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2010 Update  

When I researched apparent public library closures, 
first as reported in the 2008 and 2009 IMLS tables 
(Cites & Insights April 2012'* rfcl &ugrf Ugjj Ispr©q
assistance) for 1998 through 2009 (Cites & Insights 
May 2012), I was pleased to find that very few pub-
lic libraries actually closed and stayed closed. 

But I was nervous about FY2010, which for 
most of the country should have been the year that 
the recession hit the hardest (in terms of tax reve-
nue and other issues). Would there be a wave of 

public library closures in FY2010? 
The Institute for Museum and Library Studies 

(IMLS) released the FY2010 public library databases 
lc_p rfc clb md Hsjw 0./0, G©k njc_qcb rm q_w rf_r rfc
answer is No. In all, eight libraries (not branches) 
and agencies reported closure (and one reported 

temporary closure), while there were 18 new librar-
ies and agencies®and eleven libraries and agencies 
not previously reported. 

What about the eight closed libraries and agen-
agcq= Fcpc©q _ osgai jmmi _r c_af md rfck _lb uf_r G
was able to find in cursory research. 

Mattawamkeag Public Library, Mattawamkeag, 
Maine 
This library had a service area population of 790 in 
FY2009®but it did not report statistics for that 
year. Imputed circulation was only 208. No further 
information found. 

Sargentville Library Association, Sedgwick, Maine  
In FY2009, this library potentially served 1,021 
people®but was only open 100 hours (two hours 

per week) and showed a total circulation of 50. It 
has an active website, currently showing four hours 
per week summer hours. Its status is unclear. 

Faribault County Library, Blue Earth, Minnesota 
This library system served 7,844 people in FY2009 
with 1,504 open hours and 7,875 circulation. In this 
case, the system actually served smaller community 

ªqr_rgml jg`p_pgcq« gl D_pg`_sjr Amslrw `sr fad no 
library building of its own, which turns out to vio-
late Minnesota law. While the county library has 
closed, nobody (apparently) lost library service: The 
county library budget is now used so that the city 
libraries can provide materials and staffing for the 

qk_jjcp qr_rgml jg`p_pgcq, Rfsq* rfcpc©q lmeffective 
closure here®no library outlets actually closed. 

Flasher Public Library, Flasher, North Dakota 
Flasher Public Library served 285 people in FY2009 
and circulated 6,727 items in 416 open hours. Total 
staff at the time was 0.2FTE®that is, 8 hours per 
week. The 2010 census shows 235 people in Flash-
er. This may be a case where the community could 

no longer afford even part-time staff. 

Ruskin Public Library, Ruskin, Nebraska 
This library potentially served 195 people in 
FY2009®but reported no paid staff, although it cir-
culated 1,861 items in 260 open hours. The popula-
tion is down to 123 in the 2010 census. No further 
information. 
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Stark Public Library, Stark, New Hampshire 
In FY2009, this library potentially served 516 people 
and was open nearly 1,000 hours®but reported no 
circulation and had no paid staff. This may be anoth-
er case where a volunteer-run library or reading room 

qgknjw bmcql©r os_jgdw dmp glajsqgml gl GKJQ, 

Berks County Public Libraries, Leesport, 
Pennsylvania 
In 2009, this system served 39,430 people and cir-
asj_rcb 3.*331 grckq gl 2*133 fmspq, Rfcpc©q _l _c-
tive website for Berks County Public Libraries that 

http://citesandinsights.info/civ12i3.pdf
http://citesandinsights.info/civ12i4.pdf
http://citesandinsights.info/civ12i4.pdf
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glbga_rcq rf_r gr©q _ qwqrck md 01 glbcnclbclr jg`p_r-
ies. Looking more closely, the 2009 figures are for 
two bookmobiles. Budget cuts eliminated those 

bookmobiles, presumably also eliminating separate 
reporting for the county system. 

Jefferson County Library, Beaumont, Texas 

This system served 33,628 people and had 42,463 
circulation in 1,064 hours in FY2009. In this case, 
an August 13, 2010 story in Library Journal spells it 
msr, Rfc amslrw jg`p_pw* amlqgqrgle md _ ªqk_jj u_ji-

gl jg`p_pw« _lb _ `mmikm`gjc* _lb qcptgle slglamr-
porated areas of the county (Beaumont has its own 
jg`p_pw qwqrck'* u_q ajmqcb ªdmp emmb« `ca_sqc rfc
amslrw amsjbl©r _ddmpb rfc "100,000 budget. The 
story says interlocal agreements might allow con-
tinued library service to those who live outside city 

limits. (Beaumont sells non-resident library cards at 
$25 or $40 per year.) 

Summing Up 

Yes, money issues did result in some closures, most-
ly affecting very small communities and people in 
unincorporated areas of counties. Effectively, there 
were seven actual library/bookmobile closures (or 
conversions to volunteer status) and one purely 
administrative change. Nontrivial losses, especially 

for the rural areas of Jefferson County and possibly 
Berks County, but not a wave of closures. 

Words  

Thinking About 

Blogging, Part 1 

Blogging has been largely absent from Cites & In-
sights since January 2011 and the flameout of my 
liblogging series®and the last major article about 
blogging in general was in April 2010. (There was a 
ZEITGEIST piece in November 2010, but that related 

rm _ qncagdga gqqsc,' Qm gr©q rgkc rm rfgli _`msr `jmg-
ging again, with more than two years of interesting 
items covering a wide range of topics.  

Most of the topics in Part 1 relate to blogging in 
general (although librarians are frequently well rep-
resented). Part 2, in the October issue deals with 
starting, stopping and continuing (almost entirely 
among libloggers) and with library and librarian 

nmqrq _lb gqqscq, Gr©q _aamkn_lgcb `w _ `pgcd snb_rc
on the status of liblogs®or at least the 1,300+ 
liblogs that had visible posts in mid-2010. 

Names 

? dcu grckq ml rfc qgelgdga_lac md ªpc_j« l_kcq gl
blogging. 

Expertise, authorship, and êð UÅëùËUÈ ó 

Rf_r©q Afpgqrgl_ Ngi_qon May 15, 2010 at '»ð¾óû¾ËUíóù
LIS Rant. Qfc©q amkkclrgle ml ª@jme k_rrcpq8 ufm
gq ¨pctcpc©=«®a May 15, 2010 post `w ªpctcpc« _r
Effect Measure. 

The latter blog was by one or more people, nev-
er named or specifically counted, and the post said 
ªOur self-description in the masthead is exactly cor-
rect. No embellishment or false information.« Lmr
that there was _ k_qrfc_b rf_r G amsjb dglb¡ @sr
what Revere had to say is interesting: 

Rfc ªnpm`jck« md rfc gbclrgrw md ªpctcpc« gq _ aspi-

ously substantive issue that interests us. One of the 

rfgleq _r gqqsc fcpc gq rfc oscqrgml md ª_srfmpqfgn*«

i.e., what does it mean to be an author. Revere is dif-

ferent than most reporters or journalists as we are 

our own publishers and our own editors. No one 

stands between the words we draft and the words 

you read. Newspapers have editors and publishers 

who to some extent interpose themselves in that 

space. Even great authors have editors whom they 

thank effusively in the acknowledgements of their 

books (if the author is honest and generous). Talent-

ed editorq bml©r hsqr amnw cbgr, Rfcw k_ic qseecs-

tions about what to put in, what to take out, what 

order to put things in and whether the book or arti-

cle should go to press at all. And having been inter-

viewed more times than I can count by journalists 

and reporters both both good and bad and com-

plained on more than one occasion about significant 

omissions that changed the meaning of what I said, 

at least half the time the blame is deflected onto the 

pcnmprcp©q ªcbgrmp,« ?`msr f_jd md rfmqc rgkcq G _ars_l-

ly believe it. But there is no editor here. The reveres 

or revere writes what he/she/it/they want to write. 

No permissions needed and it all goes up as soon as 

uc nsqf rfc ªNs`jgqf« `srrml, 

Revere says the blog itself provides evidence of the 
upgrcpq© cvncprgqc8 

Are we accurate reporters of the science we talk 

about? You can judge for yourself, but I can tell you 

honestly we have had many nice emails from fellow 

scientists whose work we have taken the time to ex-

nj_gl, G bml©r rfgli uc f_tc ctcp f_b mlc rcjj sq uc

got it all wrong, although on occasion we have had 

_bbgrgmlq mp aj_pgdga_rgmlq _lb mlac mp rugac uc©tc

made mistakes which we promptly corrected in the 

nmqr* glajsbgle glbga_rgle gr gq _ amppcargml, Gr©q rpsc

emmb qagclac pcnmprcpq bm rfgleq uc bml©r, Dmp cv_m-

ple, they will get in touch with the authors for addi-

http://www.libraryjournal.com/lj/home/886333-264/jefferson_county_tx_puts_brakes.html.csp
http://scienceblogs.com/christinaslisrant/2010/05/15/expertise-authorship-and-real/
http://scienceblogs.com/effectmeasure/2010/05/15/blog-matters-who-is-revere/
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rgml_j cvnj_l_rgmlq, Uc bml©r bm rf_r `ca_sqc uc bml©r

have to. We report on things we understand and that 

bml©r lccb rm `c cvnj_glcb rm sq, ?lb uc egtc _jrcpla-

tive views when we think we should, again because 

uc slbcpqr_lb rfc amlrcvr, Uf_r uc bml©r bm gq em

hunting for someone with a different view for the sake 

md ª`_j_lac,« Fmu _pc wms _q _ pc_bcp rm ilmu gd rfc

alternative views are well founded, prevalent or are 

qcptgle qncag_j glrcpcqrq= Wms bml©r*to put it bluntly. 

At least in our case you know whom you are trusting 

or not. Us. And as noted, you have a lot of evidence to 

help you form that judgment. 

Rfcl rfcpc©q _srfmpgrw®and in most cases, unless 

you personally know the writer, having a name 
doesn©r q_w ksaf _`msr _srfmpgrw _lwu_w, 

Ufgaf `pgleq sq `_ai rm rfc qrp_lec gbc_ md ª_srfmr-

qfgn,« Amkn_pcb rm `mmi upgrcpq _lb pcnmprcpq* kmqr

of whom have editors and publishers, we have much 

more claim to be the author of this blog. But even that 

claim is pretty weak. We use and in many cases de-

pend upon news articles or reports or scientific publi-

cations done by others, and we, too, have to take most 

of the things we read on faith. Unless we know a field 

unusually intimately in a way that is impossible for 

mmqr rmngaq md eclcp_j glrcpcqr* uc f_tcl©r pc_b _jj rfc

agr_rgmlq gl _ n_ncp _lb _pcl©r jgicjw rm em pc_b rfck rm

afcai rfc tcp_agrw md rfc _srfmp©q aj_gkq _`msr rfck®

unless we have good reason or prior knowledge that it 

is wrong. Nor do we have the raw data the work is 

`_qcb ml* _lb gd uc bgb* uc _pcl©r jgicjw rm pc-run the 

analyses. Life is short. There are things we must take 

on faith, which is why scientific misconduct is such a 

serious offense. It loosens the glue that keeps the sys-

tem together. Add to this the fact that so much science 

today is done in teams, sometimes numbering in the 

many dozens or hundreds, and the idea of authorship 

seems to be a mirage. Even as a sole author, my words 

are enmeshed in a web of interlocking and connecting 

ideas, many depending upon faith for their coherence 

and force. Which are the ideas of the author and 

which of others. All I can claim is to have strung the 

words together in a way I think unique to me. Big 

bc_j, Rf_r bmcql©r k_ic kc _l _srfmp, ?r kmqr gr

makes me a paraphraser. I try to set down new ideas, 

to add value. But I am using raw materials provided 

my many people unnamed but with some claim to be 

co-authors. 

G©k lmr qspc G `sw rf_r n_pr* mp rf_r G _aacnr rf_r `e-
ing edited (in most of my earlier columns and arti-
cles and in most of my books) makes me less of an 
author. But writing under a single or group pseudo-
lwk bmcql©r bclw _srfmpqfgn, 

In this case, whatever Effect Measure was do-
gle* gr u_q hsqr _`msr bmlc, Rfc tcpw lcvr b_w* ªUc
`gb wms d_pcucjj« _llmslacb the end of the blog. 

Rf_r clb bgbl©r qcck rm f_tc ksaf rm bm ugrf _u-
thorship or names. 

Ngi_q mddcpcb _ osgai ejmqq ml Pctcpc©q kmbcr-

ately long post: 

?r rfgq nmglr* _drcp wc_pq _lb wc_pq md `jmeq gr©q _

shame this has to be said explicitly. The general 

points go like this: 

there are many legitimate reasons to be pseudony-

mous in authoring a blog. I describe some of these 

in my 2007 post but another one is to let your 

words speak for themselves instead of bolstering 

them by using your professional reputation, that of 

your institution, or that of your publication venue. 

even if you had his name, would that alone allow 

wms rpsqr uf_r fc©q q_wgle &Kcprmlg_l mpe_lgxcb

skepticism)? 

people have multiple social identities ­ the persona 

of Revere != the identity the person has when writing 

peer-reviewed journal articles for others in his field 

Some of my earliest posts on my blog complained 

about overly simplistic heuristics that teachers and 

some librarians teach for evaluating web sources. 

Rfcqc pc_jjw bml©r umpi _r _jj dmp kmqr qmag_j amm-

nsrgle rcaflmjmegcq¡ 

G rfgli rf_r©q pgefr, Ufgjc rfc fgefcqr-profile pseu-
donymous liblog is a sad affair most of the time, there 
are and have been first-rate blogs written under as-
sumed names or group names. For that matter, can 
wms `c qspc rf_r rfc ªU_jr Ap_udmpb« ufm upgrcq
Walt at Random and claims to write Cites & Insights is 

rfc q_kc ªU_jr Ap_udmpb« wms k_w f_tc ket at a 
conference or chatted with on Friendfeed? Hmm? 

The Problem with Pseudonyms 

This post by (someone claiming to be) Bobbi New-
man appeared August 3, 2010 on Librarian by Day. 
?kmle mrfcp rfgleq* Lcuk_l ammpbgl_rcq ªLibrary 
Day in the Life*« _ qckg_lls_j npmhcar rm f_tc ji-

`p_pw dmjiq ªqf_pc _ b_w &mp ucci' gl rfcgp jgdc
through blog posts, photos, videos and Twitter up-
b_rcq,« &Rfc kmqr pcaclr tcpqgml qcckq rm f_tc 140
participants, which is impressive.) 

Newman thinks she could be more open and 

helpful if she blogged under a pseudonym: 

I think of all the things I could reveal if I didn©t blog 

as ªme«. Things that might help others. Things that 

might show a better perspective of what I do all day. 

But because I©m me there are secrets I must keep. I 

must guard the privacy of patrons and staff. I©d also 

like to still have a job when I show up for work in 

the morning. Oh the lure of anonymity. 

But Newman®who seems to confuse anonymity 
with pseudonymity®says flatly that accountability 

http://walt.lishost.org/
http://librarianbyday.net/2010/08/03/the-problem-with-pseudonyms/
http://librarydayinthelife.pbworks.com/w/page/16941198/FrontPage
http://librarydayinthelife.pbworks.com/w/page/16941198/FrontPage
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requires pc_j l_kcq* rf_r ugrfmsr gr wms bml©r mul
your own words: 

When you don©t own your words you aren©t ac-

countable. Sure you can share so much more freely, 

but there is the dark side too. Unfortunately those 

who don©t own their words seem to always go over 

to the dark side. 

That last is an overbroad generalization, not helped 
by the final two brief paragraphs: 

Gr©q c_qw rm r_ji ap_n ufcl wms _pcl©r fcjb _aamslra-

ble. It takes courage and wisdom to own your words 

It would be great to see an anonymous account 

dealing with real issues, objectively and intelligent-

ly. Instead pseudonyms just seem to bring out the 

worst in people. 

The post has 37 comments and backlinks (including 
Lcuk_l©q pcqnmlqcq', Rfc dgpqr®from a pseudony-
mous ̀ jmeecp &`sr gr©q _ rp_lqn_pclr nqcsbmlwk*
with a link on the home page to a real name)®

backs her completely. The second notes the reality 
for some people (while, oddly, agreeing with her): 

For a long time, I couldn©t use my real name online 

at all because I had a stalker. I©m still wary of put-

ting my name to things that might give people too 

much information about my real life. 

Lcuk_l©q pcqnmlqccompletely undermines her post! 
In part: 

Ufcl G qr_prcb J@B G bgbl©r f_tc kw l_kc mp kw

d_ac ml gr* kmqrjw `ca_sqc G©tc f_b qr_jicpq gl rfc

past than any other reason. I also have accounts un-

der other names, I like my privacy and my private 

life, I definitely see good reasons for anonymity 

But I used those pseudonyms to protect my privacy 

not to spread hate or misinformation which is what 

this post is aimed at. There are perfectly good reason 

to not disclosure your identity online, including your 

love of thc umpi ªdsai«, Kw npm`jck gq ufcl wms bm

this AND represent yourself as a professional AND 

you use your anonymity to spread unhappiness. 

Qm gr©q dglc rm `c _lmlwkmsq mp nqcsbmlwkmsq _q

jmle _q gr©q dmp rfc pgefr pc_qmlq¡ufgaf gqsimply not 
what the post says. Will Manley comes in with a 
amkkclr rf_r©q _ jgrrjc qfmaigle dmp ctcl _ pcrgpcb
librarian, given the usual library support of intellec-
tual freedom: 

Bobbi, you have written a very important post. If 

anonymity provides a sense of security for librari-

ans who have something important to say, then I 

think it is a good thing. Our profession is all about 

freedom of expression, and anonymity can further 

that cause. However, if it becomes a tool of personal 

attack or abuse, it should not be tolerated. Ano-

nymity dmp agtgj bgqamspqc¡wcq9 _lmlwkgrw dmp sn-

agtgj bgqamspqc¡lm 

It should not be tolerated, Md amspqc* rf_r©q lmr uf_r

fcp nmqr q_gb, G©k `cksqcb `w rfc gbc_ rf_r dpccbmk
md cvnpcqqgml gq mljw rm `c rmjcp_rcb gd gr©q lmr dmp
ªslagtgj bgqamspqc,« &Rfc ?AJS f_q defended neo-
Nazi groups. That organization, which I belong to, 
believes that freedom of speech requires freedom of 
qnccaf wms dglb slqcckjw,' Lcuk_l©q pcqnmlqc=

ªRf_li wms* Ugjj, Ucjj q_gb « 

At one point in the comments, Newman asked 
for examples of pseudonymous bloggers who 
ucpcl©r f_rcdsj, Qfc emr mlc cv_knjc, Rfcpc acpr_gn-
ly could have been quite a few others, including one 

(more recent than the post) appearing later in this 
section. In practice, the post is simply disappoint-
ing®not only because it fails to separate anonymity 
from pseudonymity but also because it paints with 
far too broad a brush. 

Where Anonymity Breeds Contempt 

Mp ªMljglc* ?lmlwkgrw @pccbq Amlrcknr,« Gl cgrfcp

case, a piece by Julie Zhuo published November 29, 
2010 in the New York Times Opinion Pages.  

Xfsm qcrq _ qaclc8 Wms©tc pc_b _ rfmsefr-
provoking article or viewed a thought-provoking vid-
eo on the internet and scroll down to the comments: 

And there, lurking among dozens of well-

intentioned opinions, is a troll. 

ªFmu ksaf jmlecp gq rfc kcbg_ emgle rm kgji rfgq

`cwmlb rgpcb qrmpw=« ªRfcqc eswq _pc dp_sbq,« ªWmsp

gbgmaw gq bgqrsp`gle,« ªUc©pc hsqr rpwgle rm k_ic rfc

world a better place one brainwashed, ignorant idi-

mr _r _ rgkc,« Rfcqc _pc rfc rpmjjgqf amkkclrq* _jj

from anonymous sources, that you could have 

found after reading a CNN article on the rescue of 

the Chilean miners. 

Zhuo offers other examples and notes that trolling 
goes back to the fourth century BC. She offers a link 
&rm _ n_wu_jjcb qgrc' ugrf rfc aj_gk ªPsychological 
research has proven again and again that anonymity 
increases unethical behavior« _lb lmrcq t_pgmsq _t-

tempts to deal with the problem, including legisla-
rgml, Rfcl rfcpc©q rfgq8 

Some may argue that denying Internet users the 

ability to post anonymously is a breach of their pri-

vacy and freedom of expression. But until the age of 

the Internet, anonymity was a rare thing. When 

someone spoke in public, his audience would natu-

rally be able to see who was talking. 

Since there were no such things as flyers or leaflets or 
handbills before the internet, I guess that must be true. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/30/opinion/30zhuo.html?_r=2
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/11/30/opinion/30zhuo.html?_r=2
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Zhuo praises various efforts to clean up com-
ments, including those done by Gizmodo and the 
Bgqosq amkkclr nj_rdmpk, Rfcl rfcpc©q D_ac`mmi*

where Zhuo works. She makes a big thing of Face-
`mmi©q glqgqrclac ml pc_j l_kcq* ngarspcq _lb `pgcd
biographies. The closing paragraphs pretty clearly 
call for disallowing anonymity: 

Instead of waiting around for human nature to 

af_lec* jcr©q qr_pr rm pcgl gl `_b `cf_tgmp `w npo-

moting accountability. Content providers, stop al-

lowing anonymous comments. Moderate your 

comments and forums. Look into using comment 

services to improve the quality of engagement on 

your site. Ask your users to report trolls and call 

them out for polluting the conversation. 

In slowly lifting the veil of anonymity, perhaps we 

can see the troll not as the frightening monster of 

lore, but as what we all really are: human. 

Ecc* k_w`c gd uc qrcn ml ncmnjc©q npgt_aw dpmk rgkc
rm rgkc uc©jj k_ic rfck ctclmore agtgj¡ Lmr rf_r

D_ac`mmi f_q ctcp _arcb gl _ k_llcp rf_r©q amn-
rcknrsmsq md grq sqcpq* `sr¡ucjj* wcq* gr f_q, 

To be or not to be a pseudonymous blogger 

This December 13, 2010 post at Science of Blogging 
was placed there by Peter Janiszewski®`sr gr©q _
guest post by Scicurious, a PhD in Physiology who 
blogs at Neurotic Physiology. Key excerpts®noting 
especially the first excerpt, which gets a differentia-
tion that other people seem unable to understand: 

Keep in mind that pseudonymity and anonymity are 

bgddcpclr rfgleq, Ufgjc _lwmlc a_l `c ª_lmlwkmsq«

and their voices will change all the time, a pseudo-

nym is a fake name that is constant through time as 

one or more specific people with specific voices. This 

means that you can, over time and with quality 

work, build up the trust of people who read you, and 

develop a reputation online as your pseudonym. 

Lumping anonymity and pseudonymity together is 
wrong, lazy and intellectually dishonest. In any case: 

There are often good reasons for being a pseud. 

Many people assume that those writing under a 

pseudonym must be cowards, trolls, or otherwise 

untrustworthy. While this is true for some pseuds, 

not all pseudonyms are equal, and with time you can 

recognize those who work to build up reputations 

under their pseudonym. The reality is that there are 

lots of good reasons to be pseudonymous, from wor-

ries about people not taking you seriously, to profes-

qgml_j amlqgbcp_rgmlq, Qag gq _ nqcsb `ca_sqc G bml©r

want animal rights activists coming after the real life 

work I do, not to mention the work of my col-

leagues, just becauqc G©k qsnnmprgtc md a_pcdsjjw ncr-

dmpkcb _lgk_j pcqc_paf &wcq* G©tc emrrcl bc_rf

rfpc_rq* _lb G©k `w lm kc_lq rfc mljw mlc', 

@sr* _q qfc lmrcq* gr©qhard to be a pseud.®and it 
kc_lq wms a_l©r aj_gk apcbgr dmp wmsp upgrgle, @jmg-
ging in your real name can be more useful®but it 
also has consequences, and, sigh, if you happen to 
be a woman, it has more (and more regrettable) 
amlqcosclacq rf_l gd wms©pc _ k_l, 

Interesting comments, some from others who 
find it either useful or necessary to write under a 
pseudonym. 

The Effect of Pseudonymity on Blogger Credibility 

This post by Colin Schultz appeared February 23, 

2011 at CMBR. It goes back to the ScienceBlogs flap I 
discussed in THE ZEITGEIST: BLOGGING GROUPS AND 

ETHICS (C&I 10:11, November 2011). SEED Media 
Group, then-owner of ScienceBlogs, allowed a team 
of writers from PepsiCo to start a blog about nutri-
tion and global health. Schultz discusses the ramifica-

tions of that move (later reversed®_lb gr©q umprf
noting that ScienceBlogs is now part of National Ge-
ographic) and tries to connect it to broader issues: 

The fiasco®dubbed Pepsigate as the saga un-

furled®revolved around two major issues: tradi-

tional notions of the advertising-editorial divide 

that have plagued publishing for ages, but also a 

new struggle stemming from a lack of understand-

ing of how readers assess the credibility of blogs. 

Knowing how readers decide to believe a blog post 

could help make sense of Pepsigate, and whether or 

not giving a clearer biography of the Pepsi blog©s 

authors would have made any difference. 

This leads to discussion of an odd study®«The impact 
of anonymity on weblog credibilityª by Thomas 
Afcqlcw _lb B_lgcj I, Q, Qs, Rfc rgrjc q_wq ª_lmlwki-

rw« `sr rfc qrsbw u_q _`msrpseudonymity. Undergrads 
were offered a fake story that had either a pseudonym 
_r rfc rmn* _ nqcsbmlwk ugrf _ec _lb qcv* mp _ ªpc_j
l_kc*« _ec* qcv* ck_gj _bbpcqq _ld photograph. 

It turned out, much to the surprise of the research-

ers, that having a full set of biographical infor-

mation, or having nothing but a nickname 

(KrystalKidd, or another similarly creative pseud) 

made absolutely no difference on how credible the 

students thought the blogger was. 

