DoeJEDU000

3

Note Taking Worksheet for Three Resources (the boxes will expand when typing)
	Reference 1

Link
	McDougall, D., Ornelles, C., & Rao, K. (2015). A primer on the pathway to scholarly writing: helping nascent writers to unlearn conditioned habits. College Student Journal, 49(2), 262-270.
DOI: 

	Type and purpose of study

Hypothesis or Research Qs
	This study is mixed-research research aimed at helping writers understand the common errors that many writers commit and how to avoid them. The authors illustrate the error patterns through examples and counter-examples or corrections (qualitative). On the other hand, the authors describe how to identify the error patterns and determine why they are problematic through a diagnostic-prescriptive assessment and feedback (quantitative). 
The authors hypothesized that many graduate students learn writing habits, which act as the roadblocks on their pathway to scholarly writing 

	Population and

Sample
	The study included 30 errors from every paragraph selected that reflected six common habits that many graduate students engage in.

	Methodology

(methods of data collection and data analysis)
	The authors used both qualitative and quantitative data collection approaches. Regarding the qualitative approach, the authors used the observational method to identify and determine the errors in the selected paragraphs. Regarding the quantitative approach, the authors used a code identifying method to determine the corresponding code in CAPS

	Findings &

Conclusions
	Findings showed that many graduate students demonstrated the use of error patterns that inhibit them from becoming scholarly writers. The article concluded that even though many graduate students are surprised by how they frequently repeat habitual error patterns, they can assess their writing habits with the help of facilitators and faculty advisers. 

	Key points to remember
	Not everyone who has gone to the university or college can write in a scholarly manner. 


	Reference 2

Link
	Homol, L. (2014). Web-based citation management tools: Comparing the accuracy of their electronic journal citations. The Journal of Academic Librarianship, 40(6), 552-557.
DOI: 

	Type and purpose of study

Hypothesis or Research Qs
	This is a quantitative research article aimed at determining the level of accuracy in different electronic citation tools. 
The authors hypothesized that the number of students using electronic citation websites or tools has increased and this could impact the citation quality as they may miss some information to include incorrect information or lead to formatting errors

	Population and

Sample
	Researchers included 47 unique journal citations, which were obtained from a wide range of selected citations. After weeding out the incomplete citations, they remained with 47 citations that were used in the study. 

	Methodology

(methods of data collection and data analysis)
	A quantitative approach was used in this study. A database record system was used to determine each source. Basic web accounts,  RefWorks, and EndNote were created and each citation was imported from a chrome browser. Errors identified in each of the citations were then categorized in an excel sheet based on their location. Apart from the categorization as per the primary location, the authors further determined the specific error types. 

	Findings &

Conclusions
	The findings showed that none of the four products was consistently able to generate error-free electronic journal citations. Based on tabulated data, the study further showed that all four tools had an error. The error was averagely placed at 1.5 errors per every citation across all the four tools. The study concluded that the flawed citations generated from the four tools are more likely to have been caused by various factors. However, the fact remains that no electronic source can produce an error-free citation. 

	Key points to remember
	Students are taught how to cite information, but they end up using electronic citation generating tools because of their ease of use and access. 


	Reference 3

Link
	Hansen, B., Stith, D., & Tesdell, L. S. (2011). Plagiarism: What’s the big deal?. Business Communication Quarterly, 74(2), 188-191.
DOI: 

	Type and purpose of study

Hypothesis or Research Qs
	This is a qualitative research study and its purpose was to introduce learners to the concept of plagiarism. The authors highlighted the expert opinions on plagiarism and its repercussions to learners or students. 
The authors hypothesized that there is a growing concern about plagiarism in colleges and universities. 

	Population and

Sample
	The study used information from the Council of Writing Program Administrators and Design and Teach on enhancing education programs to understand the concerns about plagiarism. These two were the sample size used in this study. 

	Methodology

(methods of data collection and data analysis)
	This study adopted a qualitative approach in which the authors explored the information from two sources (Council of Writing Program Administrators and Design and Teach program. The content analysis method was used to collect information from these sources and understand the concept of plagiarism and what other experts have said about it. 

	Findings &

Conclusions

	From the previous research work, this study found that the classroom definition of the term “plagiarism” contradicts the different types of writing that many students learn to use while in college and universities. The authors further explain that policies and other intervention approaches focus on punitive punishments instead of using educative approaches and initiatives to end plagiarism in schools. The authors concluded with their experience asserting that plagiarism in assignments is difficult, but instructors can end plagiarism in assignments by using non-punitive initiatives and measures like giving students group work. 

	Key points to remember
	Plagiarism is a common problem and yet many people do not understand it, which informs the punitive intervention approaches used. 


