 
form a strong 

historical 
framework for 
the argument 

and proves the 
thesis. 

Evidence 
selected is 

appropriate but 
could be 
stronger. 

Evidence 
selected is 

acceptable, but 
better evidence 
is available in 

required course 
materials. 

Evidence 
selected is 

barely sufficient 
to form an 
historical 

framework for 
the argument. 

Evidence selected 
does not form an 

historical framework 
for the argument. 

Essay 
Completeness 

(10%) 
 

All questions in 
the prompt 
answered 

completely. 

All questions in 
the prompt 

answered but 
could be 

answered more 
completely. 

All questions in 
the prompt 

addressed, but 
answers need 
development. 

One question in 
the prompt not 

addressed. 

More than one 
question in the 

prompt not 
addressed. 

 

Reply 
to 

Classmate(s) 
(10%) 

 

Full-paragraph 
reply 

contributes to 
discussion and 
cites evidence 

to back position 
(or poses 

questions). 

Reply 
contributes to 

discussion and 
cites evidence 

(or poses 
questions) but 

needs 
development. 

Reply 
contributes to 
discussion but 
lacks citation 

(or fails to pose 
questions) and 

may need 
development. 

Reply 
contributes little 
to discussion, 
lacks citation 

(or fails to pose 
questions), and 

needs 
development. 

Reply contributes 
very little to 

discussion, lacks 
citation (or fails to 
pose questions), 

and needs 
development. 

 
    


