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Abstract 

lhls article os included in the Sc<ence Policy RestJrch gateway. 

lhls article os included in the Future of Researc~ (FoR) collection. 

Background: Recent anlcles have presented a bleak view of career prospects In biomedical research 

on the US. Too many PhDs and postdocs are trained for too few research posil ions. creating a 
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"holding-tank" of experienced senior postdocs who are unable to get a permanent posibOn. Coupled with relatively low 

salaries and high levels of pressure to publish on top-tier academic journals, thos has aeated a toxic environment that Is 

pemaps respons bie for a recently observed decline in boomedlcal postdocs in the US. the so-called "postdocal/pse·. 

Methods: To adctess the gulf of 01formation relating to working habits and attitudes of UK-based academic biomedical 

researchers, a llri< to an onhne survey was included on an arocle published on the Guardian newspaper. SUrvey data were 

collected betweei 21 11 March2016 and 6"' November 2016 and analysed to examine disaete profiles ror three major 
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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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