just as much a use of your intelligence and insight as is the paper. 

The idea 

of the bibliography is not to write a descriptive book report, but 

rather to 

give insightful but concise insight about each of the papers you are 

presenting. The idea is that I or some other researcher could read your 

annotations and make a decision about whether it would be worthwhile 

for us 

to look at the original paper. So, you might include comments like 

- "mainly a computer simulation exercise based on few real data"

- "takes a conventional business approach to tourism and uses the word 

Sustainable in a superficial way"

- "a very interesting synthesis of cultural and biological perspectives 

showing how the two can reinforce each other"

- very interesting synthesis of sustainable tourism but so based on 

specific 

Australian legislation that it would be difficult to apply in other 

countries"

- or . . . 

See what I mean? Of course you will have to provide some very brief 

description of what each paper is about too, but the descriptions are 

not the 

most important element. You not only can but should include articles 

from all 

over the world, if they are relevant, not just ones about your park in 

Indonesia. For example, an article on, say, desert tourism in Jordan 

might 

give you lots of insight on the relationship between cultural and 

ecological 

factors even though the ecosystem is very different.

-- 

John Middleton

john.middleton@brocku.ca
Department of Tourism and Environment

Brock University

Canada

On 2007 April 23 Monday 02:13, you wrote:

> Hello John,

>   Sorry to email you from this website, Curtin University isn't 

allowing me

> to access the Brock Website or my hotmail for some reason. I 

completed a

> few of the paragraphs for the annotated bibliography but now they are

> erased and my email was not forwarded to me so I am going to redo 

them, but

> I just wanted to make sure I was on the right track.

>

>   I made the paragraphs more or less the general outline of what the

> article is focussed on with some main examples, and was saving 

specific

> information for the paper, is that how I should continue to do it?

>

>   I found some journal articles on the Wakatobi National Park

> specificially, but I dont think there will be enough for 30 articles, 

so i

> just wanted to make sure that articles about Indonesia or sustainable 

or

> cultural tourism are acceptable?

>

>   In terms of the paper,

>   I was thinking of setting up with a background, and then use sub 

headings

> on marine conservation (which seems to be what most of the 

information i

> have found pertains to) , a tourism sub heading, and a cultural 

subheading.

> And then from the research I collect put a spin on it, and creatively 

come

> up with how I think tourism could be developed from all of this.  

Does that

> sound appropriate?

>

>   I am doing a cultural course the first week where I speak with the 

locals

> about issues and learn a bit of their language, and the second week 

is

> snorkelling and doing reef monitoring and thats sort of why I wanted 

to e

> include both culture and marine conservation into the paper. I know 

its not

> as specific of a topic but i think they could work hand in hand 

together

> but let me know if you think I am trying to tackle to large of a 

topic.

Hello Emily;

The Laverton experience sounds like it will be wonderful, and that you 

will 

learn many things from it. Where the information is relevant, you can 

certainly use it in your final report, for example if you can give a 

reference to a report or web site or academic paper about the 

community. You 

can also use some of your personal observations in Laverton to support 

your 

analysis of Indonesia, but the focus of the paper should certainly 

remain on 

the park in Indonesia.

