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A few recent research misconduct 
cases



Marc Hauser

• Studies cognitive 
evolution in primates

• Found guilty of 8 counts 
of research misconduct in 
2010

• Harvard placed him on 
administrative leave, he 
later resigned



Dipak K Das

• Studied resveratrol
• Found guilty by UCONN 

of 145 instances of 
Research Misconduct

• Case began as an 
anonymous tip in 2008



Dong-Pyou Han

• HIV/AIDS researcher
• Added human HIV 

antibodies to rabbit blood
• The scam went on for 

years, the investigator 
resigned from IA State in 
Oct, 2013

• Sentenced to 57 months 
in prison













Office of Research Integrity



What the RIO does

§ The RIO is responsible for seeing to it that the MSU 
Procedures Concerning Allegations of Misconduct 
in Research and Creative Activities are carried out 
in an unbiased, confidential, and professional 
manner.

§ Required for any institution seeking and accepting federal 
funding (42 CFR 93)







The role of the RIO

§ The RIO shall coordinate implementation of these 
Procedures and shall be responsible for their fair and 
impartial administration. The RIO shall not be an 
advocate for the Complainant or the Respondent. 



Question

§ Is the RIO the most thankless job at Michigan State 
University?

§ Yes



Question

§ Is the RIO the most despised entity at Michigan State 
University?

§ No

§ We’re number TWO!!



So who is first?



What exactly is 
“Research Misconduct”?



Research Misconduct
(Michigan State)

Fabrication, Falsification, Plagiarism, or any 
other practice, that Seriously Deviates from 
practices commonly accepted in the discipline or 
in the academic and research communities 
generally in proposing, performing, reviewing, or 
reporting Research and Creative Activities. 
Misconduct does not include appropriative 
practices in the Creative Arts insofar as they 
accord with accepted standards in the relevant 
discipline. Misconduct does not include honest 
error or honest differences in the interpretation or 
judgment of Research data. 



It doesn’t matter 
what I think, the 
evidence says 
everything

Mac Taylor, CSI New York



How does the process begin?



Misconduct Process

§ Allegation
§ Complainant(s) 
§ Respondent(s)

§ Preliminary Assessment (by me)
§ Meet definition?
§ Any evidence?



My most important phrase



My most important phrase

§ “it could be”  



Misconduct Process

§ Allegation
§ Complainant(s) 
§ Respondent(s)

§ Preliminary Assessment (by me)
§ Inquiry Panel
§ Investigative Committee

§ Exoneration or Finding



Fabrication

§ Fabrication is making up data or results and recording 
or reporting them.



Falsification

§ Falsification is manipulating research materials, 
equipment, or processes, or changing or omitting data 
or results such that the research is not accurately 
represented in the research record.





Plagiarism

§ Plagiarism is appropriation of another person's ideas, 
processes, results, or words without giving 
appropriate credit.



§ Pyramus and Thisbe, in classical mythology, youth and 
maiden of Babylon, whose parents opposed their marriage. 
Their homes adjoined, and they conversed through a 
crevice in the dividing wall. On a night when they had 
arranged to meet at the tomb of Ninus, Thisbe, who was 
the first at the trysting place, was frightened by a lion with 
jaws bloody from its prey. As she fled, she dropped her 
mantle, which was seized by the lion. When Pyramus
came, the torn and bloody mantle convinced him that she 
had been slain. He killed himself, and Thisbe, returning, 
took her own life with his sword. The white fruit of a 
mulberry tree that stood at the trysting place was dyed red 
with Pyramus' blood, and the fruit was ever after the color 
of blood.



• Written by Ovid
• Between 5-3 BC



Does Pyramus and Thisbe 
remind you of anything?



Does Pyramus and Thisbe 
remind you of anything?

• William Shakespeare
• 1595



Does Pyramus and Thisbe 
remind you of anything?

• Arthur Laurents
• 1957



§ Accusations of plagiarism should be judged 
individually, taking into account the actual damage 
done to the original author and current copyright 
holder, and whether or not the alleged theft 
actually has any artistic merits in its own right.

§ Feb 27, 2007
§ thunderpeel2001.blogspot.com
§ Posted by Johnny Walker



§ A judgment of plagiarism requires that the 
copying, besides being deceitful in the sense of 
misleading the intended readers, induces reliance
by them.  By this I mean that the reader does 
something because he thinks the plagiarizing work 
original that he would not have done had he 
known the truth.

§ Richard A. Posner
§ The Little Book of Plagiarism (Pantheon Books, NY), 2007
§ Page 19





Standard of Determination for Research 
Misconduct

§ There be a significant departure from accepted 
practices of the relevant research community; and

§ The misconduct was committed intentionally, 
knowingly, or recklessly; and

§ The allegation be proven by a preponderance of the 
evidence



"I tend not to 
believe people. 
People lie. The 
evidence doesn't 
lie."

