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General Resources 

Brookfield, S. and Preskill, S .Discussion as a Way of Teaching. San Francisco:  Jossey-Bass, 2005. 
-- A soup to nuts resource for all aspects of discussion teaching, but particularly useful in preparing and 
managing face-to-face and online discussion.  

 
Christensen, C R., Garvin, D. A. and Sweet, A. Educating for Judgment:  The Artistry of Discussion Leadership.  

CITY:  Harvard University Press, 1992. 
 --An edited anthology, full of good chapters, especially those by Christensen who is recognized as a 

leading authority on discussion. 
 
Howard, J. R.  Discussion in the College Classroom:  Getting Your Students Engaged and Participation in Person 

and Online.  San Francisco:  Jossey-Bass, 2015. 
 --Excellent resource that combines readable research reports with pragmatic suggestions.  Howard has done 

some of the best research on classroom participation and discussion.  
 
Sauter, P.  “Designing Discussion Activities to Achieve Desired Learning Outcomes:  Choices Using Mode of 

Delivery and Structure.”  Journal of Marketing Education, 2007, 29 (2), 122-131. 
 --A great piece on designing discussion activities.  Compares face-to-face and online discussions, and 

structured and unstructured discussion.  Lots of good references. 
 
Tanner, K. D.  “Talking to Learn:  Why Biology Student Should Be Talking in Classrooms and How to Make it 

Happen.”  Cell Biology Education—Life Sciences Education, 2009,8, 89-94. 
 --If you need to be persuaded of the value of student interaction, this article makes a convincing case for it.  

It also lists the barriers that prevent many faculty from using interaction and offers an array of strategies for 
overcoming them.  Never mind that it’s written about biology students, the contents are relevant in every 
discipline. 

 
 
Participation and Discussion:  Specific Strategies and Research Findings 
 
Auster, C. J. and MacRone, M.  “The Classroom as a Negotiated Social Setting:  An Empirical Student of the 

Effects of Faculty Members’ Behaviors on Students’ Participation.”  Teaching Sociology, 1994, 22, 289-
300. 

 --In a study that compared classes with the most and least participation, there was significantly more 
participation when faculty asked analytical rather than factual questions and when they called on students 
by name, provided positive reinforcement and asked for student’s opinions even when they didn’t 
volunteer.  

Craven, III, J. A. and Hogan, T.  “Assessing Student Participation in the Classroom.”  Science Scope, 2001, 25 (1), 
36-40. 
--Contains a rubric that can be used to assess participation. 

Howard, J. R. and Henney, A. C.  “Student Participation in Mixed Age Classrooms.”  Journal of Higher Education, 
1998, 69 (4), 384-405. 
--Over half the students in this study did not participate in any of the 10 session of each class observed. 

Jones, R. C.“The “Why” of Class Participation, A Question Worth Asking.” College Teaching, 2008, 56 (1), 59-63. 
 --Offers a good overview of the intentions behind the use of participation and suggests new ways of 

thinking about its use.  
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Keeling, E. L., Polacek, K. M., and Ingram,  E. L.  “A Statistical Analysis of Student Questions in a Cell Biology 
Laboratory.”  Cell Biology Education—Life Sciences Education,  2009,  8 (Summer), 131-139. 

 --Assigned students to write questions prior to labs.  Analysis of the questions revealed students did not 
write many higher order questions and that this practice of writing questions did not dramatically improve 
the quality of the questions.  Researchers conclude that in order to write better questions, students need 
direct instruction of the types and quality of questions. 

Krohn, K. R., Foster, L. N., McCleary, D. F., Aspiranti, K. B., Nalls, M. L., Quillivan, C. C., Taylor, C. M., and 
Williams, R. L.  “Reliability of Students’ Self-Recorded Participation in Class Discussion.”  Teaching of 
Psychology, 2011, 38(1), 43-45. 

 --Empirically investigated a method of having students record and describe their discussion contributions 
which showed that student did not over-report their participation. 

Marbach-Ad, G. and Sokolove, P. G.  “Can Undergraduate Biology Students Learn to Ask Higher Level Questions?”  
Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 2000, 37 (8), 854-870. 
--The results of this study answer the question yes.  In a large biology course taught using a variety of active 
learning strategies that emphasized questioning, the quality of student questions improved significantly 
compared with a course taught using a lecture approach. 
 

Mello, J. A.“The Good, The Bad, and the Controversial: The Practicalities and Pitfalls of the Grading of Class 
Participation.”Academy of Educational Leadership Journal, 2010, 14(1), 77-97. 
--An excellent article that explores the pros and cons of grading participation, issues that make it challenging 
to grade and offers some alternative strategies. 

Nunn, C. E.  “Discussion in the College Classroom:  Triangulating Observational and Survey Results.”  Journal of 
Higher Education, 1996, 67 (3), 243-266. 

 --Half the students surveyed in this study said they participated infrequently or never in their classes. 

Offerdahl, E. G., and Montplaisir, L.  “Student-Generated Reading Questions:  Diagnosing Student Thinking with 
Diverse Formative Assessments.”  Biochemistry and Molecular Biology Education, 2014, 42 (1), 29-38.  
--students in an upper division biochemistry course generated questions from assigned reading, one 
question for each of 11 readings.  The questions could not be factual but had to describe conceptual 
problems. 

Parrott, H. M. and Cherry, E.  “Using Structured Reading Groups to Facilitate Deep Learning.”  Teaching Sociology, 
2011, 39  (4), 354-370. 

 --assigned students to reading groups and assigned them tasks to be completed before coming to class 

Penny, L. and Murphy, E.  “Rubrics for Designing and Evaluating Online Asynchronous Discussions.”  British 
Journal of Educational Technology, 2009, 40 (5), 804-820. 

 --Analyzed 50 rubrics which identified 153 performance criteria for online discussions.  Organized these 
criteria into four major categories: cognitive, mechanical, procedural/managerial and interactive.  Lots of 
items included in the article. 

Weimer, M.  Learner-Centered Teaching:  Five Key Changes to Practice.  2nded.  San Francisco:  Jossey-Bass, 
2013. 

 --I describe the process I use to let students set the participation policy in the class (pp. 101-104) and how I 
use self- and peer assessment in grading participation (pp. 189-191). 

 
Weimer, M.  Discussion Details.  Teaching Professor Blog Post, April 10, 2013.  Find it at:  www.facultyfocus.com 
 --Identifies the various decisions a teacher must make when deciding how to respond to a student comment 

and the details that need to be kept track of as the discussion unfolds. 
 
Welty, W. M.  “Discussion Method Teaching:  How to Make it Work.”  Change,  July-August 1989, pp. 40-49. 
 --A classic; full of great advice on preparing for and facilitating classroom interaction. 
 
 

http://www.facultyfocus.com/

