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Preface

A framework for self-regulation in research integrity:
the Finnish model step by step, by Sanna-Kaisa Spoof

Responsible conduct of research and procedures
for handling allegations of misconduct in Finland.
Guidelines of the Finnish National Board on Research
Integrity. A version edited in 2019 for the international
research community.
Introduction
The responsible conduct of research
Violations of the responsible conduct of research
Research misconduct
Disregard for the responsible conduct of research
Other irresponsible practices
Guidelines for handling alleged violations
of the responsible conduct of research
The process of handling alleged violations of the responsible
conduct of research, otherwise known as the RCR process
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the framework of
academic integrity in Finland for the interna-
tional audience, especially for Chinese readers.
The work consists of two parts: 1) an introduc-
tion of the Finnish research integrity guidelines
and its practical application in Finland, and 2)
the code of conduct for research integrity in
Finland. Apart from the preface, the contents
are side by side in Chinese and in English.

The first section is an introduction by
Sanna-Kaisa Spoof, Secretary General of the
Finnish National Board on Research Integrity
TENK. This section outlines the basis of the
self-regulation model that is used to monitor
academic integrity in the Finnish research
community, and the requirements for estab-
lishing a similar framework in other countries.
The Finnish model is one of the oldest national
frameworks, in place since 1994, and as such
a pioneering model of scientific self-regulation
in Europe.

The second section introduces the guide-
lines on responsible conduct of research (RCR)
in Finland. How is it defined? What constitutes
research misconduct? How are allegations of
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research misconduct investigated in Finland?
This information of the Finnish framework of
academic integrity is intended especially for
the benefit of Chinese students and research-
ers in Finland. The guidelines presented here
are based on a lightly edited version of the
Responsible Conduct of Research and Proce-
dures for Handling Allegations of Misconduct
in Finland. Guidelines of the Finnish Advisory
Board on Research Integrity (2012), published
also in Finnish and Swedish.

This volume has been produced and
published by TENK. TENK has the mandate to
monitor research misconduct and promote the
responsible conduct of research in Finland; see
www.tenk.fi/en for more information.

The translation and publication of this
volume was made possible by the Responsible
Research project (www.responsibleresearch fi),
funded by the Ministry of Culture and Education
in Finland. TENK and the Responsible Research
project would like to express their gratitude
to Mr Ni Jiamu and Mr Jani Kohonen for
language-checking the Chinese translation.
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sets of guidelines on the
national level for research integrity, which de-
fine and investigate scientific misconduct, have
been established in Finland. The Finnish model
is a pioneering, internationally recognised and
respected model of a European self-regulation
framework on research integrity concerning the
scientific community. This article introduces the
background and the main features of the model
as well as how it works in practice. This article
also provides steps on how a similar framework
can, where applicable, be launched in another
country or research culture. It provides an over-
view of the Finnish method for investigating
scientific misconduct, written with the interna-
tional reader in mind. It can be read in conjunc-
tion with the Responsible Conduct of Research
and Procedures for Handling Allegations of Mis-
conduct in Finland, or the so-called RCR guide-
lines, drawn up by the Finnish National Board
on Research Integrity TENK.

In 2019, various national approaches are in
place in Europe for investigating violations of
research integrity. Some countries still do not
have any national framework for these investi-
gations. There are two courses of action for de-
termining scientific misconduct, investigating
allegations, and imposing sanctions: a model
based on legislation, and a self-regulation
model overseen by the scientific community.
When an RCR investigation is based on national
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legislation, serious research misconduct is, in
this case, also a crime. This is not the case in a
self-regulation framework. In a self-regulation
framework, the scientific community itself rec-
tifies the situation in accordance with academic
practices. The scientific community carries out
an investigation and imposes sanctions, using
mutually agreed rules.

Finland employs a framework which is
based on the national guidelines, first published
in 1994, on the identification and investigation
of responsible conduct of research (RCR) vio-
lations. In addition to the internal regulations
within the scientific community, the Finnish
model is based on the openness and transpar-
ency of science as well as the mutual trust be-
tween researchers and research organisations.
The framework would work well in democracies
akin to Finland.