Schultz®who also confuses anonymity with pseu-
donymity®says: 

But in my mind, this is only one possible way of 

looking at the results. Yes, it could be that people are 

qwkn_rfcrga rm _lmlwkmsq `jmeecpq, Mp* k_w`c gr©q

just tf_r rfc jctcj md rpsqr dmp `jmeq gql©r sn dmp bgs-

asqqgml, Qm gr kgefr lmr `c rf_r `jmeecpq _pcl©rlosing 

http://scienceofblogging.com/to-be-or-not-to-be-a-pseudonymous-blogger/
http://colinschultz.wordpress.com/2011/02/23/the-effect-of-pseudonymity-on-blogger-credibility/
http://colinschultz.wordpress.com/2011/02/23/the-effect-of-pseudonymity-on-blogger-credibility/
http://citesandinsights.info/civ10i11.pdf
http://blog.coturnix.org/2010/07/10/the-pepsigate-linkfest/
http://johnrennie.net/2010/07/07/teetering-chinese-wall-falls-on-scienceblogs/
http://johnrennie.net/2010/07/07/teetering-chinese-wall-falls-on-scienceblogs/
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1840002.1840102
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1840002.1840102
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credibility by being anonymous, but rather that even 

by having a photo, an email address and all the rest, 

`jmeecpq hsqr _pcl©r a_n_`jc mdgaining any points. 

At this point, it may be worth noting that the study 
(involving 269 students total, 182 in the UK and 87 

in Malaysia) took place in 2006. Does that matter? 

G©k lmr qspc G `sw rfc dgl_j n_p_ep_nf mp rfc
post in general: 

With the default credibility of blogs running so low, 

and there being little a blogger can do to improve it, 

they need to be especially protective of any gains 

they manage to make®a lesson SEED may have 

learned just a little too late. 

So the presence of one sketchy blog at Scienceblogs 
undermined the credibility of other blogs there? 
Maybe®and by that standard, the first-rate writers 
who blog at Library Journal should run like the 
wind, which they clearly have not. 

On pseudonyms, fear, and responsibility 

How better to wind up this section than with a post 
from one of the most meritorious pseudonymous 
libloggers, LibraryLoon, who posted this on January 

12, 2012 at Gavia Libraria? This post is superb 
rfpmsefmsr* _lb G©k rmpl `cruccl osmrgle rfc ufmjc
rfgle* hsqr nmglrgle wms rm gr _lb q_wgle ªRfcpc, Em,
Pc_b,« _lb bmgle qmkcrfgle gl `cruccl, 

Gd G f_b _lw gbc_ ufm rfc Jg`p_pwJmml©q @mpgle
?jrcp Cem _ars_jjw gq* G umsjbl©r rcjj wou; fortunately, 
G©k cvrpckcjw `_b _r rf_r qmpr md escqqgle e_kc _lb

choose not to indulge. (At one point, I was nearly 
certain that I knew who the most irritating pseu-
donymous liblogger actually was. I was either 
wrong, or the pseudonym passed to another group 
of much more irritating people, or the real per-
son/people in question developed multiple personal-

grgcq, Qm G©k f_nngcpnot having the vaguest notion 
ufm rfc Jg`p_pwJmml©q @?C gq, Lmr kw amlacpl8 Qfc
(he, it) speaks with authority and obvious experi-
ence, and speaks well.) 

G©jj r_ic _ kgbbjc amspqc* mddcpgle _ amsnjc md
excerpts: 

Funny thing about the style of cowardice that ex-

presses itself via pseudonymity, though: it©s often 

capable of braver stances than the style of bravery 

that writes everything in the open under its legal 

name. Legal names have reputations, untrustworthy 

co-workers, mortgages, dependents®all the risk-

enhancers that make taking unpopular positions, 

well, risky. 

Even when they©re ethically-defensible positions. 

Even when they©re the right positions. Ask any 

whistleblower, anywhere, at any time. Ask any or-

ganization that©s installed an anonymous employee-

feedback mechanism. Ethics don©t invariably lead to 

fair treatment. 

The Loon cares a lot _`msr crfga_j rpc_rkclr9 rf_r©q
clear from her (his, its, their) blogging. She carries 
msr fcp `cjgcdq8 Sljcqq gr a_l©r `c _tmgbcb* qfc
bmcql©r l_kc l_kcq ufcl qfc©q `cgle apgrga_j, &G©tc

found that not naming names opens one to all sorts 
of nonsense also®«qrp_uk_l« _lb ªlm`mbw ctcp
q_gb rf_r« ecrbandied about with astonishing ease®
`sr rf_r©q _ bgddcpclr a_l md umpkq,' Qfc kclrgmlq
two exceptions and notes why each exception was 
needed®and why her shield of pseudonymity was 

useful in each case. 
Gr©q _l cvacjjclr bgqasqqgml, G rfgli wms qfmsjb

read the whole thing, G©k escqqgle rf_r rfc ncpqml
or group behind the LibraryLoon is one of those 
ufm G umsjbl©r _ju_wq _epcc ugrf &_lb umsjb npmb-
ably frequently disagree and argue with) but proba-
bly always respect. My favorite people in the field, 
in other words. 

Comments 

You can certainly have a blog without comments®
but comments can also add immeasurably to the life 

of a blog. Or to the heartburn of the blogger, de-
pending. 

Proposal: A new kind of blog comment system 
Rf_r©q dpmk B_tc Uglcp*posting August 22, 2010 at 
Scripting News®and you know Uglcp©q emgle rm
make a point of his longevity as a blogger (and in 

rfgq a_qc gr©q pcjct_lr'8 

G©k _jkmqr /.. ncpaclr qspc rf_r qapgnrgle,amk u_q

rfc dgpqr `jme rm f_tc amkkclrq, ?lb G©k cos_jjw

sure that it was the first to have its comments flame 

out. The flameout was a good thing, although it 

bgbl©r deel like it at the time, because it created the 

first wave of blogs. And when their comments flamed 

out, there were subsequent waves of new blogs. 

Later, Winer brought comments back and has been 
ªkmqrjw q_rgqdgcb« ugrf rfck, Fc jgqrq fgq esgbcjglcq
for commenters and moderation: 

/, Iccn wmsp pcqnmlqcq dmasqcb ml rfc ngcac wms©pc

responding to. 

2. No ad hominem attacks. 

3. Add value, a new idea, perspective, point of view. 

Qgknjw q_wgle ªG bgq_epcc« gq lmr fcjndsj _lb jgicjw

uml©r ecr _nnpmtcb, 

2, Ufcl kmbcp_rgle G©k _ju_wq kglbdsj md ufcrfcp

the comment needs to be tacked onto my post or if 

it would do better as a post of its own on the au-

rfmp©q `jme, G rfgli _ jot of people post comments 

http://gavialib.com/2012/01/on-pseudonyms-fear-and-responsibility/
http://gavialib.com/2012/01/on-pseudonyms-fear-and-responsibility/
http://gavialib.com/2012/01/on-pseudonyms-fear-and-responsibility/
http://scripting.com/stories/2010/08/22/proposalANewKindOfBlogComm.html
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hsqr rm ecr _rrclrgml, Gd G ecr rfc gbc_ rf_r©q uf_r©q

gogle ml* G bml©r _nnpmtc rfc amkkclr, Rf_r©q _

misuse of the comments, and disrespectful of the 

amkkslgrw* _lb md rfc `jme©q _srfmp, 

So far so good®`sr rfcl uc ecr Uglcp©q nroposed 
rules for comments: 

1. A fixed commenting period for each post of 24 

hours. 

2. Until the period expires, none of the comments 

would be visible to other commenters. (But they 

would be visible to the author of the post, in case a 

commenter spots a typo or a factual error, or has an 

_lqucp rm _ oscqrgml rf_r©q nmqcb `w rfc ngcac,' 

3. You could edit and refine your comments during 

the period.  

4. There would be a length limit of 1000 characters 

to keep people from using comments in place of a 

blog post. No one is going to read a blog post in a 

amkkclr, &K_lw ncmnjc bml©r pc_b rfc `jme nmqrq

rfcw©pc amkkclrgle ml cgrfcp, 8-( ) 

5. After the commenting period is over, the com-

ments would become visible, and no further com-

ments would be permitted. 

Say what? Well, you see, Dave Winer knows better 
than you do: 

I know some people think that blogs are conversa-

tions, but I don©t. I think they©re publications. And I 

think the role of comments is to add value to the 

posts. If you want to rebut a post, then you can cre-

ate your own blog and post your rebuttal there. 

Fc _jqm bmcql©r rfgli Rugrrcp gq _ amltcpq_rgml_j
kcbgsk, G©k _little more sympathetic to that view. 
Kmqrjw* rfmsef* G `cjgctc Uglcp©q ejm`_jgxgle fgq

own preferences. Maybe for Winer a post is entirely 
a publication (making a blog an irregular serial). 
For many bloggers, some posts are intended to start 
conversations, and for some blogs, most posts be-
come conversations. If comments add value to the 
post at all, part of that value can certainly be serial 

in nature®that is, Commenter B can add value by 
commenting on both the post and on what Com-
kclrcp ? q_gb, Ufgaf umsjbl©r `c nmqqg`jc egtcl fgq
rules. Basically, Winer wants comments to be Letters 
to the Editor (but with a 200-word limit).  

There are no comments®because he intention-
aljw bgq_`jcb rfck ªrm egtc _ `pgcd bckm md uf_r gr
might feel like to find other outlets for your ideas, or 

rm _jjmu wms kmpc rgkc rm amlqgbcp wmsp pcqnmlqc,« 

G bgb _ nfp_qc qc_paf dmp Uglcp©q nmqr rgrjc gl
Google, yielding 63 results. Ignoring multiple ver-
sions of the post itself, items that are nothing but 

links, aggregators, tweets that say little or nothing 
_lb pcnc_rq* fcpc©q qmkc md uf_r G dmslb8 

lotect _epccb rf_r amkkclrgle ªlccbq rm `c

mtcpf_sjcb« `sr bgq_epccb ugrf ªqmkc md fgq gbc_q,« 

Point 1 presumes everyone boxcars his blog and 

immediately goes over to his blog to comment on 

any new post. It goes against the very nature of RSS 

grqcjd gl rf_r ncmnjc qmkcrgkcq bml©r pc_b rfcqc nmqrq

until much, later on the order of a week or maybe 

even month. Perhaps this could be determined via 

analytics for your particular blog. Also someone may 

run across his post after a search years later and have 

something new or relevant to add. 

Nmglr 0 Jgkgrgle gldmpk_rgml gq qm slfcjndsj¡ 

Poglr 2 Rfgq gq rfc esw ufm©q qrpgtgle dmp slpcqrpgarcb

twitter message length!!! Yes many comments could 

be revised and distilled and still get their point across 

but hey correcting peoples english is best left to oth-

ers. What if your blog were a force for freedom or 

emergency messages®capping an extremely im-

portant message could have consequences. 

Nmglr 3 Uf_r=== Rfgq gq rfc esw ufm©q _jj _`msr rfc

users. Where are the users here®lost in a footnote 

md fgqrmpw, Qfmsjbl©r fc pcjgqf amlqrpgargtc apgrgagqk

and feedback. Honest feedback is the best thing you 

a_l ecr _aampbgle rm qmkc, G©jj jc_tc gr rm kw amm-

menters to provide the reference. 

Sue Anne Reed just quoted the three sentences be-
egllgle ªG ilmu qmkc ncmnjc¡« _lb pcqnmlbcb* gl
dsjj* ªI can©t disagree with him more. Especially if 
you©re just starting out, comments are a huge part of 

building community. They are and should be part of 
the blog conversation.« 

Theoblogical has a post disagreeing with some 
of the suggestions but agreeing that something 
needs to be done. Fred Oliveira offers mostly critical 
comments in an August 22, 2010 post at Helloform, 
mostly objecting to the general removal of conversa-
tion from blogging®and Oliveira goes to the other 
cvrpckc* q_wgle ª@jmeegle gq _`msr bgqasqqgml _lb
amltcpq_rgml,« Rf_r©q lm kmpc slgtcpq_jjw _lb lcc-
cqq_pgjw rpsc rf_l Uglcp©q qr_rckclr rf_r `jmeq _pcl©r
(ever) conversations. The first commenter, Michael 

Donohue, is even more extreme than Winer: 

Your assumptions are wrong. Commenting is not a 

ªamltcpq_rgml« _lb `jmeegle gq lmr ª_`msr bgqass-

qgml _lb amltcpq_rgml«, 

Wcq* rfcw©tc `ccl sqcb rf_r u_w* `sr rf_r u_q kmpc

of people hacking or repurposing the platform. 

That was not the original intention. 

However you are right in one regard, people want a 

conversation and they want to comment on the sto-

ry and the comments the went with it. The problem 

http://helloform.com/blog/2010/08/dear-dave-i-have-the-facts-and-im-voting-no/
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f_q lctcp `ccl _bbpcqqcb &¨rfpc_bcb amkkclrq©

come close). 

What we need to do is igjj amkkclrq, Gl gr©q nj_ac

build the proper replacement tool for people to 

amltcpqc &npcdcp_`jw ugrf u_wq rm clqspc gr©q agtgj'

and move to that instead. 

Right. Because weblogs were originally primarily 

links, therefore blogs must never be anything else: 
That was not the original intention, and nothing must 
ever be used for anything other than its first use. (I 
should note that the quoted paragraphs are cut-and-
n_qrcb ugrf lm kmbgdga_rgmlq,' Mjgtcgp_©q pcqnmlqc gq
excellent (even though his post overgeneralizes): 

Michael: while I do understand where you©re going, 

I feel like I need to point out that if things were al-

ways used the way they were originally intended, 

we©d never see any innovation. The fact that blogs 

did evolve towards what they are today means that 

people did in fact need something like blogging and 

comments in blogs. 

Rfcpc©q _ npcrrw emmb amltcpq_rgml gl rfc qcr md
comments on this post, one reason I linked to it. 

There are maybe three or four more actual re-
sponses, a relatively small number®and if you take 
out Social Media Professionals and other Gurus, 
there are very few comments®partly, I think, be-
cause distributed commenting (that is, writing your 
own post that links to the original) is more cumber-

some and less conversational than commenting di-
rectly. And requires that you also have a blog. 

Three from Scalzi 

John Scalzi thinks about comments a fair amount, 

possibly because Whatever gets a lot of comments 
and a lot of thoughtful, worthwhile, conversational 
comments®along with some others, which fre-
osclrjw bgq_nnc_p slbcp Qa_jxg©q K_jjcr md Jmtgle
Correction. It may be noteworthy that Scalzi is not a 
professional blogger (whatever that means), is not a 

Social Media Guru or a Search Engine Optimizer, 
_lb bmcql©r dgr glrm _lw md rfc lc_r ilmu-it-all cate-
empgcq md `jmeegle `j_rfcpcpq, Fc©q _ qagclac dgargml
writer (from Fairfield, California, about 40 miles 
from here, but he lives in Ohio)®who won a Hugo 
award for a collection of blog entries and comments, 

Your Hate Mail Will Be Graded.  

ªAmkkclrq ?pc _ Jmr md Umpi« _nnc_pcbon 
November 22, 2010 and has 73 comments. Scalzi 
lmrcq _l cvncpgkclr `w _lmrfcp `jmeecp ufm©q rspn-

ing off comments for at least a couple of months 
because the blogger has better uses for his time and 
psychic energy. Selections: 

I say: Good on Toby. Not that he needs my endorse-

ment, but I fully support his decision to trim off the 

comments and give himself a break. Why? Because: 

1. It©s his blog, and he should do whatever the hell 

he wants with it. I do think that people forget that 

personal blogs are personal, and that the person 

ufm mulq gr ecrq rm bcagbc fmu gr©q psl, ?peskclrq

md ªucjj* kmqr `jmeq bm Yv[« _pc gl d_ar lsjj _peu-

ments; if most people running a blog decided to 

jump off a cliff, I would not be obliged to follow 

them, and neither would Toby, nor anyone else. 

Comments can be part of a blog, but then again 

rfcpc _pc _lw lsk`cp md qsaacqqdsj `jmeq rf_r bml©r

have them, too. 

The first five years of Whatever, there was no direct 

amkkclrgle fcpc* cgrfcp¡ 

2. Managing comments is a lot of work. If you 

bml©r u_lr wmsp amkkclr rfpc_bq rm rspl glrm _

pointless morass of trolls and spammers, you have 

to put work into keeping them readable, and it is a 

lot of work, particularly when you feel free to 

comment on controversial subjects®which, this 

being the Internet, could be any subject at all. Call 

it Rule 34 and a half: If a topic exists, someone will 

`c _l _qqfmjc _`msr gr gl _ amkkclr rfpc_b¡ 

3. Lots of commenters are a drag, Uc©pc lmr ctcl

talking about the out and out trolls and spammers. 

Rfcpc©q _jqm rfc qglejc-issue tubthumpers, the con-

bcqaclbgle pfcrmpgag_lq* rfc ªbctgj©q _btma_rcq*« rfc

concern trolls, the unintentional derailers, the 

grievously offended, the eager self-promoters, the 

ajscjcqqjw ªfcjngqf*« rfc gelmp_lr ufm rfgli rfcw©pc

lmr* _lb qm ml _lb qm dmprf¡ 

4. Sometimes the amount of work required to 

manage a comment thread has an impact on what 

gets written, G osgrc m`tgmsqjw bml©r qfy away from 

subjects here that can garner hundreds of com-

ments and/or require a fair amount of my attention 

gl rfc kmbcp_rgml rfpc_b* `sr uf_r©q lmr qm m`tgmsq

is that before I post about something I know will be 

controversial or likely to garner comments, G©jj _qi

kwqcjd gd G _ars_jjw f_tc rfc rgkc rm bc_j ugrf gr¡ 

It is _ jmr md umpi &gd wms©pc qsaacqqdsj clmsef rm ecr
a lot of non-qn_k amkkclrq' _lb gr©q pc_qml_`jc rm
take a commenting break. 

If by giving himself a break on comments, Toby 

finds he©s more interested in writing his own blog 

and sharing his own thoughts there, then I think 

both he and his readers are going to benefit. I©m one 

of his readers. I know I like it when he blogs. If this 

means more, I©m willing to forgo the comments. 

Lord knows I (and others) have other ways to make 

our thoughts on what he writes heard. 

http://whatever.scalzi.com/2010/11/22/comments-are-a-lot-of-work/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2010/11/22/comments-are-a-lot-of-work/
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The comments are, of course, worth reading®this is 
Whatever* _lb rfcw umsjbl©r `c rfcpc gd rfcw ucpcl©r,
Including this gem: 

Come on people we all know what is really im-

portant here! We must return to the gold standard. 

It is the only thing that can save us, 

Rf_r q_gb* G bgb lmr pcpc_b _jj 53 amkkclrq, Rf_r©q
also a lot of work. 

ªNmjgrgaq _lb Amkkclr Rfpc_bq8 Wms Qfmsjb
Pc_b« _nnc_pcbon August 12, 2011 and has 155 
comments. It begins with this boldface paragraph: 

Allow me to put on my ªcommunity manager and 

mallet owner« hat for a second: 

Followed by this lament (the first paragraph of sev-
cp_j* dmjjmucb `w fgq lcu psjcq dmp bc_jgle ugrf ªrfgq
qrsdd«'8 

Eswq* G©k ecrrgle rm rfc nmglr ufcpc G©k bpc_bgle

posting just about anything here because there is a 

small class of commenters for whom everything is 

fertile ground for politics, and an additional, over-

lapping class of people for whom any discussion of 

politics is an excuse to go full, foaming firehose in 

response, with a third and again overlapping group 

of people who have a hard time having a discussion 

with people of non-parallel political views without 

implying, usually sooner than later, that all those 

who hold views not their own enjoy frottage with in-

fant monkeys and regularly set fire to the infirm. 

?lb gr©q ?sesqr md 0.//* ufgaf kc_lq gr©q mljw emgle

to get worse over the next sixteen months at least. 

Wms©jj clhmw rfc dmjjmugle n_p_ep_nf ksaf kmpc* _lb
the language is so eloquent (and down to earth) that 
G©jj qseecqr wms em pc_b rfc mpgegl_j®fcai* wms©jj

need to on your way to the long set of comments! 

Fmu©q fc bc_jgle ugrf rfc cvacqs of political 
amkkclrq= Gd _ nmqr gql©r cvnjgagrjw _`msr amm-
kclrq* fc©jj `c _ ªjmr osgaicp ml rfc k_jjcr« rm
uf_ai bmul nmjgrga_j amkkclrq rf_r _pcl©r bgpcarjw

on point. The same will be true for irrelevant re-
sponses to the political comments he lets stanb, Fc©jj
be very quick to beat down any comment that he 
sees attacking another commenter rather than what 
rfcw©pc q_wgle, Fc _jqm mddcpq dmsp esgbcjglcq* rfc
fourth of which should be mandatory reading, daily, 

for some people between now and the election (any 
election). The second and less direct sentence in 
rf_r n_p_ep_nf8 ªIf you are one of those people for 
whom everything does have to be about politics, 
consider a hobby.« K_w`c _ fm``w mrfcp rf_l
watchgle Dmv Lcuq= &Lm* Qa_jxg bgbl©r q_w rf_r,' 

The first comment sets the tone for a lovely, 
lively, long amltcpq_rgml &gr©q umprf lmrgle rf_r Qa_jxg

does do political posts and welcomes sane disagree-
ment in comments on those posts): 

I©d like to raise the issue of the clear vote fraud in 

Florida. The record clearly shows that the Tilden 

camp was robbed of a fair win by Hayes and this 

shall not stand sir! It shall not stand! 

I did skim through the entire comment thread 
(highly recommended), and realize that a sentence 
quoted earlier here may be one of the great state-
ments of the internet and deserves requoting: 

If you are one of those people for whom 
everything does have to be about politics, con-
sider a hobby. 

Finally for this go-round (there are other Scalzi 
blogging-related and comment-related posts certain-
ly umprf pc_bgle'* rfcpc©q ªUf_r rm Bm ?`msr rfc
Bgaifc_bq*«posted September 2, 2011, this one 

drawing a paltry 63 comments. 

Here, Scalzi begins with a quote from a com-
ment at another post: 

What can we as blog readers and comment-leavers 

do about the entire issue of trolls and abusive 

commenters? Some of the science-based blogs I 

read have a stated minimal-moderation policy, and 

develop a troll infestation. With known trolls, this 

leads to lots of comments that say ªIgnore the troll« 

or ªDon©t feed the troll«, but what else can we do? 

Do resolutely on-topic comments help drown out 

trolls and indicate that the rest of the readers don©t 

care, or is it silent approval? 

For Whatever* _q Qa_jxg q_wq* gr©q qgknjc8 Jc_tc gr rm
fgk, ªGd wms rfgli qmkcmlc gq rpmjjgle* jc_tc rfck rm
me. I have no problem malleting the schmucks into 

oblivion, and the trolls and abusive commenters are 
pretty obvious, particularly in contrast to the other 
commenters and the standard level of commenting 
fcpc &wcq* rf_r©q _ amknjgkclr rm wms _jj, Rf_li wms',« 

Fc bmcql©r rfgli gr©q rfc pcqnmlqg`gjgrw md mrfcp
amkkclrcpq rm r_ic ml rpmjjq &_lb* glbccb* rf_r©q rfc
fc_pr md rfc _btgac ªBml©r dccb rfc rpmjjq«', ªGr©q rfc
responsibility of the site owner, and I think that it is a 
pcqnmlqg`gjgrw rf_r©q lmr mnrgml_j,« Rfcpc©q _ jgrrjc

more (part of which compares being a site owner to 
`cgle _ iglbcpe_prcl rc_afcp' _lb md amspqc gr©q emmb, 

As are the comments. Which I leave to you. 

My comment policy 

Uc©jj ajmqc rfc qcargml ugrf _ jg`p_pwj_lb grck®
Hclga_ Pmecpq©September 12, 2011 post at Attempt-
ing Elegance. Gr©q qfmpr _lb rm rfc nmglr* _lb qglac gr
has a CC licclqc rf_r©q pc_qml_`jw _nnpmnpg_rc G©k
going to quote the whole thing. 

http://whatever.scalzi.com/2011/08/12/politics-and-comment-threads-you-should-read/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2011/09/02/what-to-do-about-the-dickheads/
http://www.attemptingelegance.com/?p=1333
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It had to happen eventually: I am writing this for the 

record for this blog. I reserve the right to delete 

amkkclrq rf_r G dccj _pc gl_nnpmnpg_rc, G bml©r kc_l

comments that disagree with me; debate is healthy, 

and discussion is good, and I will never intentionally 

stifle dissenting points of view presented civilly and 

in the spirit of debate. But spam will be deleted, as 

will vitriol, attacks, bullying, and general assholery. 

Gd wms©b jgic rm qcc ufw G k_glr_gl rfgq nmjgaw* fcpc©q

an example, unedited: 

I hate people like you. You have a job and you sit 

there and hate me for trying to get one. Fuck 

you, you make the world darker by not giving 

ncmnjc _ af_lac, Wms©pc _ rcppg`jc ncpqml ufm

f_q rfc nmucp rm k_ic qmkcmlc©q b_w `sr wms

hsqr q_w kw u_w mp rfc fgefu_w, G©k ej_b wms emr

your little bit of power in this world and you use 

it to crush more souls. Fuck off. 

As you might guess, that came from the cover letter 

nmqr, G bml©r r_ic gr ncpqml_jjw, Ufgjc G©k qmppw rf_r

some anonymous soul in Birmingham, Alabama is 

having a soul-crushing experience on the job hunt, 

I am not obligated to accept those kinds of insults 

gl _ qn_ac G a_jj kw mul* lmp bmcq qmkcmlc cjqc©q

blind rage cause me to suddenly rethink my care-

fuljw amlqgbcpcb npmdcqqgml_j mnglgmlq, G©k ugqc

enough to know that this is an example of someone 

who is hurt and looking for a way to lash out at the 

glhsqrgac rfcw ncpacgtc* `sr¡ lm, Hsqr lm, Rf_r gq

not my responsibility, nor my burden to bear. This 

iglb md ªbgqamspqc« _bbq lmrfgle rm _lw bgqasqqgml

here, and I see no reason to let it stand. Anything 

similar will be deleted, and this post serves as no-

tice of that policy. quote the whole thing: 

Rfc ªamtcp jcrrcp nmqr« gq* G `cjgctc* ªthe torment of 
terrible cover lettersª nmqrcb Hslc /.* 0.//9 gr emr 62
comments and linkbacks (including one apparent 
spam), and the set of comments is quite remarkable 
in and of itself. 

Science Blogging 

A few items I thought others might find worthwhile, 
all related to science blogs, more than half from one 
of our own, the estimable John Dupuis. 

