I like the way you have analyzed the poem. The approach is a clear indicator that you did not only understand the poem but also can read the tone that was used in any poem. The introductory part of the poem is leading. It can make anyone reading the poem to reach a hasty conclusion. However, in between, you have also pointed at the mixed reactions of the individuals. You have also noted the historical aspect of the poem. Besides, you also bring out the context and the person of the poem. It is encouraging that you found the poem enjoyable. The closing remarks on the moral of the poem wrap everything up. I would like to know whether there is any style that you think the poet used that is worth mentioning. Will you recommend the poem to a colleague? 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Hello, your opening statement speaks a lot on your analytical skills. I like the fact that you can read the emotion in the poem. One can understand the feeling of any poem from the tone employed by the poet. The speaker seems to be mad and agitated. You have pointed at the exact statements that bring out the emotion. You do not only give quotations but also elaborate on aspects that support the idea that the speaker is agitated. You also notice the drastic change from agitation to caring. The speaker starts being compassionate and caring. This aspect brings in conflicting emotions in the poem. In one case the speaker is furious and in the other filled with compassion. Would you mind pointing out any aspect apart from the emotion that comes out in the poem, be it contextual or stylistic? Thank you. 
Hello, I like the introductory part of your response. It is leading and directly points at what you are going to focus on in the poem. You have pointed out at unique aspects that most of us never noted in our responses. Ideally, the element of loyalty and pride is common in the piece. The speaker seems to be proud of his background and is not ready to vocalize it to strangers. The speaker seems to be bitter. In your last part, you assert that individuals should not make use of the history to take a stand a statement which I do not agree with. Is there anything evident in the piece that you think is worth mentioning apart from emotions and pride? Thank you.  
Hello. Your introductory statement is right. It is also encouraging that you took a personal initiative to reread the poem to ensure that you have a clear understanding even after failing to understand the first time. You have pointed at the lines that bring out anger in the poem which is a clear indicator that you reread it and understood. I wholeheartedly agree with you that the poem teaches us to be patient even with individuals whom we are not reading on the same page with. What other aspects have noted in the poem apart from the mood? Thank you.