The activities of Finnish universities are based
on self-administration and academic freedom.
The Ministry of Education and Culture directs
the activities of higher education institutions
and research institutes in Finland and also
serves as their primary financer. The Finnish
National Board on Research Integrity TENK was
founded in 1991 by parliamentary decree. TENK
is an autonomous body of experts under the
Ministry of Education and Culture, and its duty
is to promote research integrity and to prevent
scientific misconduct in Finland.

The Ministry appoints ten members for a
three-year term in TENK. These members are
a group of experts nominated by the scientific
community on the basis of their academic — not
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political - merits. They are respected members
of the scientific community, of both genders.
According to the decree, TENK members must
represent different academic disciplines and
research methods as well as research integrity
and jurisprudence.

TENK matters are managed by a small sec-
retariat. Even though TENK is financed by the
Ministry, the members are not paid a salary.
They attend meetings and deal with miscon-
duct cases alongside their own jobs.

Surveys have shown that citizens in Finland
have a high level of trust in science and in re-
searchers. TENK has the important social duty of
ensuring that this trust in science and research
is maintained. To ensure scientific credibility
and impartiality, it is vital for TENK to operate
independently outside of research institutes,
higher education institutions, and the Ministry
of Education and Culture. The Ministry does not
interfere with TENK's activities or ethical courses
of action.

In addition to monitoring scientific mis-
conduct, TENK plays an important role in pre-
venting it. This objective is supported by a local
advisory system launched in Finland in 2017.
In this system, research organisations appoint
research integrity advisers, who are trained by
TENK. The research integrity advisers report to
their organisation on RCR matters and provide
confidential, low-threshold counselling for the
researchers in their organisations.

InFinland, the definitions of responsible conduct
of research and the investigations of alleged
misconduct are based on the Responsible
Conduct of Research and Procedures for
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Handling Allegations of Misconduct in Finland,
also known as the RCR guidelines. TENK has
drawn up these guidelines together with the
scientific community in Finland. Finland has
over twenty years' experience in the application
and functionality of the guidelines. They were
last updated in 2012.

The effectiveness of these guidelines is
based on the voluntary commitment to adhere
to them by all universities, universities of ap-
plied sciences and other research organisations
in Finland, in the sphere of public funding as
well as regarding the most important financers.

The first section of the guidelines defines
the premise for the responsible conduct of re-
search, for example taking into due account the
work and accomplishments of other research-
ers, the principles concerning authorship in a
research group, the principle of not having a
conflict of interest or bias, or the description of
an employer’s informative responsibilities and
other obligations. The guidelines then define
RCR violations and explain the process of inves-
tigating misconduct allegations in Finland.

In Finland, there are two categories of viola-
tion regarding responsible conduct of research.
The more serious category or misconduct in-
cludes the three subcategories fabrication, fal-
sification and plagiarism, internationally known
as FFP. An additional distinguished Finnish fea-
ture in this category is the misappropriation of
another researcher’s research idea, dataset, or
observation.

The second, less severe category is the
disregard for responsible conduct of research,
which refers to gross negligence in various
stages of the research process. This includes,
for example, self-plagiarism or the intentional
omission of a researcher’s name from the list of
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authors in ajoint article. Such condemnable ac-
tions have also been incorporated into the 2017
revised European Code of Conduct for Research
Integrity (All European Academies, ALLEA).

Moreover, the Finnish guidelines list other
irresponsible practices, such as exaggerating
one’s scholarly and scientific achievements in
a CV, or misleading the general public through
the media. In their most serious forms, these
practices may be considered RCR violations.

The RCR guidelines apply to all academic
disciplines in Finland. They apply not only to
regular research and publishing activities, but
also to all decision-making and evaluation con-
cerning research, such as referee activities and
teaching. The guidelines apply to doctoral dis-
sertations and Master’s theses, but do not apply
to Bachelor’s and Master’s degree students.

When there is an allegation of scientific mis-
conduct, the investigation is always a strenuous
ordeal. A researcher’s career - their reputation
and honour - is at stake. The process is strenu-
ous for both the person making the allegation,
usually the “victim” of the case, and the person
suspected of the violation, even if the allega-
tion is ultimately proven to be unfounded. It is
therefore extremely important to resolve the
case thoroughly and impartially and to hear all
the parties in the investigation. The Finnish RCR
process ensures the legal protection of all the
parties involved.