Science blogs and public engagement with science 

Rfgq mlc©q `w Amrsplgv* nmqrcbMarch 8, 2010 at A 
Blog Around the Clock, Gr©q _ jmle nmqr &kmpc rf_l
4,500 words or the equivalent of about six pages of 
Cites & Insights) and is primarily a fisking of an ar-
ticle with the same title by Inna Kouper that ap-

peared in the Journal of Science Communication, a 
Emjb M? hmspl_j, Amrsplgv qcptcq ml rfc hmspl_j©s 
editorial board and reviewed this particular article®

_lb ªuas somewhat dismayed that the paper was 
published despite not being revised in any way that 
reflects a response to any of my criticisms I voiced 

in my review,« 
I find it interesting as a form of post-publication 

review. I guess I also find it interesting that the criti-
cisms were apparently ignored; that has not been 
my experience as either a reviewer or reviewee (on 
rfc p_pc maa_qgmlq rf_r G©tc bmlc dmpk_j n_ncpq', 

Fcpc©q n_pr md rfc osmr_rgmlq _lb Amrsplgv© api-
tiques. (Double-indented paragraphs are from the 
paper; single-glbclrcb _pc Amrsplgv© amkkclrq,' 

Digital information and communication tech-

nologies (ICTs) are novelty tools that can be 

used to facilitate broader involvement of citizens 

in the discussions about science. The same tools 

can be used to reinforce the traditional top-down 

model of science communication. Empirical in-

vestigations of particular technologies can help 

to understand how these tools are used in the 

dissemination of information and knowledge as 

well as stimulate a dialog about better models 

and practices of science communication. 

With the Internet being over 26 years old, the 

World Wide Web 19 years, and blogs 12 years, I 

bml©r rfgli gr gq amppcar rm qrgjj* _r rfgq b_w _lbage, 

a_jj GARq ªlmtcj«, 

This study focuses on one of the ICTs that have 

already been adopted in science communication, 

on science blogging. The findings from the analy-

sis of content and comments on eleven blogs are 

presented in an attempt to understand current 

practices of science blogging and to provide in-

sight into the role of blogging in the promotion of 

more interactive forms of science communication. 

Analysis of blogs has been done before, so this arti-

cle needs to focus on what new it brings to the lit-

erature ­ rfc _l_jwqgq md amkkclrq¡ 

Rfc n_ncp aj_gkq bgpcarjw rf_r gr©q rfcfirst attempt to 
analyze current science blogging practice, a claim 
that Coturnix finds questionable, although previous 
n_ncpq bgbl©r dmasq ml amkkclrq, 

The data for this study consist of posts and 

comments from eleven blogs that write about 

science and technology. The blogs were sampled 

tg_ rfc Glrcplcr qc_paf dmp ªqagclac `jmeq« _lb

ª`jmeq _`msr qagclac« _lb `w dmjjmugle qagclrgdga

news on the moment of data collection in 

Spring, 2008. Below is the list of blogs with their 

titles and URLs from which the posts and com-

ments were sampled: 

Rfgq lccbq rm `c aj_pgdgcb, Glrcplcr qc_paf dmp ªqai-

clac `jmeq« _lb ª`jmeq _`msr qagclac« `pgleq sn

thousands of blogs (some of which are not science 

http://www.attemptingelegance.com/?p=922
http://www.attemptingelegance.com/?p=922
http://scienceblogs.com/clock/2010/03/08/science-blogs-and-public-engag/
http://jcom.sissa.it/archive/09/01/Jcom0901%282010%29A02
http://jcom.sissa.it/archive/09/01/Jcom0901%282010%29A02
http://jcom.sissa.it/archive/08/04
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blogs at all). How were these particular 11 chosen? 

What search method was used: Google Blogsearch, 

Google Web Search, Technorati, other?... 

This is an interesting collection... It is, first, very 

small, thus missing some important subsets of the 

science blogosphere (medblogs, nature blogs, skepti-

cal blogs and, importantly due to cluster analysis by 

Christina Pikas, the female science bloggers which 

have a very different pattern of both posts and com-

ments). All or most of the authors of these 11 blogs 

are white males, which also affects the analysis. A 

number of these blogs are multi-author, with each 

_srfmp f_tgle _ bgddcpclr qrwjc _lb `jmeegle kmbc¡ 

Before sampling blogs were examined for posting 

activity. As it was determined that some blogs 

posted one or two messages per week and others 

posted several messages per day, it was decided 

to save 30 days of activity from less active blogs 

and five days of activity from very active blogs. 

For feasibility of qualitative analysis, the number 

of comments was limited to 15 comments per 

post. Overall, 174 posts and 1409 comments 

from 11 blogs were saved and analyzed. 

Please justify the cut-off at 15 comments. On busy 

blogs like Pharyngula, the first 15 comments are 

likely to be quick one-liners while deeper discus-

sions happen later, once readers had sufficient time 

to read and digest the content of the post, often 

with long, well-informed comment threads that go 

ml dmp fslbpcbq md amkkclrq ncp nmqr¡ 

The findings suggest that science blogs are too 

heterogeneous to be understood as an emerging 

genre of science communication. The blogs em-

ploy a variety of writing and authoring models, 

and no signs of emerging or stabilizing genre con-

ventions could be observed. Even though all blogs 

mentioned science or a particular scientific disci-

pline in their descriptions, they differed in their 

voice representations, points of view, and content 

orientation. Some bloggers emphasized the first 

person perspective and presented themselves 

through religious and political affiliation (e.g., 

ªRfc `jme gq _`msr uf_rctcp uc dglb glrcpcqrgle«

_r Amqkga T_pg_lac mp ªCtmjsrgml* bctcjmnkclr*

and random biological ejaculations from a godless 

jg`cp_j« _r Nf_pwlesj_', Mrfcpq qfgdrcb rfc dmasq

from their personalities to the content and fea-

tured more neutral forms of presentation (e.g., 

ª¡ rfc j_rcqr lcuq _`msr kgapm`gmjmew« _r Ky-

apm`gmjmew@wrcq mp ª¡ wmsp qmspac dmp lcuq _lb

amkkclr_pw ml qagclac« _r Rfc Qagclrgdga ?argv-

ist). Differences in sources, topics, and modes of 

participation among blogs are discussed below. 

The small and thematically narrow sample of blogs 

limits the value of this paragraph. What is in an 

ª?`msr Sq« qcargml k_w f_tc `ccl upgrrcl wc_pq

ago and never revisited although a blog has evolved 

in a different direction in the meantime? 

G©b npm`_`jw `c _ jgrrjc f_pqfcp* `sr G©k lcgrfcp _ qai-
entist nor (any more!) a blog researcher. If homoge-
lcgrw gq pcosgpcb gl mpbcp rm cqr_`jgqf _ ªeclpc md¡
amkkslga_rgmlq*« uc©pc _jj gl qcpgmsq rpms`jc* _q rfc
best genres are typically wildly heterogeneous. 

Should science-related blogs all be written similarly 
and in the same tone? Really? What a sad limitation 
that would be. 

The article also comments about non-science-

related posts in science-related blogs (with some errors 
in the examples) and discusses the scientific topics, a 
bgqasqqgml rf_r©q d_r_jjw dj_ucb `w rfc rglw slgtcpqc
studied. Eleven blogs within any broad field will say 
_jkmqr lmrfgle _`msr rfc dgcjb gl eclcp_j, &Amrsplgv©
amkkclr8 ªRfc p_lec md rmngaq qccl qsddcpq dpmk rfc

small sample of blogs. A different sample (e.g,. if all 
the blogs were sampled from Nature Network) would 
pcqsjr gl _ amknjcrcjw bgddcpclr umpb ajmsb,«' 

Each larger group of participation modes was 

equally noticeable in the sample, therefore it is 

difficult to claim that one form of communica-

tion or the other is more common for science 

blogs. Being a more fluid and personal genre of 

communication, blogs allow for greater variabil-

ity of expression, and it seems that the authors 

of science blogs eagerly utilize this fluidity and 

variability. It was observed though, that certain 

blogs favored one mode of participation more 

than others. 

Do you have numbers, percentages? Can you pro-

vide a complete dataset of raw data so others can 

reanalyze? 

Uf_r G fc_p gl Amrsplgv© amkkclr gq ªGq rfgq _l _c-
tual study as opposed to a set of personal observa-

rgmlq=« K_w`c rf_r©q sld_gp, 

The paper then turns to discussion of specific 
posts, a problematic discussion because the likely 
audiences for science blogs are no more homogene-

ous than the blogs themselves. Wired Science is go-
ing to reach a far different audience than a blog 
devoted to particle physics, and should be written at 
a different level. 

Emotional and often insulting evaluations are 

very common for this and some other blogs that 

seem to be eager to demonstrate not only their 

rightness, but also to distinguish their group of 

reasonable and worthy individuals from others, 

who are wrong, unintelligent, and overall worth-

less. The frequency of such evaluations and 

mockery undermines the goals of rational debate 
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and criticism. Such activities can foster solidarity 

among the like-minded individuals, yet at the 

same time, they may spur hostility in those who 

are undecided or hold a different opinion. 

This statement (last 2 sentences) is often repeated 

but has never been studied and does not have, thus, 

ckngpga_j qsnnmpr, Ufgjc _jgcl_rgml md rfc ¨mnnms-

gle qgbc© gq jgicjw* gr bmcq lmr k_ic _ bgddcpclac _q

rfc ¨mnnmqgle qgbc© gq pce_pbcb _q ¨slkmtc_`jc© _lb

is not the target audience. The undecided, on the 

other hand are a big unknown and there are some 

indications that they are likely NOT to want to join 

rfc qgbc rf_r gq kmaicb¡ 

Readers of science blogs also had some relation-

ship with science, i.e., they were not exactly 

non-scientists or lay persons. One author posted 

_ kcqq_ec rgrjcb ªUfm _pc wms=« _lb _qicb fgq

readers for information about themselves and 

their background. The answers to this post as 

ucjj _q rfc mtcp_jj _l_jwqgq md pc_bcpq© amkkclrq

demonstrate that the readers are almost always 

associated with science one way or another. 

They are graduate students, postdoctoral associ-

ates, faculty members, and researchers from a va-

riety of scientific and research fields including 

biology, physics, neuroscience, and medicine. 

Wired Science was probably the only blog in the 

sample where non-scientists formed a consider-

able portion of the audience. Nevertheless, even 

in this blog commenters often took the position 

of authority and talked as experts who are quite 

knowledgeable about the subject. 

Remember again that Wired bloggers are journalists. 

Here again, the fundamental problem is that the au-
rfmp qcckq rm u_lr qmkcrfgle dpmk ªqagclac `jmeq«
as a genre that makes no sense: a homogeneous ap-
proach to homogeneous readers. 

G©tc mkgrrcb _ qcargml ml `jmg comments®a 
section where the fundamental problem is a confla-

tion of blogs by qagclrgqrq ugrf ª`jmeq«about science 
dpmk k_glqrpc_k kcbg_, Amrsplgv© cvnj_l_rgml md
the difference is sound. 

Science blogs examined in this study are very het-

erogeneous. They provide information and explain 

complicated matters, but their evaluations are often 

trivial and they rarely provide extensive critique or 

articulate positions on controversial issues. Kenix 

(2009) analyzed political news blogs as alternative 

news sources and found that the blogs offered bi-

nary, reductive analysis and dependent reporting. 

She also found that readers often provided caustic 

commentary and argued that comments can be 

considered a separate communicative sphere more 

akin to a neighborhood bar than to the Haber-

masian public sphere. It appears that science blog-

ging can also be characterized as relying on reduc-

tive analysis and dependent reporting and drawing 

caustic and petty commentary. 

Small sample, omission of blogs that almost entirely 

write posts for ResearchBlogging.org aggregation 

(eg, Not Exactly Rocket Science, Tetrapod Zoology, 

Neurotopia, Neurophilosophy), omission of highly 

technical blogs which are a center of that disci-

njglc©q mljglc amkkslgrw &c,e,* Q_spmnmb Tcprc`p_

Picture Of The Week, or Deep Sea News) and omis-

sion of some of the blogs with the most developed 

feelings of community®the female scientist blogs 

and Nature Network blogs, makes these points 

moot. This is akin to analysis of political blogs and 

omitting Firedoglake, Talking Points Memo, Huff-

ington Post and Hullabaloo®the blogs that do 

heavy lifting, independent reporting, expert analy-

sis, etc. Many such blogs exist in the science blog-

osphere but they were not included in this paper. 

In their current multiplicity of forms and contents 

science blogs present a challenge rather than an 

opportunity for public engagement with science. 

Lack of genre conventions, which for the audience 

translates into broken expectations and uncertainty, 

impedes the development of stable readership and 

n_prgagn_rgml dpmk rfc j_pecp ns`jga, Rfc ªlcgeh-

`mpfmmb `_p« mp ªu_rcp ammjcp« amkkclr_pw ape-

ates a sense of community with shared context and 

culture, but at the same time it creates a barrier that 

prevents strangers and outsiders from joining the 

conversation. As a community of scientists or indi-

viduals close to science, the existing readers may 

enjoy the entertaining nature of science blogs and 

not need science blogs to serve as a place for dis-

cussion and rational debate. Relying on such 

community of readers, bloggers may reduce their 

interpretive activities and resort to copying, re-

distributing, and re-packaging of the existing in-

formation, which is still quite rewarding given the 

background of the majority of current readers and 

yet requires much less time and effort. 

Blogs are technological tools, platforms. They can be 

used by corporations and organization for PR and 

news delivery, but that kind of blog does not attract 

much audience. Most blogs are personal blogs. It is 

the personality of the owner, combined with her/his 

expertise, that draws in the audience. A personal 

blog is a personal space for personal expression. 

Bloggers are likely to strongly resist any attempts by 

any group to influence the way they spend their free 

time conversing with friends online. In other words, 

they are not meant to be vehicles for science en-

gagement with the public by design, but they serve 

that function very well precisely because of the per-

sonality of the blogger, (often self-deprecating) hu-
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mor, often juicy language, and strong opinions. Sci-

entists are supposed to be cool-headed, anti-social 

recluses®blogs show they are anything but, break 

the stereotypes and show the humanity of scientists. 

With this, comes the trust. And science engagement 

is all about trust®not the memorization of 

knowledge of scientific trivia. 

The apparent suggestion that any medium should 

have a single form and content level is so bizarre (in 
kw mnglgml' _q rm `cee_p bgqasqqgml, Rf_r©q n_prgau-
larly the case with an open medium (or, rather, 
complex set of media) like blogs. 

So, this article was supposed to be the analysis of 

comments on science blogs, but did not actually 

study comments® it studied a tiny and unrepre-

sentative sample of blogs, one of which is dead 

(Pure Pedantry) and thus slowly accuulating un-

kmbcp_rcb qn_k amkkclrq¡, 

Five years ago, I read every science blog in English 

language. I could, as there were only dozens of us. 

The science blogosphere was small and tight at the 

time. But remember where these blogs came from®

they evolved out of political, atheist and skeptical 

`jmeq, Rfcpc u_q ¨Glrcpqcargml© ufcpc Afpgq Kmmlcw

u_q amjjcargle k_rcpg_j dmp ªPcns`jga_l U_p ml Qai-

clac«* rfcpc u_q ¨Bcjrmgb© dgcpacjw dgefrgle _e_glqr

Ejm`_j U_plgle bclg_jgqk* rfcpc u_q ¨Nf_pwlesj_©

providing a voice for atheists who until then thought 

they were alone (and who were then, after a series of 

anti-religious rants, delivered to some of the best writ-

ten science posts ever, over and over again), there was 

kw `jme ¨Qagclac _lb Nmjgrgaq© ufcpc nmjgrgaqposts 

outnumbered the science posts at least 9:1. Not much 

more. Most science blogs were primarily focused on 

something else ­ politics, religion, skepticism, etc. ­ 

than on science. In many ways, early science blogs 

were really political blogs with a scientific twist.  

Today, there are thousands of science blogs. Most of 

them are really science blogs ­ covering science in 

every, or almost every post. The ratio of sci-

ence:other topics is much, much higher today than 

gr u_q rfcl¡ 

Rfcpc©q kmpc gl rfc nmqr* glaluding links to other 
amkkclrq _lb _ qcr md ª_lagclr« nmqrq &`cruccl rum
and four years old) that directly addressed the ques-
tions raised in the article. 

In the comments (an interesting set), it emerges 
rf_r Amrsplgv u_ql©r _ars_jjw cvncarcb rm pctgcu rfc
paper (he was asked to suggest names of reviewers), so 
fgq pctgcu gq ªslmddgag_j« _lb pc_jjw _ emmb cv_knjc md
post-publication reviewing. (A comment from the 

hmspl_j©q cbgrmp cvnjgagrjw q_wq rfcw gelmpcb fgq amm-
kclrq `ca_sqc rfcw ucpcl©r bms`jc-blind: He knew the 
name of the author.) If you do read the comments, you 

need to ignore quite a few of them that are pretty 
much wholly off-topic, basically assailing Coturnix 
`ca_sqc fgq gbc_ md amkkclr kmbcp_rgml gql©r rfc

same as theirs. Or, actually, looking for an excuse to 
attack Coturnix himself, as in direct quotation from 
mlc md rfc amkkclrq8 ªMd amspqc* wms©pc _`msr _q sldgr
to judge clarity or intellectual honesty as a person 
could possibly be, so I expect no better from you, and 
uml©r `c pcqnmlbgle rm wms dsprfcp,« Ufcu, 

Coturnix®@mp_ Xgtimtga* `sr G©k eclcp_jjw ss-
ing whatever name actually appears on a post®
links to several other commentaries on the article 
(or on his fisking of the article). One great comment 

comes from a nonscientist, David Wescott:  

To me, criticizing science bloggers for not being ac-

commodating enough toward non-scientists on their 

blogs is a bit like turning down a dish of homemade 

_nnjc ngc `ca_sqc gr bgbl©r amkc ugrf gac apc_k, 

A fascinating discussion on a paper that I doubt 
should have been published. The author did not 

choose to respond. 

ùcÅÏ³ùÏ¬ùóĀcóûUËl ¦ 
Rfgq mlc©qmuch shorter, from John Dupuis on Au-

gust 5, 2010 at Confessions of a Science Librarian. He 
u_q r_eecb ugrf _ kckc8 ªSum up your blogging 
motivation, philosophy and experience in exactly 10 
words,« &?q ugrf kmqr `jmeegle kckcq* fc u_s then 
asked to tag 10 other blogs.) 

His response: 

Bring the world of scientists to librarians and vice 

versa. 

And his commentary: 

That was strangely easy to formulate and I©m not 

sure if that©s a good thing. Similarly, I think it©s an 

overall mission statement rather than something 

that needs to be implemented with each post I 

make. Over the long view, nearly eight years of 

blogging, I think it©s going pretty well. 

G rfgli fc©q pgefr ml `mrf amslrq, Rfcpc ucpc lm
comments. 

&ÅÏ³³¾Ë³rùP»UûíóùË ćæ 
This November 21, 2010 post at A Blog Around the 
Clock gq qgelcb `w @mp_ Xgtimtga* qm G©jj sqc rf_r l_kc
p_rfcp rf_l Amrsplgv, ?l snb_rc _r rfc rmn q_wq gr©q
greatly expanded in an article posted December 20, 
2010 on the Scientific American ªM`qcpt_rgmlq« `jme*
ªRfc jglc `cruccl qagclac _lb hmspl_jgqk gqgetting 
`jsppw¡_e_gl,« Rf_r _prgajc gq npm`_`jw umprf pc_d-

gle* `sr gr©q _jqmlong, and I can only deal with one 
long Zivkovic piece per day. So, returning to the 
qmkcuf_r qfmprcp Lmtck`cp nmqr¡ 

http://itsnotalecture.blogspot.com/2010/03/science-bloggers-discussing-scientists.html
http://scienceblogs.com/confessions/2010/08/05/a-blog-of-substance/
http://scienceblogs.com/confessions/2010/08/05/a-blog-of-substance/
http://blog.coturnix.org/2010/11/21/blogging-whats-new/
http://blogs.scientificamerican.com/observations/2010/12/20/the-line-between-science-and-journalism-is-getting-blurry-again/
http://blogs.scientificamerican.com/observations/2010/12/20/the-line-between-science-and-journalism-is-getting-blurry-again/
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Xgtimtga _qicb _`msr ª`jmeecpq _lb Rugrrcpcpq
from before the uc`« _lb emr _l glrcpcqrgle qcr md
responses from Samuel Pepys to Albert Camus, with 

stops at Mark Twain, Plato and others. He suggests 
rf_r qfgn a_nr_gl©q jmeq ucpc ªcqqclrg_jjw ruccrq«
with geolocation®that, in essence, blogs and tweets 
are old forms with new technology to make them 
faster, easier and more widely available. And that, to 
some extent, the emergence of these media is a 

healthy response to the 20th century phenomenon of 
mass media with conglomerate ownership as a dom-
inant form of communications. 

All we are doing now is returning to¡ a more natu-

ral, straightforward and honest way of sharing in-

formation, but using much more efficient ways of 

doing it. And not even that®where technology is 

scarce, the analog blogging is live and well. 

What about trustworthiness of all that online stuff? 

Qmkc gq _lb qmkc gql©r rm `c rpsqrcb, Gr©q sn rm wms

to figure out your own filters and criteria, look for 

additional sources. 

But that is not new, either. The only thing that was 

really wrong is the way so many people unquestion-

ingly accepted what 20th-century style broadcast 

media served them. Just because articles were under 

the banners of big companies did not make them any 

more trustworthy by definition. In the 20th century 

we lost the ability to read everything critically, awed 

by the big names like NYT and BBC and CNN. 

Wc bgbl©rall lose that ability, but the point is well 

taken. 

With the return of a more natural system of com-

munication, we got to see additional opinions, fact-

checks on the media by experts on the topic, and 

realized that the mainstream media is not to be 

trusted. With the return of a more natural system of 

communication, we will all have to re-learn how to 

read critically, find second opinions, evaluate 

sources. Nothing new there either®that is what 

people have been doing for millennia®the 20th 

century is the exception. 

An interesting perspective discussed at much greater 

length in the December article. 

The Science of Blogging 
Rf_r©q dpmk Hmfl Bsnsgq _e_gl _rConfessions of a 
Science Librarian, this time on November 29, 2010, 
_lb rfc rgrjc gq _jqm rfc l_kc md _ ªnew blog in 
town®this one devoted to the joys of scientists 
`jmeegle rm _bt_lac rfcgp umpi,« &G©tc _jpc_bw agrcb
Science of Blogging in an earlier section.) 

Dupuis quotes the mission statement from SoB: 

Social media provides a tremendous outlet by which 

to translate and promote scientific knowledge and 

engage the public discourse. All scientists, research-

ers, clinicians, government and not-for-profit organi-

zations have much to gain by adopting an effective 

and viable social media strategy. 

Science of Blogging will not only highlight the ways 

by which social media is changing the way science 

and research is communicated, but also will provide 

basic guidelines for those individuals or organiza-

tions who seek to use social media to increase the 

public understanding of scientific research. 

G amlrglsc rm `c sldmlb md ªqmag_j kcbg_« _q _ rcpk
used mostly by PR people and Gurus, and I think 
that may apply here. Dupuis excerpts some of the 
dgpqr nmqrq ml Qm@* _lb ufcl mlc nmqr rgrjc gq ªUfw
all sciclrgqrq qfmsjb `jme8 _ a_qc qrsbw*« G dglb rf_r G

u_lr rm qrmn, G bml©r rfgli gr©q _lw kmpc pc_qml_`jc
to say all scientists should blog than it is to say all 
librarians (or plumbers or physicians or college pro-
fessors) should blog. Of course, this is one area 
where Dupuis and I may disagree. 

Gl _lw a_qc* G rfgli wms©jj dglb rfgq glrcpcqrgle, 

The power of blogs, or #OccupyScholComm 

Hskngle _fc_b _ wc_p* uc©jj clb rfgq qcargml ugrf
this October 19, 2011 post by John Dupuis at Con-
fessions of a Science Librarian, and a somewhat am-
bitious post it is. 

The rise of science blogs over the last few years has 

certainly demonstrated that. In librarianship as 

well, blogs are a powerful source of comment, theo-

ry and practical advice. I©ve always thought that the 

practical side of the library world was ripe to be the 

first field to truly leave journals behind and em-

brace blogging as a kind of replacement. It would 

be messy, sure, but it would be democratizing and 

re-invigorating. 

Ksaf _q G jmtc `jmeq* G bml©r rfgli G `sw glrm rf_r
idea (that is, wholly replacing journals with 
blogs)®`sr md amspqc G©knot a practicing librarian 
and Dupuis is. He continues: 

The kinds of discussions we see in the best of the 

library blogosphere are as good as anything we see 

in the formal literature. In the Library with the 

Lead Pipe is a great example of one of the ways it 

could work, with Research Blogging or PLoS Blogs 

as an example of how meaningful aggregation or 

community could arise. 

Just to contradict myself, G©k ml pcampb as saying that 
ªrfc kmqr amkncjjgle _lb umprfufgjc jgrcp_rspc gl

rfc jg`p_pw dgcjb« gq rfc ep_w jgrcp_rspc* ufgaf glajsbcq
blogs as well as odd creatures like Cites & Insights. I 
said that in 2007; I still believe it to be true. Which 

http://www.treehugger.com/corporate-responsibility/the-blackboard-blogger-of-liberia.html
http://scienceofblogging.com/to-be-or-not-to-be-a-pseudonymous-blogger/
http://scienceofblogging.com/to-be-or-not-to-be-a-pseudonymous-blogger/
http://scienceblogs.com/confessions/2011/10/19/the-power-of-blogs-or-occupysc/
http://www.inthelibrarywiththeleadpipe.org/
http://www.inthelibrarywiththeleadpipe.org/
http://researchblogging.org/
http://blogs.plos.org/
http://citesandinsights.info/v7i9a.htm
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bmcql©r kc_l G©k osgrc pc_bw rm _`_lbml hmspl_jq
(even though I almost never publish in them). 

Dupuis quotes Paul Krugman on economics 

blogs and Nigel Thrift on speculative realism, and 
both quotes are interesting. In practice, taking this 
Bsnsgq qclrclac glrm _aamslr* G©k lmr qspc G bgq_epcc
ugrf fgk _jj rf_r ksaf8 ª?lb gr©q sljgicjw rf_r uc©jj
ever have a scholarly communications landscape that 
gq mljw mp ctcl npgk_pgjw nmnsj_rcb `w `jmeq,« 

Gr©q sljgicjw _lb G©k lmr qspc gr umsjb `c _ emmb
rfgle, Lm amkkclrq* `sr rf_r©q lmr slsqs_j dmp jg`jmeq, 

Brilliant Statements  

That section heading is a modified form of a two-
syllable eight-letter word, often abbreviated to the 
two initial letters of the section heading®a word I 
believe applies to some of these items directly but is 
the topic of others. You judge which is which. 

