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noon on the day before the class discussion meeting. Discussion meeting days are shaded in the syllabus. In 
your reaction papers you may discuss 1) applications of the findings in the readings to the real world, 2) whether 
the questions posed by the researchers are answered to your satisfaction, 3) connections with other research you 
know about, 4) any ideas you have for extending the research presented in the paper, etc. Reaction papers will 
be graded 0 ï 2 points (so disregard letter grades or % that may appear on onQ). The seven best papers will 
count toward your grade. (You donôt have to submit a reaction paper when you are a discussion facilitator and you 
can miss one more.) 
 
Participation   
(7%) Your participation grade will reflect the quantity and quality of your contribution to class discussions. As 
evaluation is an integral part of learning, you will be also asked to evaluate every class meeting (discussions and 
presentations alike, see below). In these evaluations, you have
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https://software.rc.fas.harvard.edu/lds/wp-content/uploads/2012/04/Spaepen-et-al-2011.pdf
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163ï180. 

Feldman, N. H., Myers, E. B., White, K. S., Griffiths, T. L., & Morgan, J. L. 
(2013). Word-level information influences phonetic learning in adults and 
infants. Cognition, 127(3), 427ï438. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2013.02.007 
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http://www.waisman.wisc.edu/infantlearning/publications/Lany.Saffran.2010.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2013.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2013.01.003
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children create partner-specific referential pacts with peers. 
Developmental Psychology, 50(10), 2334-2342.  
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http://www.oxfordreference.com.proxy.queensu.ca/view/10.1093/acref/9780195139778.001.0001/acref-9780195139778
http://search.proquest.com/psycinfo/docview/918759419/138E2F1E5F02BED9131/1?accountid=6180
http://userwww.service.emory.edu/~lnamy/lab/nygard%20cook%20namy%20sound%20to%20meaning%202009.pdf
http://userwww.service.emory.edu/~lnamy/lab/nygard%20cook%20namy%20sound%20to%20meaning%202009.pdf
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Discussion Guidelines 
 
Facilitators 

A group of two or three students will act as facilitators of each discussion. The role of the team is not as much to 
serve as an ñexpertò but as a ñguideò of the discussion. As discussion facilitators, you donôt have give a lecture, 
or to make a presentation. Rather your task is to lead a discussion of the material so that as many students of 



 

Facilitators: _____________________  Name of evaluator(s): ____________________ 
  _____________________     ____________________ 
  _____________________     ____________________ 
  _____________________ 
 
 
 
Discussion Evaluation 

 
Please comment on the following aspects of todayôs discussion and give an overall mark. Your comments will be 
given to the discussion facilitators without identifying you. 
 

1. Apparent knowledge of content and preparedness of the facilitators 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Efforts and success of involving the class in a discussion 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. What issues were discussed particularly well, i.e., what is the most memorable point of todayôs 
discussion? 

 
 
 
 
 
 

4. What questions and topics could have been handled better? Any suggestions about how that could have 
been done? Were there any topics that you wish were discussed and were not? 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Did all facilitators contribute in a meaningful way? 
 
 
 
 
 
Please consider all of your answers above. Indicate a grade for the facilitators by circling a letter grade or a 
vertical mark. 
 
 
F   D   C-   C   C+   B-  B  B+  A-  A  A+ 
 



 

Name: ____________________________ 
 
 

Self-evaluation 
 
Please comment on the following aspects of your 





 

Name of presenter:_____________________  Name of evaluator(s): ____________________ 
          ____________________ 
          ____________________ 
 
 
Presentation Evaluation 

 
Please comment on the following five aspects of the presentation and give it an overall mark. Your comments 
will be given to the presenter without id] TJ
ET4-3(t)18(i)-17(ofy18(i)-17(o)16(d)-3( fy)-5(m TJ
E TJ
E TJ
E  0 0 1 1718W* nou0F2 10 Tf8-US)5 .s 2 10 Tf
1 0 0 1 381.72 710.17 Tm
0 g
0 G
[( )] TJ
ET
Q
q
0.00000912 0 612 792 r7)ym TJ
E TJ
E TJ
E  0 0 1 1.C2 10 Tf
1 0 0 1 381.72 710.17 Tm
0 g
0 G83(n)-* nou0F2 10 Tf8-US