Under the Finnish RCR process, the
investigation of an allegation is carried out in
the research organisation where the suspected
researcher works. Every serious allegation
of misconduct is investigated by its own
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investigation committee. This committee
includes experts from the academic discipline in
question, qualified legal persons and at least two
members outside the organisation. The process
is led by the head of the research organisation
in question — usually the rector of a university —
whose duty it is to oversee the interests of the
whole organisation and to put them before
those of individual departments, faculties or
academic disciplines. The head can resolve
clear misconduct or less severe cases through
the quicker process of a preliminary inquiry.
It is in the interest of the organisation whose
actions have been brought under suspicion
that all allegations taken into consideration
are investigatedtransparently through the
RCR process. At the same time, the scientific
credibility and reputation of the organisation
must be ensured. In the Finnish model, the
investigating organisation is responsible for all
of the costs resulting from the investigation.

If the investigation finds a severe RCR viola-
tion, the reputation of the researcher implicat-
ed of misconduct is tarnished. Furthermore, any
errors and unfairness found must be rectified
as defined in the RCR guidelines, for example
concerning authorship questions. The parties
involved, the scientific community of the disci-
pline in question, TENK and the funders of the
research must be provided with a report on the
findings of an investigation. The research organ-
isation will make the decision concerning other
consequences. If the case includes, for example,
suspected financial abuse or other legal infrac-
tions, these issues will be handled in separate
judicial proceedings under Finnish law.

One crucial part of the RCR process is
that parties dissatisfied with the procedure
or the outcome may submit a request for a
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statement from an unaffiliated outside party, in
other words TENK, within six months. The final
decision-making on the case is then given to
TENK. When issuing statements, TENK will only
take a stance on matters concerning research
integrity. TENK does not interfere in differences
in scientific opinion or employment disputes
that are often associated with the cases.

TENK must be informed of all allegations
and inquiries so that it can monitor the state of
scientific misconduct in Finland.

How to create a framework for self-regulation
that is credible and trustworthy? In comparison
to other countries, the unique aspect of the
Finnish model is that Finnish universities and
research institutes have voluntarily signed and
committed to following the guidelines. Today,
it would be completely unthinkable in Finland
that a university would not make this commit-
ment. Finnish research organisations also com-
ply with the RCR guidelines and the recommen-
dations of TENK statements, usually to the letter.

In order to build a successful system of
self-regulation within the scientific community
there must be a national-level organisation that
oversees the functionality of the framework and
to whom complaints can be submitted. In Fin-
land, TENK serves in this capacity. TENK does
not investigate cases itself, because it cannot
process complaints about its own activities: that
would be a conflict of interest. Costwise, the
Finnish framework is rather conservative, tak-
ing into consideration that the reputation of re-

search organisations is on the line. A framework
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comparable to the Finnish one can be launched
anywhere, in small steps and at a low cost.

For a framework for self-regulation to work,
at least the following four factors are required:

1. National, regularly revised guidelines that
define both scientific misconduct and the
process used for investigating allegations of
misconduct

2. Universities and research organisations that
have committed themselves to the guidelines
(and will investigate suspected allegations in
accordance with the guidelines)

3. Researchers who are aware of the guidelines
and adhere to them

4. A national committee that draws up the
guidelines and handles complaints involving
them

How would a self-regulation framework like
the Finnish model be launched? How does
this framework work in practice, and how is it
revised? The following steps show how to start
implementing the framework.

- A national decision should be made to launch
a self-regulation framework for research integ-
rity and to establish a research integrity com-
mittee amongst the scientific community and
the ministry that sees to matters in science and
higher education, or a similar national body
that handles matters in science. The scientific
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community includes researchers, universities
and other higher education institutions, science
and research institutes, and important national
bodies that finance science.

- The existence of a research integrity commit-
tee can be legislated by law or established by a
parliamentary decision to ensure the continuity
of its activities. These activities may be based
on, for example, a common body that is estab-
lished and financed by a network of research
organisations and universities, such as what is
found in Austria.