Do You Make These 10 Mistakes When You Blog? 

As I link to this Michael Hyatt post from two years 
_em &gr©q lmr b_rcb' _r fgq cnmlwkmsq `jme* rfc la-
rspc md rfc `jme `camkcq ajc_p _q G©k fgr ugrf _
nmnsn8 ª?pc wms pc_bw rm jgtc wmsp jgdc ml nspnmqc=
Apc_rgle _ ncpqml_j jgdc nj_l,« G qcc lm u_w rm ecr pgb
of the ad, which covers the bottom quarter of the 

qapccl, Fw_rr©q rfckc gq ªglrclrgml_j jc_bcpqfgn« _lb
fc f_q _ qgbc`_p qfmugle rfc ªamkkslgrw jc_bcpq«
ufm ªfcjn kmbcp_rc kw amkkclrq _lb npmtgbc
jc_bcpqfgn rm msp epmugle amkkslgrw,« Rfc tcpw
first Leader is active in Focus on the Family, one of 
rfc umpqr md rfc ªd_kgjw« epmsnq rf_r bcdglc ªd_kgjw«

very narrowly, and the rest are mostly directly in-
tmjtcb gl kglgqrpgcq, Qm G©k qrpmlejw `g_qcb _e_glqr
this post even before I start reading (I note that 
rfcpc©q _ @GE LSK@CP ª013*361« `j_pgle msr rfc
`jme©q rmr_j qs`qapg`cpq* _lb rf_r bmcql©r fcjn'* _lb
the first paragraph clarifies what Hyatt thinks blog-

ging is all about: 

Assuming you want to increase your blog traffic, 

there are certain mistakes you must avoid to be 

successful. If you commit these mistakes, your traf-

fic will never gain momentum. Worse, it may plat-

eau or begin to decrease. 

Gr©q _jj _`msr k_picr qf_pc* dmjiq8 Dgpqr* j_qr _lb npcrrw
ksaf clrgpcjw, Rfc kgqr_icq= Wms bml©r nmqr clmsef,
You post too much. (He says you need to find your 
ªdpcosclaw quccr qnmr*« ufgaf dmp fgk gq dmsp rm dgtc
posts a week.) Your post is too long®and here he 

praises Seth Godin. He aims for 500 words (the post 
gq _pmslb 66. umpbq* `sr lctcp kglb¡', Wms bml©r
invite engagement (this juqr _drcp fc©q rmsrcb Qcrf

Embgl* ufm bmcql©r _jjmu amkkclrq', ?f* `sr fgq
bcdglgrgml md cle_eckclr gq ª_ amk`gl_rgml md n_ec
tgcuq* pc_bcp amkkclrq* _lb qmag_j kcbg_ kclrgmlq*«

and I guess Godin scores well enough on the first and 
third to make up for a zepm ml rfc qcamlb, Wms bml©r
n_prgagn_rc gl rfc amltcpq_rgml, Wms bml©r k_ic wmsp
content accessible. (He calls for short posts with 
short paragraphs with, I suspect, short words®oh, 
_lb jmrq md `sjjcrq _lb qs`fc_bq,' Wms bml©r apc_rc

catchy headlines. Your first paragraph is weak. Your 
post is off-brand (that is, all of your posts must be on a 
specific focus)®_jrfmsef ªfm``w `jmeecpq*« ufm _pc
ajc_pjw _l_rfck_ rm Fw_rr* a_l ªecr _u_w« ugrf _l
maa_qgml_j nmqr rf_r©q lmr j_qcp-focused. Finally: Your 
post is about YOU.  

Can I say that this list is all wrong? Not real-
jw¡_jrfmsef G©k lmr rfc mljw mlc ufm©q lmrgacb _l
increase in traffic when we post less, and of course 
G©k mlc md rfmqc bcqngqcb ªfm``w `jmeecpq,« Gl _lw
case, while some of this may be right, it sure has that 
@pgjjg_lr Qr_rckclr dccj rm kc8 Gr©q _jj _`msr rp_ddga*

never mind the meaning. And, of course, personal 
branding. I am impressed that Hyatt includes a dis-
closure of material connection®in the smallest type I 
have ever encountered on a web page* rwnc rf_r©q lmr
only tiny but also rendered in light grey. (Looking at 
rfc qmspac* gr©q /. ngvcjq _lb amjmp !777777* ufgaf gq

indeed a light grey: the text is apparently designed to 
be unreadable. Draw your own conclusions.) 

Jmrq©m©amkkclrq &06. md rfck', and given the 
l_rspc md rfc `jme _lb rfc qgxc md rfc _sbgclac* gr©q
no surprise that the first few dozen are all high-fives 
and mutual congratulations on the wonderfulness of 

this all. 

How to not build a science blog network 

In this case®an unsigned post at the idea.org blog 
on February 24, 2011, the Brilliant Statement (or 
Brilliant Solution) label applies not to the post itself 
but to the object of discussion, an attempt by E.W. 
Scripps to start up a space science blog network. It 
starts with a rousing affirmation of blog networks: 

Blog networks provide readers an interesting place 

to read a variety of interesting articles, or other me-

dia. They can be win-win for everyone. Technically, 

they are relatively easy to make with the current 

generation of blog authoring software. It©s the hu-

man side that takes time and work. 

Then we get to the example. As with many media 

conglomerates that publish newspapers (and in 
some cases overpaid for those newspapers because 
they used to be profit machines), Scripps is seeing 

http://michaelhyatt.com/do-you-make-these-10-mistakes-when-you-blog.html
http://www.idea.org/blog/2011/02/24/how-not-to-build-a-science-blog-network/
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npmdgr dpmk lcuqn_ncpq bpmn, Qm rfcw©pc nsqfgle
more heavily into the web.  

John Wilpers, the Global Blog Coordinator for 
Scripps, offered his approach to finding and recruit-
ing bloggers for the new network: 

I have a team of 25 interns and associates who 

scour the web looking for the very best bloggers in 

the world blogging about a topic, in this case space. 

We have a range of criteria we use to narrow the 

hundreds or thousands of blogs down to roughly 

200 semi-finalists. Then myself and my deputy blog 

coordinator dig deeply into each of those semi-

finalists to deliver to the editors of a particular pro-

ject, in this case the space team, two to four dozen 

of the very, very best blogs. 

Once the editors of the team have had a chance to 

review those recommendations and give us their 

first choices, we do even more research to be able to 

write a very personal, unique invitation to each 

blogger so that he or she knows we really do admire 

what they are doing and want to give them and 

rfcgp ª`p_lb« cvnmqspc ml _ k_hmp kcbg_ uc`qgrc,

(The best bloggers often get blast requests to allow 

sites to scrape their blogs and they almost always 

reject those requests.) What we offer in exchange 

for their content is massive exposure to a new and 

qualified audience to get their thoughts and work 

out there in a big way. 

Qmslbq emmb* pgefr= Qm fcpc©q uf_r B_tgb Bgaiglqml
of AstroGuyz got two days before the network was 
to launch®as a 1,500-word comment at his blog: 

Some good news for you, I think. 

At Scripps Newspapers, we have spent a long time 

looking for the best astronomy and space blogs in 

rfc umpjb* _lb wmsp ª?qrpmEswx« `jme gq mlc md rfc

most thorough, intelligent, wide-ranging and en-

gaging blogs about popular astronomy that we have 

ctcp pc_b* _lb uc©tc pctgcucb rfmsq_lbq md `jmeq 

@sr uf_r pc_jjw k_icq ª?qrpmEswx« qr_lb msr dpmk

rfc `_xgjjgml qn_ac _lb _qrpmlmkw `jmeq uc©tc pc_b

is a combination of several unique strengths work-

gle rmecrfcp¡ 

Here is what our primary researcher had to say in 

his initial assessment of your blog: 

ªB_tgb gq _ bcjgefrdsj qngpgr upgrgle apc_rgtcjw _lb

excitedly about all things space, but focusing espe-

cially on astronomy and telescopes and discoveries. 

His categories are great: Do It Yourself Astronomy, 

Observational Astronomy, Real Science, Astro 

News, and Astro Culture. He writes regularly and 

tcpw ucjj, ?l slbms`rcbjw umlbcpdsj `jme,« 

Wms _jqm ªr_ji« rm wmsp pc_bcpq gl a smart, friendly, 

comfortable style. Reading your blog is like having 

_ amltcpq_rgml ugrf _ pc_j qn_ac npm ufm©q qf_pgle

his insider knowledge with us over a cup of cof-

dcc¡ 

You and the 19 other Space bloggers we are ap-

proaching are the first non-Scripps employees to 

see it! We are officially launching it on Thursday, 

the 24th [of February, today]. 

Rf_r©q hsqr rfc dgpqr 0/1 umpbq9 G©jj r_ic rfgq nmqr©q
word for the rest of it, including a clause that would 
cddcargtcjw jgaclqc rfc `jme©q amnwpgefr _lb _jjmu 
Qapgnnq rm pcupgrc &ªclf_lac«' nmqr fc_bjglcq ªdmp

QCM nspnmqcq,« 

Another space science blogger got an exceed-
ingly similar solicitation, differing only in a few ad-

jectives in the second paragraph and a different 
assessment paragraph. So how did this all work out? 

The last minute, shotgun approach to attracting tal-

ent was unsuccessful. The 19 solicitations Mr. 

Wilpers mentioned, including these two solicita-

tions sent just short two days before launch, were 

unproductive. As a of the day after launch, no blog-

gers were willing to have their content syndicated 

in full. Perhaps the interns Mr. Wilpers used to craft 

the flattering, personalized messages may not have 

hit the right chord. Perhaps the flattery seemed in-

sincere. Perhaps the two-day timing was too tight. 

® So at launch, Space Times News is repurposing 

public domain content from NASA, and posting 

short excerpts that link to other blogs. 

Building a serious blog network involves soliciting 

many potential bloggers, with subtlety, research, 

and authentic outreach. 

Rfcpc©q mljw mlc amkkclr* ufgaf pckglbq kc hsqr
how small potatoes Walt at Random is: The com-
kclrcp q_wq k_lw `jmeecpq pcacgtc ª_ bmxcl qgkgj_p
qmjgagr_rgmlq ctcpw ucci« &_lb _ jgrrjc kmpc', 

What of Space Times News? It took a couple of 
tries, but I eventually got through. The most recent 
story®the most recent story as of July 17, 2012®is 
dated July 14, 2011. A Blogs link eventually does go 

to a group of blogs (including AstroGuyz), none of 
which seem to have any posts more recent than Sep-
tember 2011, Rfc ª?`msr Sq« n_ec amlqgqrq clrgpcjw
of histories of different Scripps papers, with not a 
word that I could find about what appears to be a 
defunct network that lasted just a few months. 

The Cult of Monetization 

The target of this July 24, 2011 post by Mitch 
Ditkoff  at The Heart of Innovation is sketchy enough. 
Excerpts: 

I wish I had a nickel for every time someone has 

asked me if I make money from my blog®and a 

dollar for every time one of these people used the 

http://astroguyz.com/
http://www.ideachampions.com/weblogs/archives/2011/07/the_m_word.shtml
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ªM« word, asking me if I©ve found a way to ªmone-

tize« the effort¡ 

The word ªmonetize« completely repels me. If there 

is one word in the English language I could live 

without it would be that word. 

What? ªLeverage,« ªincentivize,« and ªmaximize« 

aren©t enough? Now we need ªmonetize?« 

Ditkoff goes on to say, in a terse, lively manner, that 
`jmeegle lm kmpc lccbq rm `c ªkmlcrgxcb« rf_l bm
hugging your kids or watching a sunset. This next 
extract is one where I might look at Ditkoff oddly: 

Rfc ucgpb rfgle gq* ufclctcp G©k _qicb `w ucjj-

meaning friends if my blogging has helped me grow 

my business, my response is usually tinged with a 

subtle form of defensiveness, bravado, and hocus 

nmasq _`msr ª`sgjbgle _ `p_lb,« 

I confess. My response has not always been authen-

tic because I have bought into the assumptions, 

bms`rq* _lb ª`sqglcqq _askcl« md kw glosgqgrmpq, 

DING DING DING! Building a brand. Authentic. 
Mf* lctcp kglb¡ 

We live in an age that is far too focused on money. 

People have confused it with a lot of other things: 

like happiness, for example... and meaning.... and 

fulfillment... and the innate thirst to make a contri-

bution to others. 

G©jj `sw rf_r* _lb G©jj acpr_gljw _epcc ªlmr ctcpw _c-
tion needs rm `c kmlcrgxcb,« 

Ëvùû» Ëùû» ùEGù³ĀĉùlUÅÅ vùÈ ùUùê¬ĀlÄ¾Ë³ùc¾ûl»ëàù2ù
lUËíûù Ć ËùÈUÄ ùû»¾óùó»¾ûùĀÛà 

Pardon the language, taken unmodified (as is the 
UK-style punctuation) from the title of this October 
6, 2011 post at The Bloggess®and once again you 
can assume the post is about Brilliant Statements 

rather than being an example of them. 

ªRfc @jmeecqq« emr _ dmpk jcrrcp ck_gj ngraf
about a Kardashian sister being spotted in panty-
hose, including this line: 

The Kardashian©s once again show they are right on 

trend, and this is on (sic) Mommy©s are all going to 

want to follow. 

She responded as she does witf _jj ªslqmjgagrcb

form-letters about celebrities-doing-shit-no-one-
cares-_`msr*« l_kcjw ªAnd here©s a picture of Wil 
Wheaton collating,« &Wcq* rf_r©q uf_r gr gq,' Ufgah, 
frankly, strikes me as an entirely appropriate re-
sponse. (The actual link has some good text, includ-
ing reasons someone might be linked there and why 

rfgq iglb md NP gq qrsngb* `sr gr©q kmqrjw _ ngarspc md
Ugj Ufc_rml amjj_rgle n_ncp, Gd wms©pc _ Ugj
Wheaton fan, by all means click through.) 

Rfc pcqnmlqc dpmk rfc ncpqml ufm©b qclr rfc
email pitch would have been fine, frankly, if not for 
the first sentence: 

Hi there, 

Rf_r u_ql©r tcpw lgac, Uc qclb acpr_gl ngrafcq msr

to people so they have the chance of getting more 

fgrq ml rfcgp n_ec, Uc©jj k_ic lmrc md rfgq ck_gj gl

moving forward and remember if we have any ad-

vertising opportunities with any of our clients not 

to go through you. 

Best of luck to you. 

Best, 

Erica 

I»UûùćUóËíûùĆ ðĉùË¾l ? Really? And the pitch is sent 
out so the recipients will get more hits? Sure it was. 

Anyway, the exchange should have ended 
rfcpc¡`sr Hmqc* _ TN _r rfc NP dgpk* fgr pcnjw-all on a 
comment back to Erica®and the reply-all reached the 
@jmeecqq* _q gr umsjb md amspqc, Fcpc©q rfe message: 

Jose: ªWhat a fucking bitch!« 

Things go on from there®with a reasonably polite 
(under the circumstances) response to Jose and, 

osgrc pck_pi_`jw* _ pcnjw dpmk Hmqc a_jjgle fcp ªpsbc
_lb slnpmdcqqgml_j*« rf_r qfc qfmsjb `c dj_rrcpcb
rf_r qfc©q qccn as relevant enough to get PR pitches 
and that she qr_prcb ªrfc aspqgle e_kc,« ?r ufgaf
point, she chose to spread the love around®and 
with more than 150,000 followers on her Twitter 

account, she could do that. 

Later, of course, the people in charge apolo-

gized, as did Jose. Still, quite a story. 

Rfcpc _pc 21 rp_ai`_aiq¡_lb* esjn*1,302 

amkkclrq, G bgbl©r ctcl rpw rm pc_b _jj md rfck* `sr
the first few dozen were fun and interesting. Maybe 
you have the time. 

BrandLink Communications Has the Internet Drop 
on its Head 
Cvacnr rf_r G bgbl©r qccThe Bloggess post directly®
gr©q lmr gl kw Emmejc Pc_bcp jg`p_pw, G q_u gr `ca_sqc
John Scalzi wrote this October 7, 2011 post at 
Whatever that points to her post. He also links to his 
own little PR contretemps from 2006, and that post 
is so good that you just have to read it on your own. 

&Gr©q lmr _lrg-PR: he contrasts a bad PR pitch with a 
good one.) 

To be clear, and as someone who both gets rather a lot 

of PR pitches and who is also from time to time the 

subject of PR pitches himself, the very large majority 

of PR people are perfectly decent people who are do-

ing a particular and peculiar job as well as they can, 

namely, trying to raise awareness of their clients and 

http://thebloggess.com/2011/10/and-then-the-pr-guy-called-me-a-fucking-bitch-i-cant-even-make-this-shit-up/
http://thebloggess.com/2011/10/and-then-the-pr-guy-called-me-a-fucking-bitch-i-cant-even-make-this-shit-up/
http://thebloggess.com/heres-a-picture-of-wil-wheaton-collating-papers/
http://thebloggess.com/heres-a-picture-of-wil-wheaton-collating-papers/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2011/10/07/brandlink-communications-has-the-internet-drop-on-its-head/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2006/07/19/how-and-how-not-to-market-to-me-when-im-in-blogger-mode/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2006/07/19/how-and-how-not-to-market-to-me-when-im-in-blogger-mode/
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their products to outlets that have a large or very spe-

agdga _sbgclac, G bml©r kglb ecrrgle NP ngrafcq gl kw

e-mail; I even have publicity guidelines, Ufcl rfcpc©q

qmkcrfgle G©k glrcpcqrcb gl* G dmjjmu snand then both 

rfc NP ncpqml _lb G rpw rm qcc gd rfcpc©q qmkc u_w rm

k_ic `mrf md sq f_nnw ugrf rfc _pp_leckclr, Gd G©k

lmr glrcpcqrcb gl qmkcrfgle* G©jj hsqr bcjcrc gr _lb a_ppw

ml, G qsqncar rf_r©q fmu kmqr ncmnjc gl rfgq qgrs_rgml

umpi, Gr©q sqs_jjw _ amngenial thing. 

What I find interesting about spit fight between 

Bloggess and BrandLink Communications is that 

the folks at BrandLink appear to have an inverted 

view of the relationship between their PR firm and 

the people they are pitching®which is evident 

when a vice president of the company, the one who 

a_jjcb @jmeecqq _ ªdsaigle `graf*« _jqm gldmpkcb fcp

rf_r ªwms qfmsjb `c dj_rrcpcb rf_r wms _pc ctcl

tgcucb pcjct_lr clmsef rm `c ngrafcb _r _jj,« Gl

mrfcp umpbq* gr©q rfc NP dgjk bmgle @jmeecqq _ d_tmp

by qn_kkgle fcp gl`mv ugrf _ npcqq pcjc_qc rf_r©q

entirely irrelevant to her or her blog, rather than 

hoping she will do them a favor by mentioning 

whatever thing they are pitching (in this case, 

something to do with the Kardashians). 

Scalzi offers some pointed comments on that attitude 
and notes that by now PR companies should know 
rf_r ªrfc Glrcplcr gq jmmigle dmp _l cvasqc rm bpmn ml
wmsp fc_b,« Fc mddcpq qmkc sqcdsj jcqqmlq &qr_prgle

ugrf ªKmqr NP ncmnjc _pc lgac dmjiq hsqr bmgle rfcgp
jo`q« _lb npmaccbq rm kmpc qncagdga jcqqmlq', 

Some 65 comments®and it being Whatever, 
rfcw©pc jmlecp _lb kmpc glrcpcqrgle &_lb jcqq
flameish) than you might find elsewhere. Well, ex-
cept for one jackass who seems to assume there are 

sexual hijinks involved at the PR firm. 

I get the occasional PR notice®used to get 
quite a few, but some firms have working unsub-
qapg`c jgliq, Lmlc md rfc lmrgacq G©tc pcacgtcb f_tc
been as error-filled or offtopic as the one in this sit-

s_rgml, Qm d_p* G©tc lctcp dcjr rfc lccb dmpa curt re-
qnmlqc, @sr rf_r©q kc¡_lb G©k* dmprsl_rcjw* lmr
ªpcjct_lr« dmp acjc`pgrw NP, 

I»¾óù&ÅÏ³ùHĀlÄóùÝ ËvùRÏĀíð ùEðÏcUcÅĉù;Ïûù
Reading This) 
Rf_r©q rfc qrpgigle fc_bjglc dmpa May 10, 2012 post 

at Six Pixels of Separation by Mitch Joel. The lead 
paragraph (emphasis in the original): 

I don©t mind that I©m becoming a dinosaur. 

Qcc* fc pc_b _l _prgajc gl rfc NP kcbg_ q_wgle ªugrf
the rise of social media, businesses are blogging 

jcqq«®as are agencies. And a hotshot at one digital 
k_picrgle _eclaw j_wq gr msr8 ªNobody reads agency 
blogs, and there are so many out there it©s impossi-

ble for people to keep up anyway. We put ours on 
hiatus while we figure out what we want to do with 
it. We do use Facebook and Twitter. We©ve figured 

out what works for us there,« 

Hmcj mddcpq _ ªamppcarcb« tcpqgml md rf_r osmrc8 

ªLm`mbw pc_bq _eclaw `jmeq«,,, RF?R ?PC @MPGLE

AND SELF-SERVING. This is what the Internet 

brought: just because everyone can publish content, 

gr bmcql©r kc_l rf_r rfcw qfmsjb, Jcr©q _pesc _lb q_w

rf_r G©k upmle _lb rf_r _lw`mbw _lb ctcpw`mbw

should be publishing content... fine. Then just be-

a_sqc ctcpwmlc a_l ns`jgqf amlrclr* gr bmcql©r kc_l

that anyone will care. What advertising agencies are 

learning is that publishing content on a frequent and 

consistent basis with a compelling voice is not only a 

commitment, but it is very difficult. Nothing new 

fcpc, Uc©tc `ccl q_wgle rfgq dmp ajmqc rm _ bca_bc, Gr

has only become more complicated because there are 

many other, faster and quicker and different ways to 

apc_rc _lb qf_pc amlrclr¡ 

Joel proclaims that blogging is about writing and that 
more agencies should stop ̀ jmeegle `ca_sqc rfcw©pc
doing it badly. He lists six reasons given for blogging, 

tcpw ksaf ª`p_lb `sgjbgle« pc_qmlq* _lb q_wq rfcw©pc
the wrong reasons. His right reasons to blog? 

Because you have something to say. 

Because you are passionate about your industry. 

Because you are seeing things that not many people 

are talking about. 

Because it helps you to think critically about the 

changes that your industry faces. 

Because you love to write. 

Because you have to write. 

Because if you had more time, you would write 

even more. 

Because you feel that others out there might con-

nect with the content and the connect to you. 

@ca_sqc wms©pc lmr `jmeegle dmp umpi, Wmsp umpigle

hard to make your blog work. 

Certainly a better set of reasons, even with the occa-
sional typo (cut & pasted unchanged). His real rea-
son busilcqq `jmeecpq qrmn `jmeegle8 ªrfc umpjb gq
lmr a_pgle _jj rf_r ksaf,« G qsqncar rf_r©q rpsc dmp
most blogs created and maintained to Build Brands 
mp E_gl Pc_bcpq8 Rfcw ctclrs_jjw d_bc, &?lb wcq* gr©q

_ jgrrjc sld_gp rm nsr rfgq nmqr gl rfgq qcargml¡' 

Be a Communications Consequentialist 
This post, by Jesse Galet on June 11, 2012 at Measure 
of Doubt* ªNmqqg`jw rfc umpjb©q !/ `pmrfcp-sister blog 

about rationality, scienac* _lb nfgjmqmnfw*« kgefr lmr
belong in this section either®`sr G hsqr a_l©r ecr n_qr
rf_r rgrjc, ªAmkkslga_rgmlq amlqcosclrg_jgqr«= Pc_l-

http://whatever.scalzi.com/about/publicity-blurb-and-unpublished-work-guidelines/
http://www.twistimage.com/blog/archives/this-blog-sucks-and-youre-probably-not-reading-this/
http://measureofdoubt.com/2012/06/11/be-a-communications-consequentialist/
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jw= Gl _ nmqr rf_r mddcpq ªu_wq rm fcjn pc_bcpq« slbcr-
qr_lb wmsp nmqrq &qfmprcl nmqrq* ªupgrc dmp fsk_l
`p_glq*« `pc_i up large blocks of text, etc.) including 

rfgq mlc ªEschew ?tmgb m`qaspc Umpbq,« 

But presumably not phrases that are not so 
much obscure as gobbledygook. At least to this poor 
qckgjgrcp_rc pfcrmpga k_hmp ufm bmcql©r ilmu

enough about clear writing to have 15 books pub-
lished by major library publishers, including one on 
upgrgle, Mf* u_gr¡ 

Gengen 

What better to follow a group of Brilliant Statements 
(and blogging about Brilliant Statements) than with 

gengen, blogging about generational generaliza-
tions? Just four items, all from a few days in Febru-
ary 2010. 

Blogging: a great pastime for the elderly 

Nicholas Carr posted this on February 4, 2010 at 
Rough Type.  

I remember when it was kind of cool to be a blog-

ger. You©d walk around with a swagger in your step, 

a twinkle in your eye. Now it©s just humiliating. 

Blogging has become like mahjong or needlepoint 

or clipping coupons out of Walgreens circulars: 

something old folks do while waiting to croak. 

Fc©q pcdcppgle ro a Pew Internet study on social me-
dia and young adults _q n_pr md Ncu Glrcplcr©q k_hmp
program of generational generalization and labeling, 
just part of the ovep_jj Ncu Glrcplcr ªnp_gqc uf_r uc
amlqgbcp np_gqcumprfw _lb bclgep_rc rfc pcqr« npo-
gram. The study (based on 800 telephone surveys) 

shows a significant drop in teen blogging from 2006 
to 2009, and since I regard the 2006 figures®28% 
of teens and young adults actively blogging?®as 
_`qspbjw fgef* gr©q f_pb rm ilmu uf_r rm q_w _`msr
the 14%/15% figures for 2009. One out of seven 
teens/young adults actually blogging in 2009? Still 
qcckq fgef* sljcqq `jmeegle gq bcdglcb _q ª_r qmkc
nmglr f_tgle f_b _ `jme,« Mf*but nearly three-
os_prcpq md ªmljglc rcclq« _lb wmsle _bsjrq sqc qo-
cial networks®_lb egtcl rfc jgkgr rm ªmljglc
rcclq*« 51# qcckqway too low. 

