ACADEMIC WRITING  /  DOCTORAL WORKSHOP
[bookmark: _GoBack]Citation styles and references
Level: PhD / doctoral students   |   Language: English   |   Format: guided workshop and independent writing
Purpose of the practical class
Accurate referencing makes arguments traceable and allows readers to credit, locate and evaluate the original source. Discipline and journal rules determine style; bibliographic facts themselves must be checked against the actual publication.
Learning outcomes
Apply in-text citation conventions to an original exercise.
Format and cross-check a small reference list.
Detect missing attribution and incomplete bibliographic data.
Essential concepts
	Concept
	What it means in research writing

	In-text citation
	Connect a specific borrowed claim, quotation, figure or method to its source.

	Reference entry
	Supply enough verified information for retrieval.

	Style consistency
	APA uses author–date conventions; IEEE generally uses numbered references.

	Source integrity
	Verify author order, year, title, volume, pages, DOI and actual access.



Session plan
	Workshop task
	Mode
	Time

	1. Recognize citation duties
	Pairs
	15 min

	2. Format practice sources
	Groups
	25 min

	3. Repair a citation-integrity problem
	Individual
	30 min

	4. Reference audit
	Pairs + reflection
	20 min



Practical activities
Activity 1. Recognize citation duties  (15 min)
Working format: Pairs
Source material / task situation:
Classify: A common textbook definition paraphrased closely; an original measurement from your own lab; a figure adapted from a review; a widely accepted elementary equation in your field; an author’s novel theoretical model; a sentence quoted verbatim from a journal article.
Instructions:
1.  For each, decide if attribution is required and why.
2.  Distinguish a citation for a source’s idea from a reference to your own dataset.
3.  Explain why a citation does not remove the need for permission for some reused images.
Expected output: A citation decision sheet for six cases.
	Use / statement  [Type your response here]

	Citation? Why?  [Type your response here]

	Other permissions / checks  [Type your response here]



Activity 2. Format practice sources  (25 min)
Working format: Groups
Source material / task situation:
FICTIONAL bibliographic cards for formatting ONLY—never cite as real scholarship:
Card 1: authors Lina Mirova and Omar Kadir; 2024; title “Comparison of two measurement workflows”; journal “Journal of Classroom Methods”; vol. 12; no. 2; pp. 45–53; no DOI supplied.
Card 2: author Sara Bell; 2021; book “Research Notes for Graduate Writers”; publisher Teaching Press; first edition.
Card 3: author C. Noor; 2023; chapter “Claims and evidence”; in “Handbook of Practice Writing,” edited by R. Patel; publisher Academic Classroom Press; pp. 100–119.
Instructions:
1.  Format all three as APA 7 references with standard capitalization and italics.
2.  Write APA parenthetical citations for Cards 1 and 2 and an appropriate narrative citation for Card 3.
3.  Rewrite the citation sequence in IEEE numbered-reference format.
4.  List at least three facts to verify if these were real sources.
Expected output: Two short reference lists (APA and IEEE) plus in-text examples.
	APA references  [Type your response here]

	IEEE references  [Type your response here]

	In-text examples  [Type your response here]

	Metadata to verify  [Type your response here]



Activity 3. Repair a citation-integrity problem  (30 min)
Working format: Individual
Source material / task situation:
Flawed passage: “Several experiments suggest that measurement conditions influence outcomes. According to Bell, control is essential. One paper reports an effect (Mirova, 2024). The review also shows that reliable methods are always superior.” The fictitious Cards 1–3 do not provide enough content to verify these substantive claims.
Instructions:
1.  Mark every claim whose source cannot be established from the supplied metadata alone.
2.  Rewrite with neutral placeholders such as [verified citation needed], without pretending you read the fictional sources.
3.  Explain why a plausible title cannot be used to infer a paper’s findings.
4.  Create a source-check checklist for a real paragraph from your work.
Expected output: An integrity-preserving rewrite and verification checklist.
	Revised passage  [Type your response here]

	Claims needing source confirmation  [Type your response here]

	Verification checklist  [Type your response here]



Activity 4. Reference audit  (20 min)
Working format: Pairs + reflection
Source material / task situation:
Use your existing reference list or the fictional cards strictly as formatting objects. Follow the target journal if its instructions differ from a general guide.
Instructions:
1.  Match each in-text citation to a reference entry and each reference to an actual use.
2.  Check order of authors, missing pages, electronic identifiers and consistency.
3.  State how Zotero, EndNote or Mendeley might assist, and why the output still needs human checking.
Expected output: A five-point reference-quality audit.
	In-text ↔ bibliography match  [Type your response here]

	DOI / URL verification  [Type your response here]

	Style consistency  [Type your response here]

	Unresolved issues  [Type your response here]



Independent assignment
Compile ten verified references relevant to your dissertation, in one style approved by your supervisor. Highlight two records whose metadata you corrected after checking the publisher or DOI landing page.
Assessment rubric (20 points)
	Criterion
	Max
	What earns full credit

	Scientific accuracy and bounded claims
	4
	Claims are supported; observations and inferences are separated.

	Task completion and required outputs
	4
	All specified components and constraints are addressed.

	Reasoning and critical analysis
	4
	Evidence is connected to the question; alternatives and limits are considered.

	Academic style and structure
	4
	Logical organization, precision, terminology and appropriate tone.

	Referencing, ethics and presentation
	4
	Responsible attribution, consistent units and professional formatting.



Scoring rule: 4 = excellent; 3 = competent with minor omissions; 2 = partial; 1 = major problems; 0 = not demonstrated. Use the same rubric for the in-class deliverable or the homework, as announced by the instructor.
Self-check before submission
☐  Does each important claim connect to evidence that I can identify?
☐  Did I separate observed results from interpretation and speculation?
☐  Are terminology, units and sample descriptions consistent?
☐  Did I acknowledge the most relevant limitation?
☐  Can another reader understand exactly what I produced and why?
Instructor notes / suggested responses
These points support facilitation; they are not the only acceptable answers. Where activities use simulated data or fictional studies, do not present them as genuine research.
APA in text for Card 1: (Mirova & Kadir, 2024). For Card 2: (Bell, 2021). For Card 3: Noor (2023).
IEEE in-text markers use bracketed numbers, usually ordered by first citation; do not mix [1] with author–date formatting in one numbered manuscript.
Fictional cards are useful for format drills, but cannot substantiate real scientific statements.
Further reading / official resources
APA Style: Reference examples: https://apastyle.apa.org/style-grammar-guidelines/references/examples
IEEE Author Center: https://journals.ieeeauthorcenter.ieee.org/
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