- The position of a research integrity committee
secretary-general should be filled and an office
established. The office should be physically lo-
cated outside of organisations carrying out re-
search; in the beginning, a one- to two-person
secretariat should be enough for planning and
implementing committee matters.

- Research integrity committee procedural rules
should be drafted, and permanent financing for
the committee should be confirmed.

- A chair and several other members should be
appointed on the basis of research and science
policy for this scientific committee.

- The secretary-general should produce a draft
of national RCR guidelines together with the
committee. These guidelines would include, at
the very least, the definition of research mis-
conduct and the procedure for carrying out
an investigation. The committee should ask for
feedback from the scientific community and the
ministry or similar body that handles science
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matters. The committee would make the final
approval of the guidelines.

- The guidelines should be made publicly avail-
able in the national language(s) of the country
and (at least) in English.

- Higher education institutions and research
organisations should begin to adhere to the
guidelines by signing a commitment form. A
collective signing event could be organised.

- This commitment would obligate research or-
ganisations to promote responsible conduct of
research and research integrity, to offer research
integrity training for their members, and to be-
gin the RCR process if a member is suspected of
research misconduct. All parties must be heard
in this process.

- The names of the organisations that commit
themselves to the guidelines, recommenda-
tions and other activities of the research integ-
rity committee should all be displayed on the
committee’s website.

- The national research integrity committee
would oversee the RCR processes and serve as
a body that handles appeals.

- The RCR guidelines would be revised as need-
ed.

- Alongside the RCR guidelines, other national
recommendations on special issues regarding
research integrity could be drafted.

Dr. Sanna-Kaisa Spoof, Secretary General,
Finnish National Board on Research
Integrity TENK
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Board on Research
Integrity (TENK) has drawn up the guidelines
for the responsible conduct of research and for
handling alleged violations of conduct (the RCR
guidelines) in co-operation with the Finnish re-
search community. The guidelines were taken
into use in 1994 and the most recent update
took place in 2012. The objective is to promote
the responsible conduct of research while en-
suring that any alleged violations are handled
with competence and fairness and as quickly as
possible.

The RCR guidelines provide researchers
with a model for the responsible conduct of
research. The effectiveness of these guidelines
is based on a voluntary commitment by the
research community to adhere to them, and
to increase awareness of the principles of re-
search integrity. The RCR guidelines apply to
all academic disciplines in Finland, and a list
of the organisations that have committed to
these guidelines can be found on TENK's web-
site www.tenk.fi.

The objective of these guidelines is to
promote the responsible conduct of research
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and to prevent misconduct in research in all
organisations involved in research work, such
as universities, universities of applied sciences
and research institutes under public funding.
These guidelines are also to be adhered to,
whenever applicable, when co-operating with
enterprises and other partners, either national-
ly or internationally.

The premise of the RCR guidelines is that
promoting the responsible conduct of research
and handling alleged violations of the respon-
sible conduct of research are primarily the re-
sponsibility of the organisations conducting
research. When the RCR process has been final-
ised by the organisation, if any party is dissatis-
fied with the ruling, it may request a statement
from TENK. In its other activities, TENK focuses
on promoting the responsible conduct of re-
search, as well as formulating and publicising
common guidelines in co-operation with the
research organisations.

In addition to the RCR guidelines, TENK has
published other national guidelines, such as
Ethical principles of research in the humanities
and social and behavioural sciences and pro-
posals for ethical review and, in co-operation
with the research community, has formulated
a model CV for researchers, Template for re-
searcher’s curriculum vitae.

In Finnish, the term research ethics is a
general concept that covers all the ethical
viewpoints and evaluations that are related
to science and research. The scope of these
guidelines is, however, narrower and refers
to following and promoting an ethically
responsible and proper course of action in
research, as well as identifying and preventing
violations and dishonesty in all research. In
English, this concept is usually referred to as
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research integrity, a term that emphasises the
honesty and integrity that all researchers are
required to adopt in their research activities.

TENK does not intervene when there are
violations of the norms of a specific academic
discipline if these violations do not at the same
time constitute a violation as described in the
RCR guidelines. Furthermore, TENK does not
address alleged violations of the law, such as
copyright law or patent law.