Rf_r©q _q ksaf rgkc _q G©jj qnclb ml rfc ªqrsbw«
itself, and by now my bias against Pew Internet is 
probably well ilmul rm pcesj_p pc_bcpq, Jcr©q ecr
back to Carr. Never one to understate a case, he says 

that a report saying one out of seven teens and 
wmsle _bsjrq qrgjj `jmeq nsrq ª_ `ge d_rexclamation 
point on what a lot of us have come to realize re-

cently: blogging is now the uncoolest thing you can 
do on the Internet.« 

A_pp a_ppgcq ml gl fgq tcgl md ªeccxcpq« &rfmqc

over 30) who blog. You might find the post amus-
ing. You might not. He makes it clear in the com-
ment that he was writing (and frequently writes) 
tongue gl afcci, Gd mljw fc u_q `crrcp _r gr¡ 

2Ëù=û» ðù; ćósù2íÈù=Åv 

There are people who are very good at writing with 

tongue in cheek, such as John Scalzi in this Febru-
ary 6, 2010 post at Whatever. The lead sentence in 
the post says a lot about who reads what: Scalzi 
picked it up from Andrew Sullivan posting at The 
Atlantic©q ªB_gjw Bgqf«®but that post is nothing 
kmpc rf_l _l cvacpnr dpmk A_pp©q nmqr, Gl _lw a_qc*

fcpc©q Qa_jxg©q r_ic ml rfc ªlcuq« rf_r `jmeegle gq
ªglapc_qglejw rfc nsptgcu md rfc _lagclrq* rfcw `e-
gle bcdglcb _q ncmnjc mtcp rfc _ec md 1.«8 

Rfgq bmcql©r qspnpgqc kc rcppg`jw, Dmp rfc t_qr ka-

jority of what people (not just teens, but teens also) 

used blogs for®quick updates on line to friends 

and family®Facebook and Twitter offer an easier, 

friendlier and therefore better solution than starting 

sn _ `jme, Gd wms©pc qr_prgle msr gl qmag_j kcbg_* dmp

most folks it makes sense to go there. Later, if you 

want the ability for customization and a format be-

yond 140-character tweets and status updates, you 

can always start a blog. But I suspect most people 

bml©r lccb rm ecr rm rf_r nmglr* _lb acpr_gljw lmr

most younger users of social media. 

Also, you know. Blogs have been social medg_©q J_qr

Wc_p©q Kmbcj dmp _ qncjj lmu9 fcai* rfcw ucpc J_qr

Wc_p©q Kmbcj ufcl Dpgclbqrcp fgr, ?lb gr©q acpr_gljw

rpsc rf_r ufcl G lmrc rf_r G©tc `ccl `jmeegle qglac

1998, certain younger folks get that look in their 

eye that says No! No one was even alive then Rf_r©q

ufcl G fgr rfck ugrf rfc amlacnr md ªlcuqepmsnq,«

Good times, good times. 

MKE ? qclqg`jc glrcpnpcr_rgml md Ncu©q ªqrsbw «
&Qfmsjb rf_r `c ªXMKE«= ?q _ Acprgdgcb Lc_lbcr-
r_j* mp uf_rctcp Ncu©q a_jjgle ncmnjc jgic kc rfgq
ucci* G©k lmr fgn rm rhe webjive.) 

Eighty-six comments, a whole bunch more text 

in total than the short post. When a stream begins 
ugrf ªAp_liq _lb rpmjjq ucpc (`crrcp( `_ai gl rfc
sqclcr b_wq* b_kkgr « wms ilmu wms©pc gl dmp qmkc
dsl, Hsqr _ `gr j_rcp8 ªFknf, G `cr wms ucpcl©r even 
around when Fidonet was active. Now get off my 
j_ul,« Qmkc amkkclrcpq d_jj npcw rm pc_j eclecl

(primarily saying that kids have short attention 
qn_lq'* `sr gl mrfcp a_qcq gr©q _l glrcpcqrgle _lb
amusing set of riffs.  

http://www.roughtype.com/?p=1335
http://www.pewinternet.org/Reports/2010/Social-Media-and-Young-Adults.aspx?r=1
http://www.pewinternet.org/Reports/2010/Social-Media-and-Young-Adults.aspx?r=1
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2010/02/06/in-other-news-im-old/
http://whatever.scalzi.com/2010/02/06/in-other-news-im-old/
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P»ĉùvÏËíûùĉÏĀË³ùÛ ÏÛÅ ùcÅÏ³æ 

This post by Arikia on February 12, 2010 at The 
Millikan Daily also points indirectly to the Pew 

study and bgpcarjw rm _ @mp_ Xgtimtga nmqr &ªrfc da-
kmsq @mp_ Xgtimtga«' dmjjmuglean experiment in 
which a biology professor had his students create 
science blogs®in other words, forced blogs. Zivkovic 
q_wq rfc qrsbclr `jmeq f_b ªumlbcpdsj upgrgle ml _jj
md rfck* emmb qrsdd«®but one of the blogs has been 

deleted, others stopped posting ªnpm`_`jw _r rfc
rgkc rfc amspqc clbcb« _lb mljw mlc `jme gq qrgjj
_argtc, Xgtimtga _qiq ªUfw bgb rfcw qrmn=« Fc lmrcq
similar experiences in other forced-blogging studies: 
Qrsbclrq rclb rm qrmn `jmeegle ufcl rfcw©pc lm
longer required to. 

In this case, I bml©r rfgli eclecl f_q _lwrfgle

to do with it. For most people of any age, maintain-
ing a blog is a bad use of time and energy, especially 
with Facebook reaching so many more people and 
Twitter being so easy. I think one out of seven teens 
and young adults actively blogging in 2009 is prob-
ably unrealistically high; that students stop doing 

qmkcrfgle _drcp gr©q lm jmlecp n_pr md _qqgelcb
coursework should surprise nobody. 

This blogger (who graduated college in 2008, 
qm d_jjq glrm rfc ªwmsle _bsjr« a_rcempw'sees differ-
ent lessons. She sees people who had Facebook 
rfpmsefmsr amjjcec* ufm jc_plcb ªu_w rmm ksaf
_`msr ncmnjc _drcp mljw kccrgle rfck mlac*« ufm

saw examples of what not to do online®and who 
f_tc jc_plcb ªrm lmr nmqr _lwrfgle rfcw umsjbl©r
want a potclrg_j cknjmwcp rm qcc,« Ufgaf umsjb `c
more convincing were it not that three-quarters of 
young adults and teens (again, if you believe Pew) 
do use Facebook actively (or did in 2009). Indeed, 

this post is mostly whining about the possibility 
that being stupid online could cost you in the job 
market. Consider the final two paragraphs: 

So I think that if we want kids to get engaged with 

blogging, even science blogging at an early age, 

they have to hear messages from their elders that 

their any future employer who would judge them 

dmp cvnpcqqgle rfckqcjtcq gql©r qmkcmlc rfcw pc_jjw

want to work for anyway. And then we, as their po-

tential future employers, need to follow through. 

Ufgjc uc©pc _r gr* G u_lr rm qcc mjbcp ncmnjc nmqr rfc

remnants of their college debauchery on the facebook. 

I mean it, bust out the photo albums, scan those pics 

and post em. You all have job security! You really have 

no excuse to deny your students this joy. 

Jcr©q r_ji _`msr hm` qcaspgrw¡ Lm* lctcp kglb, G
might say more about this post, but the blog uses 

thin white or off-white type on a black background, 
_lb gr©q qm slamkdmpr_`jc rm pc_b rf_r G©jj qrmn fcpc,
Well, except that the very first comment nails it: 

ªHm` qcaspgrw= Uf_r©q rf_r=« 

The Future of Blogging 
Finally, for this sectiol* fcpc©q _ ngcac `w Bmpg_lm
¨N_gq_lm© A_pr_ rf_r _nnc_pcb mlWeb Worker Daily 
on March 3, 2010®but Web Worker Daily has now 
apparently been absorbed into GigaOm. Carta links 
to the Peu ªqrsbw*« f_q rfc _sb_agrw rm q_w gr ªu_ql©r
_l cvf_sqrgtc qrsbw« _lb q_wq gr pctc_jq _ rpclb

qfmugle rf_r ª`jmeegle gq jmqgle grq jsqrcp ugrf ro-
b_w©q wmslecp eclcp_rgml,« Ufgaf G bml©r bgq_epcc
with: As I said some time back, blogging is no long-
er The Shiny, but it continues to be a useful tool for 
some people. 

@sr A_pr_ qcckq rm dccj rf_r rfcpc©qa problem 
and knows what it is: 

I think part of the problem with blogs is that they 

are too static and dull. We need to infuse new life 

into blogs and make them more dynamic. Just as 

Flash added a freshness to web sites when it first 

appeared on the scene, we need to do something 

that will change the game for blogging. 

The other part of the problem involves the incredi-

ble shrinking attention span of readers/viewers. 

Hollywood learned long ago that motion pictures 

need to reach out and grab the audience right away 

within the first 10 minutes or else its opening 

ucciclb ugjj `c grq j_qr, Rf_r©q ufw kmqr kmtgcq

look and feel like music videos these days. Quick 

cut editing and special effects reign supreme. Even 

the publishing industry has taken its queue from 

the movie industry and insist that its authors write 

tighter and more exciting stories. 

Gengen incarnate, although freed from one genera-
tion®rfc ªglapcbg`jc qfpgligle _rrclrgml qn_lq,«
Which is why there are no more long books (you just 

imagined Harry Potter). And Carta has The Answer: 

I believe the answer could be the same one that©s 

being touted as the potential savior of newspapers 

and magazines: The Apple iPad and similar devices, 

plus the new digital newsstand that it will usher in. 

Yes, I am suggesting that we look at blogs the same 

way we look at newspapers and magazines. It©s not 

a coincidence that many blogs have experienced in-

creased subscriptions after changing to a more 

magazine-styled theme. Imagine providing your 

content in a more dynamic and exciting manner, 

like Wired©s demo iPad app: 

Ah, but then we get to the heart of the article®and 
ufw rfc jgli rm Ncu gq gppcjct_lr8 Gr©qabout blogging 
professionals, that oxymoronic term that treats blogs 

http://millikandaily.com/2010/02/12/why-dont-young-people-blog/
http://gigaom.com/collaboration/the-future-of-blogging/
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as traditional media. Gotta make your blog available 
as an app®its own app, of course! Gotta have flash! 
Gotta make your blog look like a magazine! 

Carta then claims that he or she believes con-
rclr ªugjj _ju_wq pck_gl rfc kmqr gknmpr_lr _qncar
md _lw `jme* lcuqn_ncp mp k_e_xglc« `sr gr qspc
bmcql©r qmslb rf_r u_w, 

Technology and Philosophy of 

Blogging 

Does this section combine three different topics? 
Probably. Some of these are items about blogging 
technology that bloggers out there might want to 
catch up on; others are about tech blogging; some 

are about philosophical aspects of blogging and 
ufcrfcp gr©q umprf bmgle, K_w`c rfgq gq rfc ªkgqacl-
j_lw« qcargml, 

Full-content RSS feeds harm page views, but not 
viewership 

Rf_r©q @m` @cqafgxx_ upgrgleon March 6, 2010 at 
boingboing®_lb ufgjc G©b q_w ªpc_bcpqfgn« p_rfcp

rf_l ªtgcucpqfgn*« fc©q lmr upmle, G rfgli wms amsjb
word it more strongly: Full-content RSS feeds 
should improve readership®but at the expense of 
direct page views (and, thus, potential ad reve-
nues®unless you add ads to the feed). 

Gr©q _l mbb bgqasqqgml `ca_sqc gr©q _gkcb qos_pe-
ly at the real reason some blogs exist: Money money 
money. The background is a call by one high-profile 
`jmeecp dmp `jmeq rm mddcp ªdpcc* dsjj-rcvr PQQ dccbq«
(if  a blog charges for RSS feeds and gets away with 

gr* gr©q _l mljglc lcuqjcrrcp gl kw mnglgml'®and a 
response that agrees but wonders whether full-text 
feeds will harm traffic. 

Rfc umpb ªrp_ddga« gq _ rgnmdd, ª?k_rcsp« `jmeecpq
bml©r lcacqq_pgjw rfgli gl rcpkq md rp_ddga, Uc©pc kmpc
likely to think in terms of engagement, community, 
readers. The money quote (I use that term advisedly) 
is from a really high-profile blogger who saw stagnant 
pageviews after switching to full-content feeds, but 

growing readershin, Rf_r `jme gq sn rm ª_ jgrrjc mtcp
rum kgjjgml« n_ectgcuq ncp kmlrf, Wms a_l dglb rfc
link in the boingboing post; this other blog clearly 
bmcql©r lccb kw jglijmtc 

PÏðÅvíóù&¾³³ óûù&ÅÏ³³¾Ë³ùEÅUû¬ÏðÈù vvóù'ĀðUû¾ÏËù
Feature 

Marshall Kirkpatrick posted this on June 1, 2010 at 

ReadWriteWeb®_lb hsqr qm rfcpc©q lm kgqslbcr-
standing, that biggest platform is WordPress. Or, 
rather, WordPress.com, a large subset of blogs that 

use WordPress software. (In fact, as one commenter 
lmrcq* UmpbNpcqq,amk npm`_`jw gql©r rfc `geecqr
blogging platform, or _r jc_qr u_ql©r gl 0./.®that 

was still Blogger. Adding WordPress blogs hosted 
elsewhere might push WP over the top.) The feature 
discussed®and discussed in more detail at Word-
Npcqq© mul `jme®gq ªpc`jmeegle*« _ Jgic dslargml
rfpmsef _ djm_rgle rmmj`_p ufcl wms©pc jmeecb gl _r
Umpbnpcqq,amk &bml©ryou love having various float-

gle rmmj`_pq ufgjc uc©pc ml rfc uc`='®with a drop-
bmul kcls qm wms a_l ªPc`jme rfgq nmqr« ugrf _
quick-n-easy way to add your own comments and 
create your own blog post. 

G ugjj pcdp_gl dpmk amkkclrgle _`msr ªasp_rc«
sqcb gl rfgq amlrcvr, Igpin_rpgai a_jjq gr ª_lmrfcp
chapter in the race to decrease friction in sharing 
wmsp d_tmpgrc Uc` amlrclr ugrf dpgclbq« _nd dis-
asqqcq ªrfc nmnsj_pgx_rgml md asp_rgml,« Fc _jqm _qiq

ªA_l Asp_rgml A_raf Ml=« _lb ufcrfcp gr gq ªa_na-
`jc md qsqr_glgle grqcjd,« G©tc lctcp qccl _ qfmpr_ec md
people sharing stuff about their meals, their stops 
on trips and, certainly, their links®but for most 
ncmnjc* G rfgli* `jmeq _pcl©r ufcpc rf_r f_nnclq rfe-
se days. Is throwing links at people on Twitter (or 

Facebook or Friendfeed) really curation? See the 
first sentence of this paragraph. 

WordPress Makes it Easier to Switch to Your Own 
Hosting 

It©q mjb lcuq* `sr gl a_qc wms bgbl©r _jpc_bw ilmu*

this Stan Schroeder item on October 5, 2010 at 
Mashable spells it out (if you can get to the text 
through the maze of ads). Namely, if you have a 
WordPress.com blog, decide to move it to your own 
bmk_gl &qrgjj sqgle UmpbNpcqq' _lb bml©r kglb n_y-
ing $12/year, WordPress.com has an Offsite Redirect 

feature, which will permanently redirect people 
from the WordPress.com blog to whatever URL you 
specify. You can even change the redirect. 

The comments seem to mostly be attacks on 
WordPress.com, some of them for having the audac-
ity to ask for money for value-added services. 

No, blogs are not dead, they are on summer vacation 

So says Coturnix in this June 20, 2010 post at A 
Blog Around The Clock. 

It is always funny to hear how ªblogs are dying«, 

being abandoned in droves as bloggers are all mov-

ing to Twitter. It©s funny how that works ­ you see 

fewer posts on a blog, or a couple of bloggers going 

on a summer hiatus, and the sky is falling! 

Coturnix says there©q `ccl _ qskkcp qjskn gl `jmg-
ging every summer since blogging started, for the 

http://www.boingboing.net/2010/03/06/full-content-rss-fee.html?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+boingboing%2FiBag+%28Boing+Boing%29&utm_content=FriendFeed+Bot
http://www.readwriteweb.com/archives/worlds_biggest_blogging_platform_adds_curation_fea.php?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+readwriteweb+%28ReadWriteWeb%29&utm_content=FriendFeed+Bot
http://en.blog.wordpress.com/2010/06/01/we-all-like-to-reblog/
http://mashable.com/2010/10/05/wordpress-redirect/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+Mashable+%28Mashable%29&utm_content=FriendFeed+Bot
http://scienceblogs.com/clock/2010/06/20/no-blogs-are-not-dead-they-are/
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sqs_j qskkcp pc_qmlq, @sr gr©q lmr hsqr rfc qskkcr-
time lull: 

Today, there is a plethora of different platforms that 

are more suitable for various activities that in the 

past had to be done on a blog. Quick links or brief 

statements can be placed on microblogging plat-

forms like Twitter, FriendFeed and Facebook. Some 

things that are a little longer, or a little different 

(photos, videos, quotes) are best posted on mes-

oblogging platforms like Tumblr and Posterous. 

Rfc emmb mjc© `jme gq lmu dpcc dpmk _jj rf_r qk_jj

stuff and remains the platform for long form essays 

only, at least for some bloggers. 

So, what a blogger used to do only on a blog is now 

distributed across several platforms. It is pretty short-

qgefrcb rm hsbec _ `jmeecp©q msrnsr `w rfc `jme _jmlc®

one needs to evaluate the activity of the person across 

all the platforms: short form on microblogging ser-

vices, medium form on mesoblogging services, and 

long form on macroblogging services. 

Rfcl Amrsplgv r_jiq _`msr ªkglba_qrgle« _q _ ammr-
dinated and systematic use of multiple platforms 
rmu_pbq bctcjmnkclr md _ qglejc gbc_, Rfcpc©q _ `gr
kmpc _`msr gr gl rfc nmqr, G©k lmr amltglacb rfcpc©q
_ lccb dmp _ lcu rcpk mp rf_r ªkglba_qrgle« bmcq gr
dmp kc* `sr G©k dpcosclrjw upmle* cqncag_jjw ufcpc

snazzy neologisms are concerned. 

Of the handful of comments, one by John 

McKay stands out (and Coturnix does indeed occa-
sionally write longish posts): 

Lm, Gr©q rpsc, Rugrrcp f_q amknjcrcjw pcnlaced blogs. 

I always publish my 7000 word plus illustration 

ngcacq tg_ Rugrrcp _lb G©k qspc wms bm wmsp 0.*...

word manifestos on Twitter. 

Is It Time to Stop Blogging and Start an Email 
Newsletter? 

Matthew Ingram asks that (to me) bizarre question 
in a July 7, 2010 post at GigaOm®and he means a 
subscription-only newsletter, of course, as in $$prof-
it$$!! ! Jason Calacanis did exactly that in 2008, but 
lmu Q_k Jcqqgl©q bmlc gr®and since Lessin is one 
of Ege_Mk©q rwnc md ncmnjc &_ qcpg_j clrpcnpclcsp'*

he also started a subscription-newsletter service. 

Lessin says he started blogging (in 2008®he 
u_ql©r cv_arjw _ ngmlccp gl rfc dgcjb' ugrf _ ªbcdglcb
qcr md em_jq«8 Slbcpqr_lbgle rfc kcbgsk* npmrcargle
online identity, intellectual rigor and being taken se-
pgmsqjw, ?f* `sr _drcp rum wc_pq fc©q bmlc _jj rf_r®
«`sr _bbcb rf_r fc dcjr upgrgle _ ns`jga `jme rf_r u_q

_t_gj_`jc dmp dpcc rm pc_bcpq u_q ¨cvaccbglejw bgqgn-
genuous if not straight hypocritical given my strong 
`cjgcd gl rfc t_jsc md gldmpk_rgml,©« G jgic rf_r &dmp _

acpr_gl t_jsc md ªjgic«'8 gr©q fwnmapgrga_j rmever give 
_u_w ªgldmpk_rgml« gd wms `cjgctc gr f_q t_jsc, Ufw
bgbl©r qmkc`mbw rcjj kc `_ai gl 0...* ufcl G qr_prcb

Cites & Insights (or in 1989, when I agreed to serve 
on the editorial board of, and write for, Public Access 
Computer Systems Review, an early Gold OA journal)? 

And others are doing it! Nate Westheimer (anoth-

cp clrpcnpclcsp' ugjj iccn `jmeegle `sr ªugjj qf_pc gl-
depth startup tips and other thoughts through his 
npckgsk lcuqjcrrcp,« Kgaf_cj E_jncpr &_lmrfcp¡mf*
the hell with it) started a fee newsletter. 

Not everyone agrees that moving from a blog to a 

subscription newsletter is a good move, however, 

particularly for startups and entrepreneurs®since 

sharing your ideas with a broader audience can 

have its own value, especially when you aren©t well-

known. Former investment banker-turned-

entrepreneur Steve Cheney recently described how 

he asked Hunch co-founder and angel investor 

Chris Dixon for advice on what he should do to 

raise his profile, and Dixon responded: ªStart a 

`jme,« Gr©q umprf lmrgle rf_r. 

Seventy-three comments starting with this one: 

Seriously? But the web 2.0 movement taught us that 

the value of the web was connecting people to peo-

njc¡ qcckq jgic _ `slaf md eswq ugrf fsec cemq jgs-

tened to the lesser half of their own personality. 

Others wirf qs`rjcp nmglrq rm k_ic, Rfc oscqrgml©q
silly enough as a general question to deserve silly 

pcqnmlqcq* G©b q_w, 

Blogging. This is about blogging. 
This post appeared November 1, 2010 at Traversing 
the Razor®_lb gr©q _ jgrrjc kwqrcpgmsq `ca_sqc gr `e-
gan with a link to a post elsewhere, a post that has 
since been taken down. Excerpts: 

Blogging will not replace other forms of media. This 

is not its goal anyway. Certainly for me, it was a way 

of practicing and practising writing. Doing this in a 

ns`jga u_w u_q bcqgelcb dmp kc rm ¨amkkgr© rm rfc

task. Feedback would be an additional benefit. Blogs, 

do, on the other hand, provide a good analysis of 

various issues, and in many cases in the scientific 

blogosphere anyway, they are highly accurate and 

treat the subject in greater depth than any of the tra-

ditional media. So we can agree that they are valua-

ble. Perhaps more valuable than they appear to most 

people, as Scott Rosenberg discusses in this fascinat-

ing piece on ̀ jmeegle* cknmucpkclr _lb rfc ¨_bha-

aclr nmqqg`jc©. I am certain I will return to that post 

again and the intriguing ideas therein.  

The blogger then responds to assertions made at the 
now-gone post about the difficulties of blogging: 
Easy to start, hard to maintain; Need to keep it con-

http://traversingtherazor.wordpress.com/2010/11/01/blogging-this-is-about-blogging/
http://www.wordyard.com/2010/10/08/blogging-empowerment-and-the-adjacent-possible/
http://www.wordyard.com/2010/10/08/blogging-empowerment-and-the-adjacent-possible/
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stant]ly] updated; otherwise you lose potential fol-
lowers; [Difficulty of putting] thoughts into words; 
Apcbg`gjgrw _lb rfc mj© _lmlwkgrw afcqrlsr, 

Gr©q _l glrcpcqrgle qcr md amkkclrq* ncpf_nq `cqr
read in the original. 

:U³³¾ íóù¥¦ 

This December 14, 2010 post by Abigail Goben, the 
Hedgehog Librarian, is another one best read in the 

original®_lb gr©q qfmpr, Lmrgle gr tgmj_rcq mlc md kw
rules for Cites & Insights8 Gr©q `_qcb ml qmkc`mbw cjqc©q
conference speech, a speech (by Maggie Stiefvater) at 
KidLitCon. (As a rulc* G bml©r amkkclr ml qcamlb-
hand conference reporting: Once burned, forever shy.) 
@sr gl rfgq a_qc Em`cl©q r_igle cgefr nmglrq _`msr

blogging and appending her own thoughts. 

Some points are old (or newer) standbys: The 
world does not need another blog, for example. 
Others are questionable generalizations (Blogging is 
a conversation). Some may not get said often 

enough (Blog writers should be blog readers). And 
at least one is real food for thought: Boring people 
offline = Boring people online. And sometimes, in-
teresting people offline = Boring people online. 

Gl _lw a_qc* em pc_b rfc nmqr, Em`cl©q amm-

ments are brief and to the point. She closes with 
ªUf_r _pc wmsp `jmeegle nmglrq=« `sr* _q gq rpsc
with many of us, got few takers. Well, one, actually. 

If You )¾vËíûù&ÅÏ³ù2ûsù2ûù)¾vËíûù1UÛÛ Ë 

Rf_r©q ?lgj B_qfon January 4, 2011 at his eponymous 
`jme ª_`msr k_igle asjrspc,« Fc jgliq rm _Clive 

Thompson piece arguing that short-form messages 
encourage longer-form meditations elsewhere (one I 
discussed in April 2011). Dash is the kind of high-
profile blogger who gets called by Clive Thompson, 
resultine gl rfgq osmrc dpmk Rfmknqml©q amjskl8 

ªG q_tc rfc jgrrjc qrsdd dmp Rugrrcp _lb `jme mljw

ufcl G f_tc qmkcrfgle `ge rm q_w*« _q `jmeecp ?lgj

Dash put it. It turns out readers prefer this: One 

survey found that the most popular blog posts to-

day are the longest ones, 1,600 words on average. 

