
Biol 321 Fall 2011 
 
Online discussion instructions 
All of us are faced with scientific claims – but for this to be useful, we have to be able to 
judge these claims on merit. This involves critically evaluating research methods and 
interpreting results in the context of the existing literature. We’ll practice this by reading a 
series of 7 papers from the primary literature and hashing them out together on the course 
blog. 
 

1. Read the assigned paper, ideally during the week, and give yourself some time to 
think about it. 

2. Go to the blog post with your TA and lab section in the title. 
3. There will be a brief summary of the paper there, along with a few questions to get 

the discussion rolling. You can choose to answer one of questions if you want. Or, 
you might wish to critique some aspect of the study methods, or the way the 
authors interpreted their results. Maybe you loved the study and you want to argue 
why it is so important. Maybe you disagree with a comment that someone else has 
already posted, and you want to explain why. 

4. Try to use example from the paper itself, from class, or from your own experiences 
to justify your arguments. 

5. Comments should be in sentence form. Aim for 3-7 sentences long. 
6. When posting your comment, use the “XXX” from your XXX@queensu.ca email as 

your name, and your full XXX@queensu.ca email address as your email. We cannot 
mark you if you don’t do this. 

7. Make sure you are posting in the right spot (under the post with your correct TA 
and lab section in the title). Again, we cannot mark you otherwise. 

8. Discussions are most productive when many different points of view are presented 
– all ideas are worth bringing up. Be sure to treat other students, and their ideas, 
with respect. 

 
Try to make your contribution unique, relevant, clear, and grammatically correct. 
Critiques that include strong justification, or that demonstrate original thought are 
highly valued. Your participation will be evaluated out of 1, with weak comments 
given a mark of 0.5. Offensive comments will be removed at the TA’s discretion (and 
are worth 0). Note that only one good comment per discussion is necessary for full 
marks. 

 