As TENK focuses solely on the research in-
tegrity issues mentioned above, its statements
comment only on whether the RCR investiga-
tion has been conducted in compliance with
these guidelines, and whether there has been a
violation of the responsible conduct of research.
In other words, TENK does not comment on
matters of opinion regarding science, disputes
between different schools of thought, or issues
of professional ethics.

In Finland, certain academic disciplines
have their own ethical norms and governing
bodies, such as the National Advisory Board on
Social Welfare and Health Care Ethics (ETENE),
the National Committee on Medical Research
Ethics (TUKIJA) and the Advisory Board on Bio-
technology (BTNK). These boards and commit-
tees offer advice on professional ethics in more
detail, for example, by offering information on
the relationship between the researcher and
the research subject. In addition, some institu-
tions, such as hospitals, universities, universities
of applied sciences and research institutes, have
regional and organisation-specific advisory
boards on research integrity.

Moreover, there has been extensive inter-
national debate on the common principles of
research integrity and on how to identify vio-
lations of the responsible conduct of research.
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Codes of conduct that have been jointly created
and agreed upon include The European Code of
Conduct for Research Integrity (ALL European
Academies ALLEA, Revised edition 2017), the
Singapore Statement on Research Integrity
(World Conference on Research Integrity 2010,
Singapore), the Uniform Requirements for
Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals
(International Committee of Medical Journal
Editors, ICMJE), and the Code of Conduct and
Best Practice Guidelines for Journal Editors
(Committee on Publication Ethics, COPE 2011).
The RCR guidelines are in accordance with
the international codes of conduct. The RCR
guidelines also provide the guidelines for inves-
tigating alleged RCR violations in Finland.

In order for research to be ethically acceptable
and reliable and for its results to be credible,
the research must be conducted according to
the responsible conduct of research. Applying
the guidelines for the responsible conduct of
research within the research community con-
stitutes a form of self-regulation that is bound
by legislation. Furthermore, the responsible
conduct of research is an integral part of the
quality assurance of research organisations.

From the point of view of research integri-
ty, the premises for the responsible conduct of
research are the following:

1.The research follows the principles that are
endorsed by the research community: that
is, integrity, meticulousness, and accuracy in
conducting research, and in recording, pre-

senting, and evaluating the research results.
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2.The methods applied for data acquisition as
well as for research and evaluation conform
to scientific criteria and are ethically sustain-
able. When publishing the research results,
the results are communicated in an open and
responsible fashion that is intrinsic to the dis-
semination of scientific knowledge.

3. The researcher takes due account of the work
and achievements of other researchers by re-
specting their work, citing their publications
appropriately, and by giving their achieve-
ments the credit and weight they deserve in
carrying out the researcher’s own research
and publishing its results.

4.The researcher complies with the standards
set for scientific knowledge in planning and
conducting the research, in reporting the
research results and in recording the data
obtained during the research.

5.The necessary research permits have been
acquired and the preliminary ethical review
that is required for certain fields of research
has been conducted.

6. Before beginning the research or recruiting
the researchers, all parties within the research
project or team (the employer, the principal
investigator, and the team members) agree
on their rights, responsibilities, and obliga-
tions, principles concerning authorship, and
questions concerning archiving and access-
ing the data in a manner that is approved by
all parties. These agreements may be further
specified during the course of the research.
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7. Sources of financing, conflicts of interest or
other commitments relevant to the conduct
of research are announced to all members
of the research project and the research
subjects and reported when publishing the
research results.

8.Researchers refrain from all science- and
research-related evaluation and decision-
making situations when there is reason to
suspect a conflict of interest.

9.The research organisation adheres to good
personnel and financial administration prac-
tices and takes into account questions related
to data protection.

In addition, researchers also need to comply
with the practices listed above when working
as teachers or instructors, when applying for
research positions or for research funding, as
well as when functioning as experts in their
field both inside and outside the research com-
munity.

Besides research activity, the principles of
responsible conduct of research apply to teach-
ing materials, written and spoken statements,
evaluations, CVs and publication lists, as well
as to societal interaction in both printed and
electronic publication channels, including so-
cial media.