B_qf q_wq fcpc rf_r ª`ge« bmcql©r lcacqq_pgjw kc_l

gknmpr_lr9 gr kc_lq gbc_q rf_r _pc ªhsqr `geecp rf_l
/2. af_p_arcpq*« ufgaf fc q_wq ªkmqr emmb gbc_q
_pc,« ?lb rfcpc©q rfgq8 

More importantly, our ideas often need to gain trac-

tion and meaning over time. Blog posts often age 

into something more substantial than they are at 

their conception, through the weight of time and 

perspective and response. 

And blogs afford that sort of maturation of an idea 

uniquely well amongst online media, due to their 

use of the permalink (permanent link), which gives 

each idea a place to live and thrive. While Facebook 

and Twitter nominally provide permalinks as well, 

the truth is that individual ideas in those flow-

based media don©t have enough substance for a 

meaningful conversation to accrete around them. 

G©k lmr ksaf md _ ruccrcp* `sr ruccrq qcckvery 
ephemeral to me. Friendfeed discussions, which tend 
to be longer than tweets but shorter than posts, feel 
more sustained than tweets but more ephemeral than 
posts. This all makes sense®different media for dif-
ferent uses®and fits right in with the idea that fewer 

people are blogging, because most of what most peo-
ple want to say is cnfckcp_j* _lb lmu rfcpc©q _ ksaf
broader toolkit to say those things. 

Rf_r©q hsqr _ ngcac md _ jmlecp bgqasqqgml, B_qf©q

rgrjc kc_lq hsqr uf_r gr q_wq8 Fc `cjgctcq gr©q ksaf
more difficult to find ideas raised on older tweets or 
status updates®gd wms bgbl©r `jme gr* gr bgbl©r f_p-
ncl &dmp rfc jmle rcpk', Fcpc©q _ qcekclrthat in-
ajsbcq _l gbc_ G f_bl©r pc_jjw rfmsefr _`msr &mlc
that belongs in a Twitter-focused essay), under the 

fc_bgle ªRfc Ncpgjq md _ Jmu Qrpcqq Cltgpmlkclr«
[emphasis added]: 

Now, Twitter and other stream-based flows of infor-

mation provide an important role in the ecosystem. 

Perhaps the most important psychological innova-

rgml md Rugrrcp gq rf_r gr _qqskcq wms uml©r qcc cte-

ry message that comes along. Rfcpc©q lm amslr md

unread items, and very little social cost to telling a 

friend that you missed their tweet. That convenience 

and social accommodation is incredibly valuable and 

an important contribution to the web. 

However, by creating a lossy environment where 

glbgtgbs_j ruccrq _pc bgqnmq_`jc* rfcpc©q _jqm _l cn-

vironment where few will build the infrastructure 

to support broader, more meaningful conversations 

that could be catalyzed by a tweet. In many ways, 

this means the best tweets for advancing an idea are 

those that contain links to more permanent media. 

Interesting stuff, and one reason I believe blogging 
as a whole is no more likely to disappear than, well, 
print books and magazines. 

Also an interesting comment stream, if occa-

sionally self-serving (as when a Vox person says you 
should really be saving audio messages rather than 
`jmeegle _lb ªr_jigle < rwngle«', 

Blogging is Dead, Long Live Blogging 

Rf_r©q _ ncpcllg_j rgrjc ugrf grq k_lw bc_rfu_raf

t_pg_rgmlq &G©k q_tgle kmqr bc_rfu_raf grckq dmp
another time, probably in THE BACK). In this case 
gr©q Hmc Amqa_pcjjg upgrgleon February 2, 2011 in the 

http://hedgehoglibrarian.com/2010/12/14/maggies-8/
http://dashes.com/anil/2011/01/if-you-didnt-blog-it-it-didnt-happen.html/
http://www.wired.com/magazine/2010/12/st_thompson_short_long/
http://www.wired.com/magazine/2010/12/st_thompson_short_long/
http://blogs.villagevoice.com/runninscared/2011/02/blogging_is_dea.php
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Village Voice blogs, Fc qr_prq `w lmrgle ªRfc Clb md
@jmeegle*« _February 1, 2011 piece by Dan Duray 
in The New York Observer, Rf_r ngcac gq¡ucjj* G©k

not sure what to say, but what can you do with an 
overreaching paragraph like this one: 

Whatever blogs have become, there seems to be uni-

versal agreement that the format that made them 

ubiquitous­the reverse-chronological aggregation ac-

companied by commentary­is not long for this world, 

_lb Kp, Bclrml©q qammn-friendly redesign would seem 

to be the best evidence of that. In fact, the decline of 

the blog has come so quickly, one has to wonder 

whether we ever really liked the medium at all. 

Universal agreement in 2011 that blogs are 
doomed? And some incredible rapid decline? Give 
kc _ `pc_i, Sljcqq ªslgtcpq_j« kc_lq ªrum mp rfpcc
fmrqfmrq G f_nnclcb rm a_jj*« rfgq gq hsqr nj_gl lmn-
qclqc, ?lb* gr rsplq msr* gr©q lmr cten unadulterated 
nonsense. The article is about blogs as businesses 

and mostly features entrepreneurs who have Better 
Ways to Monetize Writing. It all seems to come back 
to that Überauthority Nick Denton and his Better 
Idea for Gawker. 

Amqa_pcjjg©q dgpqr naragraph may say all that 
needs to be said about the Duray article: 

As a blogger working on a blog®blogging, really®

gr mljw dccjq _nnpmnpg_rc rm bctmrc rmb_w©q kcbg_

amjskl* Npcqq Ajgnq* rm ªRfc Clb md @jmeegle« gl

rfgq ucci©q Lcu Wmpi M`qcptcp, Gl rfc npmvocative, 

narrow and winding feature, the Observer sets out 

to prove®ucjj* uf_r* pc_jjw= Rfc ªlsr ep_nf*« _q

lcuqn_ncpq a_jj ªrfc nmglr* qskkcb sn lc_rjw*«

pc_bq8 ªUf_rctcp `jmeq f_tc `camkc* rfcpc qcckq

to be universal agreement that the format that made 

them ubiquitous®the reverse-chronological aggre-

gation accompanied by commentary®is not long 

dmp rfgq umpjb* _lb Kp, Bclrml©q qammn-friendly re-

bcqgel umsjb qcck rm `c rfc `cqr ctgbclac md rf_r,«

Like we said yesterday, Gawker Media is rolling out 

a redesign. Are redesigns, grouped with Tumblr, 

Twitter and Facebook, murderous? 

He responds to his own question: 

Lm, Lmrfgle gq ªbc_b« mp ctcl ªbwgle,« RfcObserv-
er©q cbgrmpq* ufm upgrc rfc fc_bjglcq* ilmu rf_r* hsqr

like every editor has known that before them, but 

ªbc_b«®any finality or bold proclamation, really®is 

a lightning rod. But it does the work a disservice too. 

G rfgli Amqa_pcjjg l_gjq rfc l_rspc md Bsp_w©q hmsr-
nalgqk _q ucjj8 Fc ªrelies on a jaded, heard-from 
army of New York City men, quoting just seven of 

them, zero of whom have more than one degree of 
separation from any other,« Wcn, Q_kc mjb* q_kc
mjb, Dmp rf_r k_rrcp* gr©q `cksqgle rf_r mlc ª`jmeq

_pc bc_b« ncpqml qugrafcb rm Rsk`jp®which most 
ncmnjc umsjb amlqgbcp _ `jmeegle nj_rdmpk, Rfcpc©q
a lovejw n_p_ep_nf gl Amqa_pcjjg©q _prgajc qskkgle

up what the Observer article actually seems to be 
saying about blogs: 

To recap: blogs are both short and long, except when 

rfcw©pc `mrf9 rfcw pcjw ml mpgegl_j amlrclr* _lb

ªqammnq*« cvacnr ufcl rfcw a_l©r9 _lb rhey are in re-

verse-afpmlmjmega_j mpbcp* `sr lmr ufcl rfcw©pc dmr-

k_rrcb jgic k_e_xglcq* gl ufgaf a_qc rfcw©pc Kcbg_grc, 

I used a terse definition of blogs years and years ago: 
Websites consisting primarily of stories displayed in 
reverse chronological order. (Those may not be the 
exact words.) Try to add to that definition and you 
run into trouble®_jrfmsef gd wms©pc glrclr ml qfmw-

ing the death of a medium, narrowing the definition 
of that medium is always a good idea. 

Tips for being a great blogger (and good person) 
Meredith Farkas posted this on July 19, 2011 at In-
formation Wants To Be Free. She blogs less since be-
coming a mother®`sr qfc©q qrgjj thinking about 
blogging. As for Twitter as a substitute, she asks a 

question I also wonder about: 

I wish I could be more of a Tweeter, but I find it 

even more difficult to find my rhythm in that me-

dium. I can©t just sit all day at work with Tweetdeck 

open because it distracts me from the work I©m do-

ing (how do people do that and actually get any-

thing done? I©m really curious!). 

@sr rfgq pc_jjw `mgjq bmul rm D_pi_q© `cgle _ `jmeecp8 

Let©s face it: I©m a blogger. I like the asynchronicity 

of it. I like not missing things (my RSS reader will 

hold everything until I have time to take a peek). I 

like long-form writing (both my own and others©). I 

like being able to really process my thoughts about 

something rather than blurting out my first impres-

sion. I like easily being able to see other people©s re-

actions to blog posts in a single space. I know so 

many people who have given up blogging for Twit-

ter and I totally understand why they like it. The 

immediacy. The ease of commenting. The fact that 

it©s a social world and not just one person©s blog. I 

get it and had Twitter come out two years earlier, I 

probably would have integrated it into my infor-

mation diet and online social world much more 

easily. I often feel sad because I know I feel like I©m 

losing touch with many dear friends in our profes-

sion by not being on Twitter or Google+ or Face-

book more often, but I have come to accept that 

multitasking just doesn©t work for me. 

Rfcl amkc fcp rgnq* _lb rfcw©pc emmb mlcq, Qfc mf-
fers a good-size paragraph on each tip (Farkas likes 
jmlecp nmqrq _lb bmcq rfck cvrpckcjw ucjj'9 G©k hsqr

http://observer.com/2011/02/the-end-of-blogging/
http://meredith.wolfwater.com/wordpress/2011/07/19/tips-for-being-a-great-blogger-and-good-person/
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quoting the boldface leads, sometimes with my own 
note in (parentheses): 
ü Be authentic. (By which Farkas actually means 

authentic, as in having your own voice, not 
Authentic as in Convincing Us Your Brand Is 
Really You.) 

ü Sometimes you have to ignore your inner 
critic. (Go read this paragraph. Now. Some of 
the most important and well-read essays in 
Cites & Insights _jkmqr bgbl©r ecr ns`jgqfcb
because of my inner critic.) 

ü I appreciate longer, more thoughtful posts. 
ü Self-disclosure is great and also can be ter-

rible. (Another one you just have to read.) 
ü Accept criticism gracefully. (Farkas is doubt-

less better at this than I am, but I keep trying.) 
ü Engage in conversations. 

Seriously good stuff. Entirely relevant. And while 
D_pi_q qrgjj bmcql©r `jme _q ksaf _q qfc mlac bgb
(typically one to three posts a month), her blog re-
mains important `ca_sqc qfc©q _ emmb* rfmsefrdsj
blogger and writer. 

The Golden Age of Tech Blogging is Over. Not a 
Chance. 

Another case where one blogger is discussing an-
other writer, the other writer having just issued 
some sort of elegy for blogging. In this case, Mark 
Evans posted this on December 28, 2011 at Mark 
Evans Tech* amkkclrgle ml ªClb md _l Cp_8 Rfc
Emjbcl ?ec md Rcaf @jmeegle gq Mtcp*« nmqrcbDe-

cember 27, 2011 by Jeremiah Owyang at his epon-
ymous blog. 

These two are both discussing what they seem 

to define as a specific field: Tech blogging. And 
Owyang leaves no doubt in his opening paragraph: 

That©s right. We©re at the end of an important peri-

od. The tech blogosphere as we know it, is over. 

Why? Because corporate acquisitions stymie inno-
vargml &_lb _ f_lbdsj md rcaf `jmeq ucpc qmjb'* ªrcaf 
`jmeq _pc cvncpgclagle k_hmp r_jclr rsplmtcp« &ugrf
three examples!, certainly proof of a universal 
trend®_lb G escqq uc©pc r_jigle npm`jmeq fcpc'9
ªrfc _sbgclac« u_lrq ªd_qrcp* qk_jjcp _lb qmag_j«

(and, of course, there is only one audience) _lb ª_q
space matures, business models solidify®giving 
pmmk dmp lcu bgqpsnrmpq,« Fmlcqr rm E_g_* G a_l©r
figure out that sentence either before or after read-
ing the paragraph, although it becomes clear that 
Owyang regards making a living at blogging as essen-

tial to blmeegle `cgle qsaacqqdsj, Rf_r©q dmjjmucb `w
blather about new forms and new media. Reading 
just a few of the 96 comments, I see that Owyang 

ugjj qfgdr fgq bcdglgrgml md ª`jme« _q lccbcb rm qsgr
his argument. 

G©jj _bkgr rf_r G f_b lm gbc_ ufm Hcpckg_f
Owyane u_q, Rsplq msr fc©q _Web Strategist®and 
fgq ª_`msr« n_ec dc_rspcq fgk gl Qnc_igle Esps
kmbc* kmslrcb kgic _lb _jj, Uf_r bmcq fc bm= ªI 
strive to deliver insight on disruptive technologies 
and their impact on how large companies com-

municate with their customers.« Mf* ucjj* lmu rf_r
that©q ajc_pcb sn¡ 

Back to Mark Evans. He says: 

You have to give Owyang credit for publishing a post 

with a catchy headline during a slow news week, but 

G©jj nmjgrcjw r_ic gqqsc ugrf fgq rfcqgq, Ufgjc gr f_q

been amazing to see such vibrant and extensive cov-

erage of technology over the past years, how does 

Muw_le ilmu gr u_q rfc ªemjbcl _ec«= 

G bml©r egtc Muw_le apcbgr, Bc_rfu_raf fc_bjglcq

are lazy and easy®and unlike Duray (earlier), 
Muw_le a_l©r `j_kc _l cbgrmp, Gl _lw a_qc*Evans 
bmcql©r qcc _ dcu ampnmp_rc _aosgqgrgmlq _lb _ dcu
people moving on as indicating some End of an Era. 

The realty about technology is change is constant. 

Nothing stays the same or lasts forever. Companies 

come and go, blogs emerge out of nowhere and then 

disappear. Tech analysts become big stars, and then 

d_bc gl rfc `_aiepmslb, Gr©q rfc l_rspc md rfc `c_qr, 

P_rfcp rf_l `swgle glrm rfc gbc_* rfc ªemjbcl _ec«

has come to an end, I think the tech blogging mar-

icr gq ctmjtgle _drcp _ rcppgdga psl, Gr©q l_rural to see 

some more large blogs be acquired because success 

attracts higher valuations, which rewards entrepre-

neurs for all their hard work. 

Rfcpc©q kmpc* glajsbgle rfgq fcpcrga_j qr_rckclr
[emphasis added]: 

And shouldn©t be surprising to see business models 

evolve but, truth be told, most bloggers don©t blog 

to make money, and those who do will find new 

ways to generate revenue. 

Gr©q _ emmb `pgcd r_icbmul* `sr K_pi Ct_lq ajc_pjw

gql©r _q Fgef Npmdgjc _q Muw_le8 Rfcpc _pc lm amm-
ments. (Looking back at Owy_le©q nmqr* G rfgli fc©q
bp_ugle n_p_jjcjq rm rfc qsnnmqcb ªEmjbcl ?ec« md
Fmjjwummb, Rf_r ª_ec« u_q dpmk /705 rm rfc c_pjw
1960s. Yes, there were many great films made dur-
ing that period; yes, it was easier to experiment with 

medium-budget flicks rather than blockbusters®
`sr gd wms©tc jmmicb `_ai _r kmtgcq dpmk rf_r cp_*
most of them were pretty bad. 

http://meredith.wolfwater.com/wordpress/2011/07/19/tips-for-being-a-great-blogger-and-good-person/
http://www.markevanstech.com/2011/12/28/the-golden-age-of-tech-blogging/
http://www.web-strategist.com/blog/2011/12/27/end-of-an-era-the-golden-age-of-tech-blogging-is-over/
http://www.web-strategist.com/blog/2011/12/27/end-of-an-era-the-golden-age-of-tech-blogging-is-over/
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The Power of Blogging asé 

¡qafmj_pqfgn* cqq_wq* hmspl_jgqk, Grckq _`msr rfc
importance of blog posts (and a few related items). 

Defining the Journalism vs. Blogging Debate, with 
a Science Reporting Angle 

Rf_r©q Amrsplgv* nmqrgleon March 30, 2009 at A 
Blog Around the Clock. As happens not infrequently 
when Bora Z. turns his kglb rm `jmeq* gr©q _long 
post®a little over 10,000 words (say 12 to 14 pages 
of Cites & Insights, more or less). A few excerpts: 

Wms ilmu G f_tc `ccl dmjjmugle rfc ªdeath of 

newspapersª bc`_rc* _q ucjj _q ªbloggers vs. jour-

nalistsª bc`_rc* _lb ªbm uc lccb qagclac pcnmprcpq«

debate for a long time now. What I have found®

and it is frustrating to watch®is that different peo-

ple use different definitions for the same set of 

umpbq _lb nfp_qcq, ªLcuq«* ªpcnmprgle«* ªkcbg_«*

ªnpcqq«* ªhmspl_jgqk«* ªUc`«* ªGlrcplcr«* ª`jme«*

ªagrgxcl hmspl_jgqr«* ªlcuqn_ncpq«* ªamkkslgaa-

timl«* cra, _pc bcdglcb bgddcpclrjw `w bgddcpclr nco-

ple. Usually they do not explicitly define the terms, 

but it is possible to grasp their definition from con-

text. Sometimes, people use one definition in their 

initial article, but once the debate heats up, they 

switch the definitions. Some define terms too 

broadly, others too narrowly, depending on their 

own background, biases or agendas. Some make the 

error of using several of those terms interchangea-

bly, where a clear distinction exists. Thus, in many 

of the debates, it is a conversation of the deaf®the 

opponents do not understand that they actually 

_epcc &mp _jjgcq bml©r qcc rf_r rfcw _ars_jjw bgq_epcc'

because they do not use the terms the same way. 

Qm fc©q bcagbcb rm npmtgbc fgq mul bcdglgrgmlq &_lb
add to several other discussions). 

Dgpqr* rfcpc©q `pc_igle lcuq _q _ a_rcempw8 

Something (Event A) happens at Time X. Nobody 

could have expected or predicted that A would hap-

pen at all, or at least that it would happen at the par-

ticular time X. It is a new dar_ nmglr, Lmr ¨gldmpk_rgml©

yet, just data. It may be interesting or important 

enough to notify the world that A happened. 

The key to breaking news is speed. It needs to be 

pcj_wcb _q ajmqc rm Pc_j Rgkc _q nmqqg`jc¡ 

Twitter works well for breaking news: Most bits of 

breaking news are 140 characters or less. He figures 
rp_bgrgml_j kcbg_ &fc©q qmkcuf_r bgqkgqqgtc md
lcuqn_ncpq' qfmu sn _`msr /0 kglsrcq j_rcp¡ 

How about accuracy? As the premium is on speed, 

accuracy check has to come later. How many times 

have you noticed breaking news on CNN saying 

there are 6 dead, then 30 minutes later changing 

that to 9 dead, then another hour later changing 

that to 15 dead, etc. The mainstream media also 

have to make corrections if their initial reports were 

inaccurate. There is nothing new about that. 

Breaking news is only the What, Where and When, 
not the How and Why®typically provided by pro-
fessional journalists, and in some ways more diffi-
asjr dmp ªAgrgxcl Hmspl_jgqrq,« @sr qmkcrgkcq¡ 

Remember when the bridge fell down in Minnesota 

about a year ago? Who did the best reporting? The 

guy who lives in the first house next to the bridge. 

He was there at the moment of the event. He ran 

down and took pictures. He talked to the passers-by 

and neighbors. Many knew him and trusted him. He 

got involved in the rescue and interviewed the peo-

ple he rescued. And he posted all of that on his blog 

in as close to Real Time as was humanely possible. 

Egtcl rf_r jma_j kcbg_ bgbl©r bm _jj rf_r ucjj* fc
q_wq rfgq `jmeecp u_q ªdmp _ rgkc* _lAccidental 
Hmspl_jgqr,« Rfcpc _pc jmrq md rfmqc, 

So, my definition of Breaking News: Informing the 

world about novel, unpredicted data about the 

world in as close to Real Time as possible. 

What is the difference between Breaking News and 

Reporting News? I think an important difference is 

in predictability. If we know that something news-

worthy will happen at a particular time and place, we 

can have whatever infrastructure and equipment is 

needed in place to capture and broadcast that infor-

mation in real time. We can send camera crews and 

reporters to a football game or horse races, or to a 

meeting of the City Council, or to Congress when it 

is in session, or to New Orleans as Katrina is ap-

npm_afgle* mp rm _l ctclr ufgaf qr_prcb _q ¨`pc_igle

lcuq© `sr gq lmu ¨mlemgle lcuq© &rfgli md rfc Rqu-

nami in Indonesia a couple of years ago). We can 

even automate some of that stuff, e.g,. weather, stock 

market ticker-tape, Racing Form, just off the top of 

my head. Do we need the Turing test? Who cares, as 

long as the data _pc k_bc pc_bgjw _t_gj_`jc¡ 

You can read the original for discussion of the inter-
lcr©q `ge _bt_lr_ec mtcp rp_bgrgml_j kcbg_* kmqrjw
ªj_ai md jgkgrq,« 

So, my definition of Reporting News: Informing the 

world about novel, yet predictable data about the 

world in as close to Real Time as possible, using ei-

ther personal or automated reporting systems. 

@sr qagclac gq pc_jjw Amrsplgv© _pc_* ctcl rfmsef fc

seems more concerned with blogging on some days. 
Here, I think, I can add nothing more to his own 
discussion of science journalism. 

He distinguishes Reporting News from News 
Analysis (a fuzzy distinction these days, given that 

http://scienceblogs.com/clock/2009/03/30/defining-the-journalism-vs-blo/
http://journalism.nyu.edu/pubzone/weblogs/pressthink/2009/03/26/flying_seminar.html
http://journalism.nyu.edu/pubzone/weblogs/pressthink/2009/03/26/flying_seminar.html
http://journalism.nyu.edu/pubzone/weblogs/pressthink/2005/01/21/berk_essy.html
http://journalism.nyu.edu/pubzone/weblogs/pressthink/2005/01/21/berk_essy.html
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the local daily newspaper around here is deliberately 
more devoted to analysis than to reporting as such). 
?lb* _q wms©b cvncar* fc dglbqrfc q_kc ªigjjcp _d-

t_lr_ec« dmp rfc uc` mtcp rp_bgrgml_j kcbg_ ufcl gr
comes to news analysis. Since Coturnix seems to 
celebrate the bankruptcy of traditional media, I 
escqq rf_r©q gknmpr_lr, 

So, my definition of News Analysis: Turning a data-

set into Information by connecting it to other relat-

ed data-sets and providing meaningful context and 

explanation. 

Rf_r©q dmjjmucb `w _ bgqasqqgml md qagclac lcuq
analysis. 

I rather like his definition of investigative report-
ing: Investigative reporting is uncovering data and 

information that does not want to be uncovered. 

Coturnix continues his celebration of the web 
killing off everything else as he discusses other as-
ncarq md kcbg_* _lb fc©q tcpw ajc_p8 ªGr _jpc_bw igjjcb

the music industry, it is now killing the newspaper 
_q ucjj,« Md amspqc* rfc ksqga glbsqrpw gq lmufcpc
near dead (and the newspaper industry is consider-
_`jw j_pecp'* `sr ufcl wms©pc ml _ pmjj¡ ?lb fmu
ªuc _pc _jj hmspl_jgqrq, ?lb rfc umpjb gq msp cbgrmp,« 

Qm* glbccb* ªqagclac `jmeecpq _pc _jj qagclac
hmspl_jgqrq _q ucjj,« K_w`c, 

Then it starts to get offensive. He defines news-

n_ncpq rfsqjw8 ªLcuqn_ncp gq _ `slaf md jmmqc ngcc-
cq md n_ncp ugrf qrsdd npglrcb ml rfck,« ?lb
continues with the reasons newspapers must die. He 
bmcql©r _ailmujcbec rfc n_ai_egle aspect of a 
lcuqn_ncp* rfc afmgacq gltmjtcb9 G bml©r rfgli fc
regards it as significant®which, given his tendency 

toward verbosity and constant assurance that more 
is better, is hardly surprising. 

Sometimes, in his ongoing discussion or deni-
gration of newqn_ncpq* gr©q hsqr qgjjw8 

If you are not in Manhattan, go out and buy USA To-

day and your local metro. Take a good look at both. 

Which one do you like better? Which one of the two 

do you think will survive? Which one of the two you 

wish will survive? I bet that, almost everywhere in 

the USA you may be (and I guess there are equiva-

lent examples in other countries), the answer to all 

those questions is: USA Today. Why? 

No, not at all. I like the San Francisco Chronicle 
much better than USA Today. I hope it survives. His 
description of local metros is insulting:  

Your local metro will consist mostly of advertising, 

AP stories, syndicated columnists and comic strips, 

horoscope, a local mouthbreathing op-ed writer 

spouting rushlimbaughisms and, if you are lucky, a 

reprint of a two-days-old Krugman editorial. How 

many locally produced news? Very little. Reports 

from the meetings of the City Council or School 

Board? Nope. Investigative reporting? Zero. I hope 

you have a birdcage that needs lining or own a fish 

store that needs cheap wrapping paper. 

G _k _k_xcb `w Amrsplgv© mklgqagclac* fmuhe 

manages to know that these false statements are true 
of every local metro paper, &Sljcqq ªkcrpm« gq _ qne-
cial word that excludes newspapers with local re-
porting, investigative reporting and other stuff like 
rf_r,' Mf* fc rfgliq ªfwncpjma_j« lcuqn_ncpq ugjj
survive. He cites USA Today _q _ ª`ge* glrcpl_rgml_j*

emmb n_ncp« &ufgaf mtcpqr_rcq rfc os_jgrw gl kw
opinion). He dismisses the rest as worthless. Of 
course, he mentions science reporting in newspa-
pers and says this: 

Science reporting in newspapers? Dead. Because the 

newspapers are dead. The few mega-big papers that 

survive will have good science coverage by a stable 

of excellent freelance journalists, each covering a 

different area of science and bringing in decades of 

expertise on the topic. The hyperlocals, if they have 

a scientific community locally (as the Triangle 

does), will have good locally-relevant science cov-

erage. Otherwise, they will have none. Most science 

beat reporters will, like their colleagues covering 

other beats, have to find new jobs. It hurts, but it is 

a fact of life. There is no going back now. 