Gil Grissom, CSI



Serious Deviation from Common Practice

§ ???????????????????



Serious Deviation from Common Practice

§ Stealing, destroying, or damaging the research 
property of others with the intent to alter the 
research record

§ Listing someone’s name as an author on a 
publication, without his/her knowledge or 
permission



Serious Deviation from Common Practice

§ Misrepresenting background information, including 
biographical data, citation of publications, or status of 
manuscripts

§ Abuse of confidentiality: taking or releasing the ideas or data 
of others which were shared with the legitimate expectation of 
confidentiality, e.g., stealing ideas from others' grant 
proposals, award applications, or manuscripts for publication 
when one is a reviewer for granting agencies or journals 



Question

§ Do we deal with any other bad things?

§ Sometimes









• “Unacceptable Research Practices” means 
practices that do not constitute Misconduct but 
that violate applicable laws, regulations, or other 
governmental requirements, or University rules or 
policies, of which the Respondent had received 
notice or of which the Respondent reasonably 
should have been aware, for proposing, 
performing, reviewing, or reporting Research or 
Creative Activities. 



What about individuals who are always on the 
edge?



• “Questionable Research Practices” means 
practices that do not constitute Misconduct 
or Unacceptable Research Practices but that 
require attention because they could erode 
confidence in the integrity of Research or 
Creative Activities. 





Question

§ What percentage of potential allegations coming to 
our office is associated with some sort of previous 
conflict between/among the parties involved?

§ ~ 90%!!



What’s the Score?

§ We average about 6-10 new cases per year



What’s the Score?

§ Every case undergoes a Preliminary Assessment
§ Approximately 1/3 cases end there

§ Of the 2/3 of cases that move on,
§ 1/3 end with an Inquiry
§ 2/3 move on to a full Investigation



Allegations of Research Misconduct,
Received at MSU, 2007 – 2012



Causes of research misconduct?
(Davis et al, 2007)

§ Individual
§ Situational
§ Organizational
§ Structural
§ Cultural



Recent Cases

§ Hypothetical, of course



Recent Cases

§ Falsification/fabrication of data by a student
§ Complainant was faculty, and students

§ Lab supervision could have been better



Recent Cases

§ Plagiarism in a dissertation by a student
§ Complainant was external to MSU

§ Dissertation committee may not have provided proper 
oversight



Recent Cases

§ Serious Deviation and Plagiarism by a student
§ Complainants were faculty members

§ Possible prior acts by Respondent drove the 
Allegation



Recent Cases

§ Plagiarism by a faculty member
§ Complainant was a student

§ Case complicated by “agreements” made among 
administrators, faculty member, and student, that are 
not clearly understood by all parties



Recent Cases

§ Unacceptable Research Practices by faculty member
§ Complainant was a student

§ Graduate Dean helped student secure another lab for 
doing the right thing





Thank you…Any Questions?



Research & Scholarly Integrity

How many RCR Workshops have you attended, 
including tonight’s?

1. One
2. Two
3. Three
4. Four
5. Five
6. Six
7. More	than	six



Which	of	the	following	describes	best	your	
disciplinary	academic	affiliation

1. Arts	&	Humanities
2. Clinical	Programs
3. Education
4. Engineering	&	Tech	

Disciplines
5. Life	Sciences
6. Physical	Sciences
7. Social	Sciences
8. Professional	Programs
9. Other



Research & Scholarly Integrity

I understand and could explain what
constitutes Research Misconduct at MSU.

1. Not	at	all
2. Somewhat
3. Moderately
4. Very
5. Completely



Research & Scholarly Integrity

Do you feel that you have an obligation to report acts by 
others that you observe & know to violate University 
policies or Research Integrity Guidelines?

1. Yes
2. No



Would you report violations of academic 
integrity if it could be done anonymously?

1. Yes
2. No



Would you report violations of academic integrity
if it could NOT be done anonymously?

1. Yes..
2. No



Research & Scholarly Integrity

I would report a fellow student to the RIO if I 
believed s/he committed research misconduct.

1. Strongly	Agree
2. Agree
3. Neutral
4. Disagree
5. Strongly	Disagree
6. It	would	depend	on	

the	situation



I would report a faculty member who was not my major 
professor to the RIO if I believed s/he committed research 
misconduct.

1. Strongly	Agree
2. Agree
3. Neutral
4. Disagree
5. Strongly	Disagree
6. It	would	depend	on	the	

situation



I would report my major professor to the RIO if I believed 
s/he committed research misconduct.

1. Strongly	Agree
2. Agree
3. Neutral
4. Disagree
5. Strongly	Disagree
6. It	would	depend	on	the	

situation



Do you have direct knowledge of situations at MSU that 
you believe would constitute Research Misconduct based 
on tonight’s explanations? 

1. Yes
2. No