Each individual researcher and research
group member is primarily responsible for
complying with the principles of the respon-
sible conduct of research. Nonetheless, the
responsibility also rests on the whole research
community: research groups and their principal
investigators, the directors of research units and
the management of research organisations.
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Universities and universities of applied
sciences should ensure that their students are
well-versed in the principles of the responsible
conduct of research and that the teaching of
research integrity is integrated into their grad-
uate and postgraduate programmes. Research
institutes, for their part, should ensure that
research integrity training is available for their
staff. In addition, it is the task of every doctoral
research training unit to handle special ques-
tions regarding the responsible conduct of re-
search that are pertinent to the respective field
of education as part of their doctoral research
training programme. In order to guarantee the
practice of the responsible conduct of research,
universities and universities of applied sciences
should offer continuing education in research
integrity to their teachers, thesis supervisors,
researchers, heads of research groups and other
experts.

Learned societies in Finland can promote
the responsible conduct of research, for exam-
ple, through a peer review system for scholarly
and scientific publications. In addition, research
funding organisations, such as foundations,
funds, the Academy of Finland, the Finnish
Funding Agency for Technology and Innova-
tion (Tekes), as well as Finland’s Prime Minister’s
Office, can also encourage the researchers on
projects funded by these organisations to com-
mit themselves to the responsible conduct of
research, and consequently, when feasible, to
follow the RCR guidelines in the handling of
alleged violations of the responsible conduct
of research.

FINNISH NATIONAL BOARD ON RESEARCH INTEGRITY TENK
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to be professionally com-
petent, they need to master the knowledge and
the methodology associated with their field as
well as to comply with ethically sustainable re-
search practices.

Lack of competence in the field and
negligence in conducting research and in re-
cording, archiving and reporting research re-
sults are a sign of the poor professional skills
of a researcher, decrease the reliability of the
results obtained by the researcher, and may
even invalidate the research itself. However,
negligence and shortcomings in knowledge
do not necessarily mean that a researcher’s pro-
fessional practices are questionable in terms of
research integrity.

Violations of the responsible conduct of
research refer to unethical and dishonest prac-
tices that damage research and, in the worst
cases, invalidate the research results. Violations
of the responsible conduct of research consist
of actions that may have been committed ei-
ther intentionally or through negligence. While
it is difficult to define these types of violations
in detail and unambiguously, it is possible to
characterise ethically irresponsible practices
with the help of examples.

In Finland, violations of the responsible
conduct of research can be classified into the
following two categories:

- Research misconduct
- Disregard for the responsible conduct of
research
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Research misconduct and disregard for the
responsible conduct of research may occur
in planning and performing the research and
in presenting the research results and con-
clusions. Allegations of research misconduct
and disregard for the responsible conduct of
research are dealt with through the procedure
for handling alleged violations of the respon-
sible conduct of research. This is referred to as
the RCR process. Disregard for the responsible
conduct of research and research misconduct
violate the responsible conduct of research,
but they may also violate the law.

In addition to misconduct and disregard,
other types of ethically irresponsible research
practices may occur in the research commu-
nity. However, sincere differences of opinion
that result from the interpretations and assess-
ments of research results belong to academic
and scientific debate and do not violate the
responsible conduct of research.

Research misconduct refers to misleading the
research community and often also to mislead-
ing decision-makers. This includes presenting
false data or results to the research community
or spreading false data or results in a publi-
cation, in a presentation given at a scientific
or scholarly meeting, in a manuscript that is
intended to be published, in study materials
or in applications for funding. Furthermore,
misconduct refers to misappropriating other
researchers’ work and to representing other
researchers’ work as one’s own.

Research misconduct is further divided in-
to the following four subcategories:

FINNISH NATIONAL BOARD ON RESEARCH INTEGRITY TENK

HIH AR R AR B A B B AR ST ERIITFE
73 7o AT MR RN PP I T SR T A Y LS
AR BB T ARR S NER M5 E
B 7E 7 NI o

FARNFTARIGRSFRFHTHN W2 E 5
RFUREEE BT A X BRI ARSI BERE
BB EE R s DU AR AL 15 e R iE sl
SER IR AR SRR U R TR B 7R
PRI BT B R T AN IX AT N AR A
HAATFLN BB TAERCR R AR SRR N H
CB T

FARAIAT A AT 73 LR A2

- HEERIE A AR R G MRS R S
2 MRS S RO IR fE T T & A
WRETTT 3RS o MRt R RS FE T LR & R R
FRIERZE R



FINNISH NATIONAL BOARD ON RESEARCH INTEGRITY TENK

- Fabrication refers to presenting invented
observations to the research community.
In other words, the fabricated observations
have not been made by using the methods
as claimed in the research report. Fabrication
also means presenting invented results in a
research report.

