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Hello Caleb, I applaud your efforts in this great annotated bibliography, and I find it brief and intriguing. The main claim is well stated. I think the claim should be more specific to the nature of women and the way that they disappear by hitchhiking and get murdered on the highway. There is one point supporting the main claim. The point is a bit shallow and needs more elements to be stronger. The claim that women get hitchhiked and killed on the road needs support, like lack of transport facilities, a strategy to eliminate more blacks or low awareness about safety through billboards.
The writer has tried to do a rhetorical analysis of the source. There is proper identification of the target audience, the indigenous women, the context, which is British Colombia, and the purpose of showcasing the work of the police to help reduce black women hitchhiking. In my view, the audience is the highway users at large who are getting informed and warned about indigenous women kidnapping and murder; the context remains the same, while the purpose is to create more awareness of hitchhiking and vice in society is being fought using road billboards. 
The genre of the source is a journal, and it plays a crucial role in helping the writer to figure the common style used in writing which makes understanding easy. In addition, the writer can attach more claim supporting points as journals are mostly for informing the audience. The source’s author is credible since her journal was peer-reviewed by other writers. For the writer to improve his authorial reliability, he needs to identify other related materials of the time and purpose for comparison.
I think the writer's choice of the source for the topic is great since it has a wide array of credible research papers. All the rhetorical analysis elements are present in the journal. This helps in creating a strong claim with significant supporting points. I feel like the information about the author’s background in terms of race and class would have improved my perspective in understanding the annotation and the source as well. The writer needs more attention on grammar, sentence structure and also a deeper wider analysis of his annotation.