I can only speak for the Chronicle and David Perlman 
&_lb mrfcp pcnmprcpq fc©q kclrmpgle' _lb q_w rfgq gq

just not true. (It is true that our local weekly, the Inde-
pendent, has strong local science coverage®and given 
that Lawrence Livermore Lab is so important locally, 
rf_r©q qa_pacjw qspnpgqgle, Qrgjj* Ncpjk_l gq _far better 
science writer than those on the local weekly.) 

As for blogs, he maintains the same simplicity I 
would: 

Bloggers are people who use blogging software. 

Blogging is using the blogging software. Period. 

?ars_jjw* lmu rf_r G rfgli md gr* rf_r©q upmle, ? `jme
bmcql©r f_tc rm sqc `jmeegle qmdru_pc, Bpsn_j gql©r
blogging software, but there are blogs that use it. 
Fc©q pgefr rm q_w rf_r r_plgqfgle _jj `jmeq `ca_sqc

7.# md rfck _pc ap_n gq _`qspb* `sr fc©q upmle ml
rfc bgpcar bcdglgrgml, &Mbb8 Fc©q mljw rmm f_nnw rm
trash all newspapers because some, maybe most, of 
them have problems. I guess it only works one way.) 

There follows lots of philosophical discussion 

of what happens as newspapers finish dying (none 
too soon for Coturnix, apparently); if you have the 
patience, you can read that in the original. 
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I probably gave this post too much space. While 
some of his definitions are sound, the piece as a 
ufmjc gq _ddcarcb `w qsaf _ nmucpdsj ªUc` emmb* rpa-

bgrgml_j kcbg_ umprfjcqq« _lb ªrfc jmlecp rfc `crrcp«
`g_q rf_r gr©q bgddgasjr rm bc_j ugrf, K_w`c rf_r©qmy 
`g_q, G _epcc rf_r ª`jmeegle tq, hmspl_jgqk« gq _ `_b
way to frame the discussion. I do not agree that 
newspapers are or ought to be dead, that there is no 
good science reporting in newspapers or, frankly, that 

unlimited space is inherently a great thing.  

Do bloggers need editors? 
Rfgq nmqr `w ªKI«appeared April 2, 2009 at ABSW 
(the blog of the Association of British Science Writ-
ers)®_lb wcq* gr©q _r jc_qr n_prjw _response to the 
essay just discussed. The opening paragraph is a bit 
nose-in-the-_gp _q gr pcdcpq rm ª_ pcaclr nmqr ml qmke-
rfgle a_jjcb ? @jme ?pmslb Rfc Ajmai,« Rfcl rfgq

post, on something called ABSW, continues with 
pce_pb rm Amrsplgv© cqq_w8 

This raises an issue that does not seem to enter into 

the ruminations of the bloggers. They rattle on 

about accuracy, timeliness and stuff, but rarely get 

into things like the choice of a story and practical 

things like readability and length. 

The bloggers®not one blogger, but The bloggers. 
Followed by this paragraph, which is noteworthy 
because this is a blog about the need for editors and 
editorial standards: 

My software tells me that this piece is more than 

10,000 words long. That may be a inaccurate, life is 

too short to read the piece carefully, let alone to 

count the words. 

ªRf_r k_w `c _ gl_aasp_rc« glbccb G es_p_lrcc wms
Umpb©q dj_eegle rf_r _q upmle* _lb gr©q f_pb rm qcc
how even the clumsiest editor could miss an error 
like that in a five-word (which should be a four-

umpb' aj_sqc, &G rfgli rfc amkk_ _drcp ªgl_aasp_rc«
qfmsjb `c _ qckgamjml* `sr G©k lm cbgrmp* qm¡' 

MK thinks 10,000 words is too long and adds 
(in a paragraph that probably reads differently in the 
UK than it does in the US): 

It is just too easy to write too much when you don©t 

have an editor shouting at you. That is one reason 

why it is harder to write science for tabloid news-

papers than for broadsheets. The editors are less 

tolerant on the tabloids. 

There must be respectable tabloids in the U.S. (other 
rf_l qmkc jma_j uccijgcq', G hsqr bml©r f_nncl rm
know of any. And, frankly, I doubt that the unwill-

ingness to explore a story at sufficient length is in-
herently a good thing. Some stories in the San 
Francisco Chronicle, including some science stories, 

run to several thousand words®because they need 
that much space. 

What point is MK making? That an editor 
umsjb f_tc rmjb ªmsp cvncpr« rm dmasq ml mlc mp rum
points, make them clearly and concisely, and, by the 
u_w* ufm©q rfc _sbgclac= &Gq gr nmqqg`jc that the self-

qcjcargle _sbgclac dmp Amrsplgv© `jmelikes prolix 
posts?) Here comes another generalization about 
(all?) bloggers: 

Unlike bloggers, profesional writers see little point 

in writing for their own consumption. Ideally, they 

want to reach people who would normally avoid 

the subject. You don©t do that by writing too much. 

To be honest (and ignoring the spelling by this pro-
fessional editor), I doubt that most professional writ-
cpq ªu_lr rm pc_af ncmnjc ufm umsjb lmpk_jjw _tmgb
rfc qs`hcar,« Pc_jjw= Rf_r©q ufw upgrcpq dmpStereo-
phile write so many stories about cancer research... 
?lb fcpc©q rfc nclsjrgk_rc n_p_ep_nf8 

A paradox here is that the web is supposed to be a 

tcpw bgddcpclr kcbgsk8 upgrcpq f_tc rm ªqapccl _r _

rgkc« pc_bgle, Rfgq esw ugrrcpqon for screen after 

screen. 

ªUpgrcpq f_tc rm ¨qapccl _r _ rgkc© pc_bgle,« Q_w
what? 

Rfcpc _pc lm amkkclrq9 gr bmcql©r jmmi _q
rfmsef rfcw©pc _jjmucb, &Emgle rm rfc _prgajc tg_ _
different route, I see that only ABSW members are 
allowed to comment.) 

Am I holding this blogger to a higher standard 
for spelling, grammar and simple proofreading than I 
would some other blogger? Damn right I am! If you 
call yourself a professional writer, you should write 
professionally®and that includes at least a casual 
read of your own work. The number of obvious er-
pmpq &_r jc_qr gl ?kcpga_l Clejgqf* _lb G bml©r rfgli
that last verbless sentence works in British English 
either) in a very short post is simply unprofessional, 
and does nothing rm k_ic rfc upgrcp©q nmglr, 

Would some bloggers benefit from good edit-
gle= Qspc, Qmkc umsjbl©r* _r jc_qr lmr ksaf &G a_l

nmglr wms rm `jmeq ufcpc G bml©r rfgli npmdcqqgml_j
editing would make much different). Do profession-
al writers always get quality editing that improves 
their work? Not so much. And in this case the writ-
er undermines his or her own case pretty severely. 

Ten Reasons Why Grad Students Should Blog 

This piece by Drew Conway on June 8, 2010 at Zero 
Intelligence Agents is an evergreen, an example of a 
kind of post (and article) that pops up from time to 
time in different areas. Numbered list, universal ad-

http://www.absw.org.uk/news-events/news/106-do-bloggers-need-editors
http://www.drewconway.com/zia/?p=2174
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vice, possibly a questionable basis in fact®in this 
a_qc* Amlu_w©q _qqcprgml rf_r tcpw dcu ep_b qrsbclrq
`jme* rf_r gr©q kmqrjw faculty who blog. (Conway is 

or was a PhD student in political science, studying 
terrorism and armed conflict.) 

He admits rf_r fc©q mljw jmmigle _r fgq mul bgs-
agnjglc* `sr fc rfgliq gr©q kmpc eclcp_jjw rpsc®and 
fc rfgliq ªkmpc ep_b qrsbclrq qfmsjb `c ns`jishing 

mljglc,« Fc rfgliq gr amsjb `c `ca_sqc rfcw bml©r
know how great blogging is. Thus, his ten reasons, 
each the usual numbered boldface assertion or phrase 
with a paragraph of background. Here are the asser-
tions and phrases, combined into a single paragraph: 

You actually have something to say. Honing your 

craft. Establishing an identity. Extending your net-

work outside of academia. The faculty in your de-

partment will not think less of you. Instant and 

broad criticism of your work. Sharpening your own 

crgrga_j cwc, Mf* rfc nj_acq wms©jj em, @sgjbgle rcah-

nical expertise. It is just plain fun. 

Qglac Amlu_w©q _ nmjg qag qrsbclr* G©jj hsqr lmrc gl

n_qqgle rf_r rfc jgqr umsjb `c c_qgcp rm pc_b gd fc©b
made a little effort toward consistency®say by 
changing the dgpqr grck rm ªF_tgle qmkcrfgle rm
q_w« _lb qgkgj_pjw af_legle rfc dgdrf* cgefrf _lb
tenth items (the eighth and tenth are easy: Drop 
ªMf*« gl mlc a_qc _lb ªGr gq« gl rfc mrfcp,' 

Editorial considerations aside, what about his 
points? The first one might bc `crrcp gd fc bgbl©r dccj
the need to put down most blogs by referring to an 
ªglfcpclr gldglgrcqgk_j qgel_j-to-lmgqc p_rgm*« G escqq
`ca_sqc uc©pc lmr _jj ncmnjc ªbcckcb os_jgdgcb rm

participate in the discussion at a very high level by a 
panel of distinguished scholars, i.e., the admission 
amkkgrrcc,« Ufcu8 Rf_r lmqc gq qrsai npcrrw fgef
gl rfc _gp* _lb gr _nnc_pq rf_r `w ªep_b qrsbclrq«
Amlu_w pc_jjw kc_lq ªNfB a_lbgb_rcq _r bgqrgn-
esgqfcb slgtcpqgrgcq,« Rfcpc _pc* G _k _dp_gb rm q_w*

tens of thousands of grad students who have a lot 
less to say than uneducated peasants like me. 

?q rm ªRfc d_asjrw¡«®it would be nice to 
rfgli rf_r©q slgtcpq_jjw rpsc* `sr G f_tc kw bms`rq,
?q rm ªMf* rfc nj_acq«®ufcpc fc q_wq ªyou will be 

given the opportunity to travel all over the world 
and participate in many conferences, seminars, pan-
els, etc« gd wms `jme8 ucjj* k_w`c, K_w`c lmr, Rfc
lglrf nmglr gq qrp_lec* `ca_sqc fc©q r_jigle _`msr rfc
skills of building the blog site. Really? The post ap-
pears on a Wordpress blog, and I was never im-

pressed that you needed advanced technical skills to 
run a WP blog. (Conway apparently lacked the 
qigjjq rm pc_jgxc rf_r fc qfmsjb qugraf rm UN©q rcvru-

al-URL option: the URL for this post ends 
ª=n;0/52«' 

G jgic ksaf md rfgq* _lb rf_r©q lmr qspprising: 
This kind of post is an evergreen for a reason. 

Thirty-five comments®qr_prgle ugrf mlc rf_r©q
a trifle negative: 

One assumption underlying some of the benefits is 

that relevant people in your field and in others will 

find your blog if you start blogging. A great many 

blogs are created. Very few are viewed. 

Indeed, Conway links to Field of Dreams as a basis 
for believing that, if you post it, they will read. 

Blogging as Scholarship 
Molly Keener posted this on July 6, 2010 at the future 
of* _ `jme _r U_ic Dmpcqr©q X, Qkgrf Pcwlmjbq Jg`p_pw, 

Blogging. For many, the term evokes thoughts of 

cringe-worthy diary-esque posts by angry teenagers, 

or bland breakfast tweets by bored acquaintances. 

But in many fields, including the sciences, law and 

librarianship, blogging has become vital to the ad-

vancement of scholarship. Blogs provide outlets for 

scholarly exchanges and expression of ideas that 

might otherwise be lost among the cacophony of 

hallway conversations and hastily-jotted margin 

notes. Blogs expand the conversation beyond a 

handful of colleagues gathered in the same physical 

space to an online intersection of scholars, students 

and interested individuals who are able to share in-

sights in a more real-time manner than traditional 

exchanges via letters and rebuttal articles in jour-

nals. Blogging advances an idea or argument, and 

that is the ultimate goal of scholarship. 

Rf_r©q rfc dgpqr n_p_ep_nf* _lb uf_r _ qmjgb mnclgle
it is. Keener then remembers the Bad Old Days, the 
idiot attacks on scholarly blogging in 2005 in both 
Chronicle of Higher Education and Slate. Since then, 

_q qfc nmglrq msr* rfcpc f_tc `ccl kmpc ªtcrted 
`jmeq« &ufgaf k_w mp k_w lmr `c emmb rfgleq' _lb
blogging communities. 

Despite such projects, written scholarly output in 

many fields is still expected to appear in a journal or 

monograph, vetted by pre-publication blind peer re-

view. To engage in written discourse that does not 

have the peer review stamp of approval prior to distri-

bution seems folly to many. Even fields with a healthy 

culture of sharing articles pre-peer review via reposito-

ries such as arXiv or SSRN eventually feed that schol-

arship into traditional publication structures. 

The rest of the post offers reasons that blogging 
should count as scholarship and closes with a ques-

rgml8 ªDo you believe it is time for blogging to be 
validated by the academy as a means of scholarly 
discourse?« Rfc dcw comments are varied, including 

http://cloud.lib.wfu.edu/blog/thefutureof/blogging-as-scholarship/
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one remarkably jaundiced view from a grad student, 
who offers a caricature of self-publishing (cited as a 
ªlcu nfclmkclml*« ufgaf gq mdd `w qctcp_j aclru-

ries, and in scare quotes), seems to suggest that 
whoring for ad dollapq ªfmppg`jw slbcpkglcq _aa-
bckga _lb hmspl_jgqrga glrcepgrw« gl &_jj=' `jmeq _lb
concludes with this: 

Truly, however, blogs are nothing more than a fancy 

GUI applied to a message board, and in most in-

stances you can start one for free versus the former-

ly paid model. If it were to cost $500 a year to start 

a blog, they would not be nearly as prevalent now 

as they were five years ago. 

So? 

Transformation of blogging has been amazing 
Wms a_l npm`_`jw escqq Ictgl M©Iccdc©q mnglgml `w
the title of the blog on which this post appeared 
September 30, 2010: Real Lawyers Have Blogs. 

Blogs, once considered a fad by many, aren©t going 

anywhere. They©re being read by almost half of 

Americans. They©re becoming one in the same with 

mainstream media. And we can only expect the 

popularity of blogs to rise. 

Proof? A report from eMarketer (with a link that no 
jmlecp umpiq' rf_r bmcql©r ctcl q_w uf_r M©Iccdc
says (as I found by going back to the post discussing 

the report directly). The first graph claims (based on 
whatever tools eMarketer uses) that in 2010 some 
113 million Americans read a blog at least month-
ly®but while that was half of Internet users (at the 
rgkc'* gr _qqspcbjw u_ql©r f_jd md _jj ?kcpga_lq, Kmqr
of the graph is pure speculation: starting with 2008, 

readership is apparently assumed to grow in a 
qkmmrfjw glapc_qgle dslargml* `ca_sqc* w©ilmu*û»Uûíóù
how it works, Slrgj gr bmcql©r, Ufgaf gq _jqm fmu uc
get the next graph: 28.1 million Americans would 
snb_rc `jmeq ª_r jc_qr kmlrfjw« gl 0.//¡_lb rf_r
would grow to 33.4 million in 2014. 

Raise your hands if you believe 33.4 million 
Americans are likely to be updating blogs in 2014. I 
qsnnmqc gr©q nmqqg`jc* `sr ugrf Rfc Qfglw umpl mdd* gr

seems highly sljgicjw, @sr lm, M©Iccdc osmrcq ªhmsr-
l_jgqr _lb _srfmp« Kgraf Hmcj &ufm©q kmpc md _l
online PR person) and misinterprets what Joel 
says®namely that blogs have become mainstream 
kcbg_* rfcw©pc `camkgle ª_jkmqr glbcagnfcp_`jc
dpmk _ k_qq kcbg_ lcuq uc`qgrc*« rfcgp ªrp_lqdmr-

k_rgml« f_q `ccl ª_qrmslbgle« _lb rf_r rfctrue 
growth md `jmeegle gql©r dpmk glbgtgbs_jq `sr dpmk
mainstream media. 

Gl mrfcp umpbq* ncpqml_j `jmeq bml©r amslr,
Blogs as online publications are what counts. And, 

in fact, the first of the four discussions is at odds 
with the others. In the first, we read: 

A blog is the glory of a personal voice®warts and 

all. That is why people are gravitating toward them. 

Deep down, we want companies to speak our lan-

guage. We©re tired of jargon. We©re zoning out when 

we hear phrases like ̈best of breed© or ënd to end 

solution.© We want to know that business cares 

_`msr sq _lb rpc_qspcq msp jmw_jrw, Uc u_lr kmpc¡

and we©re starting with a conversation that has a 

fsk_l tmgac `cfglb gr ¡ u_prq _lb _jj, 

But the other three points are all about corporate 
and media blogging®which are frequently full of 

h_peml _lb p_pcjw rpsc ncpqml_j tmgacq* ªu_prq _lb
_jj,« @sr M©Iccdc f_q _ qgknjc kcqq_ec®from the 
title of the blog on down. 

Lawyers and law firms who believe social media suc-

cess lies in the use of Facebook, Twitter, and social 

networking sites may want to reconsider. Blogs, 

which gave rise to social media, remain an integral, if 

not the leading form of social media for professionals 

looking for their insight and commentary to become 

part of and disseminated via media channels. 

M_w`c, K_w`c lmr, ?pc `jmeq gl d_ar ª`camkgle gn-
bgqrglesgqf_`jc dpmk k_glqrpc_k kcbg_« &_q fc q_wq
again in the final paragraph)? I think not, at least 
lmr _q _ eclcp_jgx_rgml, @sr uf_r bm G ilmu= G©k

just a blogger. 

Gq Ictgl M©Iccdc _ pc_j j_uwcp= Fc u_q*for 

quite some time®`sr lmu fc pslq Jcv@jme ªto pro-
vide lawyers and law firms a custom blog and social 
media solution unavailable anywhere else. Armed 
with LexBlog©s solutions providing strategic consult-
ing, social media coaching, blog and custom social 
media site design and development, SEO, hosting, 

and on-going support, over 7,000 lawyers around 
the world are blogging and networking on the 
LexBlog Network,« Qm* wcq* gr k_icq qclqc rf_r
M©Iccdc umsjb _qqcpr rf_r pc_j j_uwcpq `jme®and 
the more the merrier, especially for LexBlog. 

Article Note: Are blogs written by academic 
librarians scholarly? 
The post is by Angel Rivera, on October 1, 2010 at 
The Gypsy Librarian, commenting on Arthur Hen-
bpgaiq© ª@jmeecpqfgn* mp gq Ns`jgqfgle _ @jme Qafml-
_pqfgn= ? Qsptcw md ?a_bckga Jg`p_pg_lq,« Qglac
that article is behind a paywall at Library Hi Tech, I 
a_l©r amkkclr ml gr bgpcarjw, 

As Rivera notes, the survey itself had 67 re-

spondents. Thus, the article is reporting on anecda-
ta, with no reasonable expectation that its results 
can be generalized. (I guess Hendricks did the work 

http://kevin.lexblog.com/2010/09/30/transformation-of-blogging-has-been-amazing/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A%20KevinOKeefe%2FRealLawyersHaveBlogs%20%28Real%20Lawyers%20Have%20Blogs%29&utm_content=FriendFeed%20Bot
http://gypsylibrarian.blogspot.com/2010/10/article-note-are-blogs-written-by.html
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and felt the need to salvage something out of it.) 
And, of course, we get absurd results such as this 
regarding a question as to whether a blog had the 

same weight as publishing in a peer-reviewed arti-
ajc8 ª_`msr 31,5 ncpaclr glbga_rcb lm* ufgjc mljw /,3
ncpaclr qr_rcb wcq,« Pc_jjw=About 53.7% of a non-
randomized sample of 67 people? In other words, 
ª14 ncmnjc q_gb lm _lb mlc ncpqml q_gb wcq,« Mp* gd
rf_r©q rmm apsbc* ªhsqr mtcp f_jd q_gb lm«®a surpris-

ingly low percentage, if you ask me. 

G ilmu fmu G©b _lqucp, Dcu `jme nmqrq `w ji-
brarians that I know of are the equivalent of peer-
reviewed scholarly articles or intend to be, with one 

or two possible exceptions. But a good blog can be 
professional service and is regarded as such in some 
glqrgrsrgmlq, Pgtcp_©q amlajsbgle n_p_ep_nf8 

The article©s conclusion: ªit is clear from the survey 

responses that this point in time, most academic li-

brary promotion and tenure committees do not 

weigh publishing a blog the same as publishing a 

peer-reviewed article. Some recognize it as service 

toward the profession, especially if it is related to 

the scholar©s library« (477). My two cents? I think 

there are a few, a very select few, academic librarian 

blogs that could qualify as scholarly. They are prob-

ably as good as some of the opinion or essay pieces 

you do see in some of the peer reviewed journals. 

With that qualifier in rfc dgl_j qclrclac* G©b _epcc, 

Are Blogs Given Any Weight in Library Tenure 
and Promotion Cases? 

Eric Schnell looks at the same Hendricks article in 

this November 9, 2010 post at The Medium is the 
Message®and Schnell has for some time argued that 
rfcw qfmsjb `c* _lb rf_r ª`jmeegle gq _ t_jgb dmpk md
scholarly communication in the discipline of aca-
bckga jg`p_pg_lqfgn,« 

After some discussion of the article, Schnell of-
fers this excellent distinction: 

From the information provided in the paper, it ap-

pears that many of the respondents equate research 

with scholarship, when in fact research is a subset of 

scholarship. Scholarship is the creation of new 

knowledge or organization of knowledge within a 

new framework or presentation. Scholarship can 

take the form of a peer-review publication, but it can 

also be evidenced in other ways such as exhibits, 

public performances, digital resources, and papers at 

professional meetings. So, if a blog communicates 

some sort of new knowledge or the organization of 

knowledge within a new framework or presentation, 

or is even seen as a equivalent of a conference 

presentation, it is indeed scholarship. 

Egtcl rf_r `pm_bcp tgcu* gr©qhard to argue that the 
`cqr `jmeq _pcl©r n_pr md jg`p_pw qafmj_pqfgn, 

I would argue that blogs may be having a greater 

impact in the practice of librarianship than are tra-

ditional publications. Blogs have invigorated the 

exchange of ideas within librarianship and have en-

abled academics to connect with a larger general 

readership for their insight and expertise. 

Fc amlajsbcq `w dglbgle gr ªglrcpcqrgle« rf_r _l _pri-
cle discussing scholarly blogging did not include one 
reference from a blog. 

If blogs are to be recognized as scholarly contribu-

tions, then they should also be viewed as such. 

Wcn, G©k npcrrw qspc G©tc f_b nmqrq agrcb gl _prgajcq9 G
know for sure that Cites & Insights (which has the 

q_kc qafmj_pjw dmpk_jgrw _q _ `jme* _jrfmsef gr©q lmr
one) has been cited in peer-reviewed articles (Cites 
& Insights shows up 87 times in Google Scholar; 
ªU_jr _r P_lbmk« _ bmxcl* `sr kmqr md rfmqc _pcl©r
peer-reviewed articles). 

Blogs and journalism, again 
In this January 19, 2011 post by Christina Pikas at 
'»ð¾óû¾ËUíóù92HùGUËû, Pikas discusses an apparent ten-
sion between bloggers and mainstream media al-
most since blogging began. 

Some bloggers have always seen themselves as local 

journalists or journalists who are faster or some-

thing. There have always been discussions of blog-

ging ethics and blogging methods. There have been 

discussions of how bloggers are better than journal-

ists and vice versa. 

But really, this is a very narrow and really myopic 

view. At the same time journalists were starting to 

use blogs, and non-journalists were starting to use 

blogs for journalism, knitters were starting to use 

blogs to describe their projects and build their com-

munities. Mommy bloggers were starting to use 

blogs to describe their daily lives. Food bloggers®in 

my memory®might have been slightly later. The 

biblioblogosphere®the group of librarians using 

blogs®started well before I started blogging. I 

learned how to blog at a conference in 2003 from 

other librarians (put on by SLA, of course!). Librari-

ans have always discussed technology in the library, 

qcptgac rm n_rpmlq* _lb gllmt_rgml, Rf_r©q lmr lcu,

Rf_r©q lmr qmkcrfgle qmkcmlc f_b rm rcjj sq rm bm 

Gl mrfcp umpbq8 `jmeegle gql©r _ qgngle thing. Many 
`jmeecpq bml©r ugqf rm `c hmspl_jgqrq, Qmkc bm, 

Now, am I saying there are no best practices? That 

some people don©t write better than others or that 

some people (like yours truly) can©t use some help 

in writing better? Of course not. Don©t be silly. The 

truth is and has always been that you need to 

http://ericschnell.blogspot.com/2010/11/are-blogs-given-any-weight-in-library.html
http://scientopia.org/blogs/christinaslisrant/2011/01/19/blogs-and-journalism-again/
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communicate in a way that is appropriate for your 

desired audience. If you want to be picked up and 

quoted by major media outlets, it would probably 

help to follow those journalism standards. If you 

are writing to keep track of articles you©ve read so 

you can find them later®do whatever makes you 

happy. If you want to communicate within science, 

then do your fancy scientist thing. If you want to 

communicate to a broader audience, there are tips 

to be had for this. 

And no, my twitter friends and fellow ischool grad 

students®blogging is not journalism. 

G kgefr _bb ªlcacqq_pgjw« rm rf_r ªlmr*« `sr rf_r©q
OK. Some blogging is journalism. Most is not. 