- Falsification (misrepresentation) refers to
modifying and presenting original observa-
tions deliberately so that the results based on
those observations are distorted. The falsifi-
cation of results refers to the scientifically un-
founded modification or selection of research
results. Falsification also refers to the omission
of results or information that are essential for
the conclusions.

- Plagiarism, or unacknowledged borrowing, re-
fers to representing another person’s material
as one’s own without appropriate references.
This includes research plans, manuscripts,
articles, other texts or parts of them, visual
materials, or translations. Plagiarism includes
direct copying as well as adapted copying.

- Misappropriation refers to the unlawful pres-
entation of another person’s result, idea, plan,
observation or data as one’s own research.

In international guidelines, misconduct is
usually divided into three categories: fabrica-
tion, falsification and plagiarism, which is also
referred to as the FFP categorisation. The tra-
dition in Finland has been to maintain a more
comprehensive and analytical categorisation;
hence, misappropriation is separated from
plagiarism and is considered to be a distinct
category.
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Disregard for the responsible conduct of re-
search manifests itself as gross negligence and
carelessness during the research process. This
type of behaviour can be identified when re-
searchers engage in:

- denigrating the role of other researchers in
publications, such as neglecting to mention
them, and referring to earlier research results
inadequately or inappropriately;

- reporting research results and methods in a
careless manner, resulting in misleading claims;

- inadequate record-keeping and archiving of
results and research data;

- publishing the same research results multiple
times ostensibly as new and novel results (also
referred to as self-plagiarism);

- misleading the research community in other
ways in terms of one’s own research work.

Other irresponsible practices may also occurin
research. For example, researchers may engage
in:

- manipulating authorship, for example, by
including in the list of authors persons who
have not participated in the research, or by
taking credit for work produced by what is
referred to as ghost authors;
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- exaggerating one’s own scientific and schol-
arly achievements, for example, in a CV or its
translation, in a list of publications, or on one’s
homepage;

- expanding the bibliography of a study to arti-
ficially increase the number of citations;

- delaying the work of another researcher, for
example, through refereed peer reviewing;

- falsely and maliciously accusing a researcher

of RCR violations;

- hampering inappropriately the work of anoth-
er researcher by other means;

- misleading the general public by publicly
presenting deceptive or distorted information
concerning one’s own research, its results or
the scientific importance or applicability of
those results.

In their most serious forms, these practices may
meet the criteria of an RCR violation mentioned
above.
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interests of society, the re-
search community, and the researchers, to resol-
ve all allegations of research misconduct. The
RCR guidelines published by TENK are internal
ethical guidelines for the Finnish research com-
munity and are used to address allegations of
violations of the responsible conduct of research
at universities, universities of applied sciences,
research institutes, and in other research organi-
sations under public funding. The research orga-
nisations that have signed the agreement have
committed themselves to applying the procedu-
res in question to cases of alleged violations of
the responsible conduct of research.

The guidelines apply to investigations into
the alleged violations of the responsible con-
duct of research. In addition to research and
publications, they also apply to all other types
of written works in conjunction with academic
activities, irrespective of their form of publica-
tion. These works include textbooks, funding
applications, project applications, poster pres-
entations, evaluations of academic theses, and
referee statements.

These guidelines also apply to investiga-
tions of alleged RCR violations in academic
theses submitted for a Master’s degree or a
higher academic degree, including the higher
degrees in the universities of applied sciences,
even when the thesis is not published. If the ap-
proval of the thesis is pending, or the candidate
has not yet been granted permission to defend
the thesis, the institution can investigate the
allegations by following another procedure,
unless the researcher suspected of an RCR
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violation insists on an investigation according
to these guidelines.

