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Annotated Bibliography

This is the heart of the assignment. Begin with an introduction explaining the scope of your
topic to familiarize the reader with the focus of your research. The introduction may be two or
three paragraphs long. List the items alphabetically by author, using APA format. Each item
must include:

» an annotation or descriptive and critical evaluation of the resource demonstrating clearly
how this item related to your topic (see sample annotations)
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produced reports, and other peer-reviewed or rigorous scientific report. You will need to include
at least 4 scholarly journal articles (this includes law reviews) and at least one book
(recently published or classic book in the field). Feel free to use the bibliographies of other

articles as jumping off points for locating other scholarly articles on your topic.
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skills covered by the library instruction component of this class and to use the research methods
skills gained to critically analyze scientific writing. You must use the Illinois State University
library resources (periodical databases and online catalog) to locate the majority of vour sources.
Sources may include: books, scholarly articles, government documents, web pages and web
produced reports. and other peer-reviewed or rigorous scientific report. You will need to include
at least 4 scholarly journal articles (this includes law reviews) and at least one book
(recently published or classic book in the field). Feel free to use the bibliographies of other
articles as jumping off points for locating other scholarly articles on your topic.
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Open Peer Review

e Authors and reviewers can openly
communicate.

* Reviewer guidelines are
transparent.

* The community can view reviews,
and sometimes even chime in!

* Conflicts of interest are openly
disclosed.
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RESEARCH ARTICLE

A survey of working conditions within biomedical
research in the United Kingdom [version 3; referees: 2
approved]
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Abstract

Background: Recent articles have presented a bleak view of carser prospects in biomedical research
in the US. Teo many PhDs and postdocs are trained for too few research positions, creating a

509

"holding-tank™ of exparienced senior postdocs who are unable to gel a permanent position. Coupled with relatively low

salaries and high levels of pressure to publish in top-tier academic journals, this has created a toxic environment that is

perhaps responsible for a recently observed dedline in blomedical postdocs in the US, the so-called “postdocalypse”

Methods: To address the gulf of information relating 1o working habits and attitudes of UkK-based academic biomedical

researchers, a link 1o an online survey was included in an article published in the Guardian newspaper. Survey cata were

collected betwesn 21

March 2016 and 6™ November 2016 and analysed to examine discrete profiles for three major
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% industry researchers? For example, at the end of the
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Bright Ideas

* Flip an assignment. Read though
an OPR example. In class peer
review some tweets!

* Require students to publicly
comment on scholarship on a
publication that allows it.

* Ask students to participate in
reviewing OER.

* Task students with coming up with
their own peer review guidelines.
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Read More

* Ford, E. (2018).
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