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Dr Jane Saffell

Coursework Article 2012
Task
Write an interesting article with a title/slant of your choosing within the general area of using cell replacement therapies to stimulate CNS regeneration, written so that it is accessible to a bioscience readership who are not neuroscientists (e.g. readership of journal “Bioessays”).
Choose an angle or question that interests you within this general area, research it, then write an interesting article that is both engaging and informative.  
Your title should be short (not more than one line) and attention grabbing.  You can add an explanatory sub-heading if you like.  You should include an Abstract at the beginning, of not more than 200 words, that summarises the article, and include a brief Conclusions paragraph of not more than 150 words at the end that emphasises the significance and implications for future research.  All ideas and evidence used to support the points made in your article must be clearly cited and a comprehensive list of References included.  Explanatory original diagrams/tables are encouraged.
The article should be approximately 2,500 words long +/- 200 words.  Please type with at least 1.5 line spacing & wide enough margins for me to give feedback.  Do not submit your first draft.  Write the article and then improve it before submitting.  (You will receive instructions from the FEO on how to submit).   
The submission deadline is 11 pm on Sunday 4 November 2012
Assessment

I will be marking this from the point of view of the Editor of a biomedical journal specialising in original review/comment-type articles (e.g. “Bioessays”) and looking for a contribution about an aspect of CNS regeneration using cell replacement therapies.  As such I will be looking for a scientific article that will interest my readers, that is original (with your own perspective coming across), that is based on literature research of depth and breadth, that presents appropriate solid research evidence logically to support the points made (this must be clearly cited), and that is very clear and unambiguous (helped by use of simple language).

Poor marks will be given for rambling articles with no clear point, stolid articles reviewing old textbook material lacking originality, articles relying on overly selective or inappropriate use of data/evidence, articles unsupported by clear references to the material on which they are based, articles that lack clarity for the non-neuroscience-specialist reader, and articles that show muddled thinking or shaky command of the subject area.  Your articles will be screened using plagiarism software, and where plagiarism is detected, this will be referred to the Chairman of the Board of Examiners, and usually results in a mark of zero – so do not cut and paste, but FIND YOUR OWN VOICE. 
If you choose an angle that interests you, research the answers to your questions thoroughly, absorb and analyse the information you find, write in a clear and interesting way, acknowledge the evidence you are using to support your message, and write only what you fully understand IN YOUR OWN VOICE, you should do well. 

Checklist

Before you hand in your article, make sure it:
*Is accessible to a non-neuroscience readership of “Bioessays” (has avoided jargon and explained technical phrases where they are neuroscience-specific.)

*Is 1.5x or double spaced



*Cites references to evidence & includes a ref list
*Includes an abstract (200 words max)


*Has a short, enticing title
*Has key evidence unpacked



*Includes a conclusion (150 words max)

Have you used your own voice?



 