The measure of blogging: the use of different media 
in academic publishing 

Fcpc©q _l _prgajc _`msr `jmeegle _lb _a_bckgapub-
lishing _nnc_pgle gl _ `jme ml _ lcuqn_ncp©q ucb-
site: Leonard Cassuto on August 31, 2011 at The 
Guardian. There was a live chat on how to get ahead 
in academic publishing, during which Cassuto said 
fc bgbl©r pc_b `jmeq ª`ca_sqc G bml©r f_tc rgkc dmp

rfck,« Fgq amkkclr gl dsjj _q pcamslrcbin another 
post that takes him to task: 

Another thing about blogging: lots of people with 

certain reading habits don©t read blogs. I have noth-

ing against them, but I don©t read them, either. This 

is as much a function of available time as anything 

else. By restricting myself to published writing 

(whether digital or print), I am in effect ascribing 

value to the gatekeeping function of editors. I don©t 

do this because I©m a snob, but rather because there 

are only so many hours in a day. 

Cassuto objects to blogging being taken seriously 
because of authority and visibility. Cassuto says that 
you only gain authority in writing through some 
qmpr md ªcvrcpl_j tcrrgle _lb _nnpmt_j*« ufgaf gq mn-
ly true if comments on blog posts count as such®

which he accepts, thus undermining his case. Ex-
cept that he thinks the most important form of au-
thority comes from editors. Really? As for visibility, 
rf_r©q qgknjw lmlqclqc8 Qmkc `jmeq _pc d_p kmpc tgs-
ible than most scholarly journals. 

Cassuto continues to argue that academics 

qfmsjbl©r `jme slrgj rfcy have tenure: 

Graduate students and junior faculty need to make 

room for themselves in specific kinds of conversa-

tions. If a graduate student asks me, ªShould I 

blog?« my answer, at least right now, would still be, 

ªProbably not.« 

That seems sad. A relatively small number of gener-
ally long and thoughtful comments follows. 

What Is a Blog Post? 

This piece, by Rob Jenkins on June 5, 2012 on The 
Chronicle of Higher Education©q ªMl Fgpgle« `jme*

discusses that odd question in a specific context®
but there are more layers to the context than Jen-
iglq k_w pc_jgxc, Rfc `_aiepmslb gq ªRfc Pgjcw ?f-
d_gp*« ufgaf `ce_l ugrf L_mkg Qaf_cdcp Pgjcw©qApril 
30, 2012 post on another Chronicle ̀ jme* ªRfc Kmqr
Persuasive Case for Eliminating Black Studies? Just 

Read the Disserr_rgmlq,« &Kw jgli rm rf_r nmqr bmcq
not constitute an endorsement; the link is necessary 
for context.) The pithy post®which assailed all 
Black Studies departments based on the titles, and 
only the titles of several dissertations®drew 1,508 
comments (no, I bgbl©r rpw rm pc_b rfc ufmjc qrpc_k'

and resulted in the Chronicle posting an editorial 
apology and asking Riley to leave the blog. (That 
editorial response drew even more comments®
1,576 to date.) 

Jenkins found that the incivility revealed during 
the Riley affair was leaking over into other areas, 
ª_ddcargle ctcl rfmqc md sq ufm ucpc upgrgle _`msr

mrfcp rfgleq clrgpcjw*« glajsbgle fgq mul nmqr ªThe 
Lump*« _`msr amjjcec _bkglgqrp_rmpq ufm _pc ªkmqt-
jw hsqr rfcpc*« lmr bmgle ksaf md _lwrfgle, ªRfc
Jskn« gq _ ajctcp* ucjj-upgrrcl nmqr rf_r bmcql©r
name names and almost certainly discusses a real 
nfclmkclml, Rfcpc ucpcl©r lc_pjw _q k_lw amm-

kclrq* `sr mlc md rfck u_q rfgq dpmk ªpcqamkn«8 

This is the most asinine piece I have read in the CHE 

in a very long time. So, all administrators are authori-

tarians, libertarians, or lumps. And you, sir, are a 

pompous, arrogant fool who has to rely on conven-

ient, catchy labels in order to deal with people in your 

neat little, narrow-minded world. You have a lazy 

mind and I suspect this is evident in the quality of 

your teaching and research. In short, you are a fool. 

Um. Hcliglq bgbl©r osgrc q_w rf_r* _jrfmsef fc afmqc
rm q_w ªNpcrrw ksaf« gl pcqnmlqc rm rfc qclrclac
`cegllgle ªQm*« npm`_`jw rmlesc gl afcci &`sr

maybe not). (It is clear that Jenkins believes the ma-
jority of higher ed administrators are worthless.) 
There was another brief comment with the same 
tgrpgmj* clbgle ugrf rfc oscqrgml ªWhat kind of con-
tribution do you imagine yourself to be making to 
academe, in general, or to your readers?« 

That last response got me thinking once again 

about a question I©ve been pondering off and on for 

some time, at least since I started blogging on this 

site over a year ago: As a blogger, what am I con-

tributing? Or to put it another way, what exactly is 

a blog post? 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/higher-education-network/blog/2011/aug/31/print-blog-academic-publishing
http://www.guardian.co.uk/higher-education-network/blog/2011/jun/29/academic-publishing-in-digital-age?INTCMP=SRCH
http://www.openlettersmonthly.com/novelreadings/cassuto-on-blogs-i-have-nothing-against-them-but-i-dont-read-them-either
http://www.openlettersmonthly.com/novelreadings/cassuto-on-blogs-i-have-nothing-against-them-but-i-dont-read-them-either
http://chronicle.com/blogs/onhiring/what-is-a-blog-post/31649?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter
http://chronicle.com/blogs/brainstorm/the-most-persuasive-case-for-eliminating-black-studies-just-read-the-dissertations/46346
http://chronicle.com/blogs/brainstorm/the-most-persuasive-case-for-eliminating-black-studies-just-read-the-dissertations/46346
http://chronicle.com/blogs/onhiring/the-lump/31330
http://chronicle.com/blogs/onhiring/the-lump/31330
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Rf_r j_qr oscqrgml gq qgjjw* qglac rfcpc©q mljw mlc _n-
swer: A blog post is a post on a blog. The other 
question is a more open one. Jenkins says blogs 

qfmsjbl©r `c fcjb rm rfc q_kc qr_lb_pbq _q nccp-
pctgcucb hmspl_jq* rf_r kmqr `jmeecpq bml©r ctcl jgqr
rfcgp nmqrq ml rfcgp ATq ªbecause they know their 
colleagues won©t consider them to be of any value 
when making decisions about hiring, promotion, or 
rclspc*« rf_r `jme nmqrq _pc rwnga_jjw ksaf qfmprcp

and less formal than articles, more likely to be sub-
jective and opinionated. 

G©k qspc Hcliglq gq pgefr rf_r dcu _a_bckga
bloggers would list posts ml rfcgp ATq9 G©b jgic rm
think that some would include blogs and that such 
blogs might, in some cases, be considered to be of 
value. Jenkins apparently thinks otherwise. He 
thinks of posts as riffs, as not-fully -thought-out 

pieceq* uf_rctcp, ?lb ªkmpc rf_l _lwrfgle cjqc* _
`jme nmqr gq glrclbcb rm `c _ amltcpq_rgml qr_prcp,«
Nope. Wrong. Some posts are intended to be conver-
sation starters. But not to Jenkins®G r_ic gr fc©q mlc
of those who regards a blog without comments as 
not being a blog at all, as in this conclusion: 

My purpose here is not to defend Riley, what she 

said, or how she said it. Rather, the contribution I 

imagine myself to be making is to encourage read-

ers of blog posts, in The Chronicle and elsewhere, to 

eschew personal attacks in favor of joining the con-

versation, even entering the fray, in the intellectual 

sense. Because another important characteristic of 

blog posts is that they are a uniquely interactive lit-

erary (or quasi-literary) form, which can only be 

considered together with the responses they elicit. 

Otcpeclcp_jgx_rgml, @jmeq rf_r bml©r _jjmu amkkclrq
are nonetheless blogs. Blogs consisting of 2,000 word 
or 10,000 word articles are nonetheless blogs. 

Hcpc©q rfc mrfcp amlrcvr8 N_gb `jmeq `w gltgrcb
writers attached to mainstream media (of which The 
Chronicle is one) are different from personal blogs. 

They should have higher standards. The fact that The 
Chronicle essentially fired Riley as a blogger because 
of what she said affirms that The Chronicle bears 
some responsibility for what appears on its blogs. I 
rfgli rf_r©q rpsc md _lw qcr md `jmeq n_gb dmp _lb _p-
pearing on a magazine or journal or corporate site, 

no matter how the sponsor may attempt to disclaim 
such responsibility. 

The Blessay 
Here, in a May 24, 2012 post by Dan Cohen on his 

eponymous blog, the writer attempts to define a 
specific kind of blog post (without, blessedly, at-
tempting to define all blog posts): 

Gr©q lmr _ rmqqcb-off shorr `jme nmqr, Gr©q lmr _ jmle*

gltmjtcb cqq_w, Gr©q qmkcufcpc gl `cruccl8 gr©q _

blessay. 

The blessay is a manifestation of the convergence of 

journalism and scholarship in mid-length forms 

online. 

Fc lmrcq qctcp_j qmspacq md ª`jcqq_wq*« qsaf _qThe 
Atlantic©q uc`qgrc, Fc af_p_arcpgxcq `jcqq_wq _q dmjjmuq8 

1) Mid-length: more ambitious than a blog post, 

less comprehensive than an academic article. Writ-

ten to the length that is necessary, but no more. If 

we need to put a number on it, generally 1,000-

3,000 words. 

2) Informed by academic knowledge and analysis, 

`sr bmcql©r ps` wmsp lmqc gl gr, 

3) Uses the apparatus of the web more than the ap-

paratus of the journal, e.g., links rather than foot-

notes. Where helpful, uses supplementary evidence 

from images, audio, and video®elements that are 

often missing or flattened in print. 

4) Expresses expertise but also curiosity. Conclu-

sive but also suggestive. 

5) Written for both specialists and an intelligent 

general audience. Avoids academic jargon®not to 

be populist, but rather out of a feeling that avoiding 

jargon is part of writing well. 

6) Wants to be Instapapered and Read Later. 

7) Eschews simplistic formulations superficially 

borrowed from academic fields like history (no 

ªRfc Nspgr_lq ucpc jgic Ugigncbg_lq«', 

Gr©q _n interesting characterization. The length cited is 
typical of magazine articles. The discussion almost 
makes me want to check out Longform.org and Lon-
greads.com, two aggregators of ª`jcqq_wq« &_r jc_qr

one of those features posts considerably longer than 
3,000 words®when checked on July 23, 2012, the 
dgpqr rfpcc ªMsp Ngaiq« _r Jmlepc_bq,amk _pc pcqncc-
tively 4,710 words, 5,621 words, and a staggering®
for a blog post®16,157 words long). 

In updates, Cohen notes griping about 
ª`jcqq_w« _q _ l_kc ml Rugrrcp `sr dccjq rfc lccb rm

bcdglc qsaf rfgleq _q _ eclpc, G©k jcqq acpr_gl rf_r
rfcpc©q _ rfcpc rfcpc* `sr gr©q _l glrcpcqrgle bgqasqqgml
(with some interesting comments). 

Blogging is the New Persuasive Essay 
Rf_r©q Qfcjjcw Upgefr* nmqrgleon June 22, 2012 at 
Powerful Learning Practice®_lb gd wms af_lecb ªgq«
rm ªa_l `c« G kgefr `c ml `m_pb, Upgefr gq _ A_l_bi-
an Englgqf rc_afcp ufm©q ªf_b lskcpmsq amltcpqa-

tions with college professors who lament the writing 
qigjjq md rfcgp dgpqr wc_p qrsbclrq«®specifically, per-
suasive writing, not expository writing. 

http://www.dancohen.org/2012/05/24/the-blessay/
http://longform.org/
http://longreads.com/
http://longreads.com/
http://plpnetwork.com/2012/06/22/blogging-persuasive-essay/
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Part of the problem is that our current school sys-

tems®and not just in Canada®aren©t great at pro-

ducing independent thinkers. Without this ability, 

it©s hard to create a great thesis statement, anticipate 

the arguments against it, and then compose your 

own argument in light of what you understand 

about the pros and cons of an issue. 

Hard to argue with that. As Teaching to the Test 
grows more prevalent (almost of necessity in many 
S,Q, qr_rcq'* glbcnclbclr rfgligle gql©r _ fgef npgmr-
ity (and, in my long-ago experience, some teachers 
did their damnedest to assure that such thinking 
bgbl©r r_ic nj_ac', 

Upgefr©q ªamkc rm oscqrgml rfc nmglr md ksaf
md rfgq«®whether average people are likely to spend 
much time writing persuasive essays once they leave 
qafmmj, &G©b lctcp fc_pb md ªrfc _a_bckga 3 n_pa-

ep_nf cqq_w*« qm a_l©r amkkclr mn that form.) 

And now Wright gets into trouble because she 
starts to overdefine blogging as an alternative form 
rm cqq_wq* q_wgle gr©q ª_l clrgpcjwbgddcpclr `c_qr,« 

For one, the paragraphing is different. The large, 

solid paragraphs of prose that can be found in a 

typical persuasive essay, can feel arduous and cum-

bersome to all but the most determined reader. 

Instead, blog paragraphs tend to be shorter. It allows 

the piece to feel fluid and speeds up the rate at which 

your reader reads (often through the glare of a com-

puter monitor or on a phone or tablet screen). And 

while the effective blogger still uses transition words, 

_q k_lw _pcl©r lcacqq_pw rm npmtgbc rfc ngcac ugrf _

feeling of fluidity and coherence. 

Sometimes a paragraph is one simple sentence, 

used for emphasis. 

True of some blogs. Not true of all blogs. Oh, and 
ª`jmeegle _jqm pcosgpcq _ bgddcpclr tmgac,« Lmnc,
@jmeegle bmcql©rrequire _lwrfgle8 Gr©q hsqr _ kcbgsk
&mp qcr md kcbg_', &Upgefr q_wq qfc©q lmu mddcpgle
fcp rfcqgq* ªG rfgli `jmeegle gs the new persuasive 

cqq_w*« `sr rf_r©q lmlqclqc8 Qfc npmtgbcb fcp rfcqgq
in the title of the post, which is not unusual for ei-
ther posts or academic essays.) 

After more about the wonders of blogging, 

Wright concludes that teachers need to teach blog-
ging®as early as kindergarten. Which, frankly, 
should finally do a good job of killing off blogging, 
gd rf_r©q nmqqg`jc, Mp* p_rfcp* qfc u_lrq ª`jme amkno-
lclrq« dmp j_les_ec _prq _lb qgkgj_p amspqcq, ?lb
she wants teachers to indoctrinate students (oh, sorry, 

ªrc_af« rfck' rf_r `jmeeglehas to be different from 
pcesj_p cqq_wq, Qm* wms ilmu* rfcw©jj jc_pl rm rfgli
glbcnclbclrjw¡She finishes: 

If you don©t currently teach your students to blog, 

please start. Our students need you to. And if you 

already teach your students to blog, keep it up. Be-

cause blogging is an important 21st century skill. 

It©s the new persuasive essay. 

K_w`c, ?lb k_w`c lmr* gd gr©q r_sefr _q npcqapgnrgte-
ly and single-mindedly as Wright calls for. 

A couple dozen comments, mostly high-fives, 
incjsbgle qsaf eckq md rc_afcp jgrcp_aw _q ªGr qcckq
after fourth grade the writing drops to a minimal 
until it is tested again in 7th ep_bc,« ? kglgk_j
what? One commenter does nail the post as creating 
a false dichotomy: 

Certainly, students should consider form and purpose 

ufcl rfcw upgrc* `sr rfcw qfmsjbl©r jc_pl* _lb uc

qfmsjbl©r rc_af* rf_r `jmeq _pc _jj qfmpr n_p_ep_nfq

richly voiced. Great essays, and great blogs, can also 

be written with long and well voiced paragraphs. 

I think we do our students and each other a disser-

vice when we promote, teach, or otherwise create 

these sorts of false either/ors. 

Upgefr aj_gkq &gl pcqnmlqc' rf_r ªwms f_tc rm `c _
epc_r upgrcp« rm nsjj mdd jmle n_p_ep_nfq gl _ `jme,

And, of course, another teacher chimes in with solid 
npcqapgnrgtc _btgac8 ªG _epcc rf_r n_p_ep_nfq ksqr `c
short for continuity, ease of flow and for referring 
`_ai,«Must be short: Good indoctrination, in his 
case at the 12th grade level. 

Rf_r©q gr dmp N_pr /, N_pr 0 ugjj dmjjmu gl rfc next 

issue. 

The CD-ROM Project  

Music Music Music  

No, the CD-ROM PROJECT bgbl©r f_jr npck_rspcjw, Gr

hsqr rmmi _ jmle `pc_i, Rfgq rgkc _pmslb* jcr©q jmmi
at some music-related title CD-ROMs. Can they 
even be installed under Windows 7? Do they work? 
Are they worthwhile? Are there replacements? 

Forrest Gump:  

Music, Artists and Times  

This three-disc set dates from 1995 and was pub-
jgqfcb `w ERC Clrcpr_glkclr, Gr©q mpe_lgxcb _pmslb
the music in the movie®two dozen of the pop and 
rock songs on the soundtrack. Each song is a chap-
ter and you can navigate to chapters directly, 
through a timeline or through the movie script. 

Each chapter combines some pop-culture history 
with contemporary oral history as well as the clip 
from Forrest Gump that used the song, a video clip 
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of a partial performance (usually from a TV show), 
part of the song played while showing lyrics and 
credits, and a textual description of the song and the 

related album. There are also lengthy interviews 
with artists and songwriters, sometimes with brief 
video clips as well. 

I thought it was an excellent package (and a 
good value at $30) when I reviewed it in the Sep-
tember 1997 Library Hi Tech News. I gave it a 91: an 
Cvacjjclr p_rgle, Gr©q qsnnmqcb rm psl slbcp Ugn-
dows 3.1 or later (Windows 95 recommended) or 

Macintosh System 7.1 or higher. 

But it also absolutely, positively, unquestionably 

required (for Windows) Quicktime for Windows 
2.0.3 (included on the discs). Not a later version. 
Not the ability to play Quicktime videos (which 
Windows Media Player has had for some time). 
Nope: One specific version®a version that causes a 
general protection fault when you attempt to install 

it on Windows 7. (Thar bmcql©r ap_qf rfc amknsrcp*
it just crashes the installation program.) No luck. 

G rfgli uc©tc jmqr qmkc umprfufgjc mp_jhistory 
of an interesting era in music and life. Three public 
jg`p_pgcq _nnc_p rm mul rfgq qcr, G qsqncar gr©q md lm
use to any of them. Too bad. 

Prokofiev for Dummies  

Rfgq gq mlc md _ qcpgcq md ªV dmp Bskkgcq« clf_lacb
CDs published by EMI in cooperation with IDG 
@mmiq, Gr©q _ AB ugrf hsqr mtcp _l fmsp md Npmimdgct©q
music (the Lieutenant Kije Suite and seven other piec-

es), mostly performed by the London Symphony Or-
chestra under André Previn; I figured that, at $9.95 in 
1997, it was worth it just for the music. (I reviewed it 
in the July/August 1997 Library Hi Tech News and gave 
it an 81®at the low end of very good.) 

The enhancements? 38MB of CD-ROM data 
that provides a biography of the composer, a MIDI 
qcargml ugrf amlbsarmp©q qampc dmpone piece on the 

disc®a neat function, since you could relate what 
wms©pc fc_pgle rm uf_r©q emgle ml®and a music cen-
ter to play the pieces. 

In 1995 enhanced CDs were the Next Big Thing. 
A few gurus claimed every new CD in 1997 and be-
yond would be an enhanced CD. Never happened: 
There were a few of them, mostly overpriced Sony 
greatest hits collections, but nobody much cared. 

G bgbl©r rfgli rfgq AB f_b _ epc_r amlrpmj qws-

tem and it had the nasty habit of installing itself 
every time you ran. Still, it was an interesting way to 
learn a little more about a composer. 

Did I mention that it used Quicktime? No? 
Guess what happened when I tried to install it? A 
slightly different combination of errors than for For-
rest Gump but the same result: No happiness. No 
great loss, frankly. (The music plays just fine.) 

Worldcat.org shows 21 libraries holding this. 

Gr©q dglc _q _l _sbgm bgqa, Gr©q qsnnmqcbjw qrgjj _t_gja-
ble (at about the same price) on Amazon. There is, 
to be sure, no shortage of good information on Pro-
kofiev and his music. 

Total Joplin 

ªUf_r bm wms ecr ufcl jmle-term Microsoft em-
ployees with a love for music retire and apply their 
money, their skills and their interest to a new com-
pany? Sunhawk Corporation and its Solero technol-

ogy in this case®here applied to all of the known 
muqga md Qamrr Hmnjgl,« 

Rf_r©q fmu G glrpmbsacb rfc H_ls_pw-Dc`ps_pw
1998 Library Hi Tech review of Total Joplin, which 
scored 88 (a high Very Good, just short of Excel-
lent). The disc includes a five-screen foreword about 
ragtime, a fairly extensive biography of Scott Joplin 
in 13 chronological articles rich in hyperlinks®and 

the real heart of the disc: A list of every Joplin com-
position, arranged either alphabetically or chrono-
logically. For any composition, you can see a 
description. For any but the lost pieces, you can see 
the cover of the score®and, more importantly, click 
on the Music icon to get to the Solero Music Viewer. 

The viewer uses Windows menus and toolbars 
to present the musical score and offer MIDI play-

back. You can also print out the score (with excel-
lent results, better than the published Joplin 
collection we have at home, although 8.5x11 is on 
the small side for piano scores). You can choose 
your MIDI instrument®anything from the standard 
ª`pgefr _amsqrga ep_lb ng_lm« rm qrccj bpskq mp

flutes. You can alter the tempo and start, pause or 
stop®_lb _ ª`mslagle `_jj« rsplq rfc lmrcq `cgle
played red (or another color of your choice), so you 
can follow right along. 

The main interface is non-scaling and immobile 
(640x480 but centered on a black screen if your reso-
lution is higher). The Solero Music Viewer is fully 
movable and scalable like any standard Windows 

window. The disc sold for $30 in 1998; there were 
mrfcp Qslf_ui bgqaq* glajsbgle F_lbcj©qMessiah. 

Rf_r©q _jj n_p_nfp_qcb dpmk rfc /776 pctgcu. 
Fmu bmcq rfc bgqa bm gl 0./0= Rfcpc©q _l glqr_jj
npm`jck &mlc ,bjj dgjc bmcql©r glqr_jj npmncpjw'®but 
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the disc nonetheless starts up with the main inter-
face (non-movable). As far as I can tell, everything 
works (with the possible exception of automatic 

background music®but if you select a piece to have 
as background music, it does play). The Solero 
viewer works just fine. It still prints beautiful sheet 
music. It still runs in a proper resizable Windows 
window. And it offers what it says: total Joplin, in-
cluding the entire Treemonisha, Hmnjgl©q mncp_, 

All in all, fairly impressive, even with the slight 

(and apparently unimportant) installation glitch. 
The dozen libraries that appear to own this should 
still find it useful®and still, I think a bargain. 

What happened to Sunhawk itself? The URL 
now redirects to OnlineSheetMusic, a Los Altos 
company that sells digital sheet music®using the 

Solero viewer. 

103 of the best songsé 

Back in the day®around 1997-2000®there was a 
company called mp3.com that was trying to make a 
go of free legal MP3-based music distribution, help-
ing independent musicians distribute their work. 

Technically, the site still exists®but as a piece of 
CNet. You can still find a fair amount of free (legal) 
MP3 music there. 

You can read the mp3.com story at Wikipedia. 
That story never mentions a series of free CD-ROMs 
that mp3.com sent to anybody who requested them, 

a series that usually carried the title 103 of the best 
óÏË³óùĉÏĀíĆ ùË Ć ðù» Uðv and lots more cool Internet 
stuff! I requested the first few (which may have been 
all of them). Shortly before starting this article, I 
mailed the first disc in the series to a collector 
ufm©b jmqr fgq amnw, Tmjskc 0 f_q* G `cjgctc* bgq_p-

peared®sljcqq gr©s the oddball The MP3.com music 
and technology tour CD, distributed in the same 
manner as the others but not primarily song-
oriented. I have here volume 3 and volume 4®and 
my sustaining interest in the series may be indicated 
by the fact that, until preparing this commentary, I 
never even opened the CD mailers they came in. 

The idea made sense when broadband was rare 
and indie music hard to find: Mail people a bunch 
of selected songs in decent MP3 form, which will 
encourage them to buy more independent music. 
The discs included other stuff as well®e.g., volume 

3 has a videogame demo, a trailer for a movie, a 
ªfmr lcu NA BH KN1 nj_wcp« &gl /777* emod music-
f_lbjgle qmdru_pc u_ql©r `sgjr glrm Uglbmuq mp rfc

Mac) and some discount offers. The discs came in 
minimalist foldover cardboard mailers. 

Rfcw©pc kmqrjw aspgmsq fgqrmpw, Ufcl G uclr
through all of volume 1, I found very little music 
that did much dmp kc¡jgrrjc clmsef* _nn_pclrjw*
that I let volumes 3 and 4 sit unopened for more 

than a decade. 

So how do the discs work in 2012®or do they 

work at all? 

The MP3.com music and technology tour 
It works. Fixed window (probably 640x480), not a 
Windows window, but no installation required, and it 
works, Rfc qmleq nj_w, G bgbl©r rpw rfc mrfcp qrsdd®
_lb bgbl©r glqr_jj rfc Ngvcjml tgbcm qmdru_pc mp _lw

other software. 

The others 
I decided to try out Volume 3. This time, it does 
open with a semi-proper Windows window, mova-
ble but not resizable. 

The multicategory view of 103 MP3 songs 
worked, as did the songs themselves. After 12 or 13 
years sitting in an unopened cardboard mailer, the 

disc worked just fine. Some of what little music I 
sampled was OK, and the sound os_jgrw u_q¡MI, 
But, frankly, in an era of Pandora and all the others, 
G bgbl©r dccj jgic cvnjmpgle _ fslbpcb slilmul
quantities. Volume 4 is still sealed. 

At Least One Worked 

Not a great track record, to be sure®_jrfmsef gr©q
really not that bad. The MP3.com discs worked, al-

beit not entirely, but certainly including the actual 
music. Total Joplin continues to be fairly impressive. 
?lb clf_lacb ABq¡ucjj* _drcp kmpc rf_l _ os_prcp
century, the unenhanced audio CD still works just 
fine. A funny thing about ppmepcqq¡ 
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