Research misconduct and disregard for the
responsible conduct of research will not expire.
However, universities, universities of applied
sciences or research institutions can decide
not to conduct an RCR investigation when a
significant amount of time has passed since the
alleged violation and the investigation would
no longer affect ethically sustainable research
practices, research quality assurance or the
legal protection of other parties. On request,
TENK will provide a statement regarding the
decision made by the institution (see guide-
lines for the RCR Process).

In addition to following these guidelines,
investigations into alleged RCR violations also
need to take general legislation into account.
Investigations into alleged RCR violations do
not handle issues that are related to criminal
law, copyright law, or labour law, or into other
legal issues that may be related to the alleged
violation.

The investigation procedure for alleged vi-
olations of the responsible conduct of research
involves three steps:

- A written notification
- A preliminary inquiry
- The investigation proper

The most crucial factors ensuring legal protec-
tion are:

-The fairness and the impartiality of the
process

- The hearing of all the involved parties

-The competence and quickness of the

process
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This requires that each phase of the procedure
be carefully documented and that the parties’
right to information and their other rights
concerning the procedure are respected. If a
party of the procedure does not have a suffi-
cient command of Finnish or Swedish, then
the language used during the investigation,
for example, in hearings and documents, is the
language commonly used by the researcher
with the organisation.

The person responsible for adhering to the
guidelines of the procedure and for making the
decisions during the whole process is the rector
of the university, or if the university so decides,
the chancellor, or the rector of a university of
applied sciences, or the director of the research
organisation. The decision-making cannot be
delegated to another person.

The notification of an alleged RCR violation
is to be sent to the respective university or uni-
versity of applied sciences or to the research in-
stitute at which the research has primarily been
conducted. If those alleged to have committed
a violation have worked in several research
communities, the handling of the alleged vi-
olation requires co-operation between the
respective organisations, which are to agree
amongst themselves as to how to conduct the
investigation.

Any RCR investigation procedure that
takes place in Finland must follow the princi-
ples of the Finnish Administrative Procedure
Act (434/2003). These principles determine,
among other matters, the grounds for good
administration and for disqualification.

An allegation regarding an RCR violation
and the decisions related to this allegation dur-
ing the various phases of the RCR process are
to be reported to TENK, so that it can monitor
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compliance to the guidelines and the state of
research integrity in Finland. Although all doc-
uments sent to the authorities or produced by
them are generally public, in accordance with
the Finnish Act on Openness of Government
Activities (621/1999), the research organisa-
tion is, when sending the documents to TENK,
obliged to take into account the secrecy obli-
gations that apply to the information included
in the documents.

For joint international projects that in-
clude researchers working in Finnish research
communities, in special cases, the investigation
does not have to adhere to the Finnish guide-
lines, but may be conducted according to the
guidelines used by the foreign organisation in
charge of the project. The Finnish party partic-
ipating in the project is obliged to contribute
to the appropriate investigation of the alleged
RCR violation.

Additional information on applying the
RCR guidelines can be obtained from the Sec-
retary General of TENK.

1. The allegation of a violation of the responsible
conduct of research must be communicated
in writing to the rector or to another person
responsible for the decision-making as stated
above (hereafter the rector). This notification
must be submitted to the organisation at
which the alleged violation has occurred or
is presumed to occur. The notification must
specify the type of the alleged violation of re-
sponsible conduct of research, as well as the
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grounds for the allegation. The notification
cannot be submitted anonymously.

The rector can also initiate an investiga-
tion of allegations that have come to their
attention from other channels. TENK can also
recommend an investigation if it has reason
to suspect a violation within the organisation
in question.

2.The rector decides whether to initiate a pre-
liminary inquiry. A preliminary inquiry is un-
necessary when:

- the allegation does not constitute a viola-
tion that falls within the scope of the RCR
guidelines

- it becomes clear without further action
that the notification is unfounded, or

- there is another justified reason for not
proceeding, such as a preliminary inquiry
that has already been initiated by another
research organisation

A reasoned decision not to initiate a prelim-
inary inquiry must be communicated to the
instigator of the allegation, to the person
alleged of a violation, and to TENK. If any
party is dissatisfied with the decision, they
may request a statement from TENK within
six months of the date of being notified of
the decision (see Point 12).

If a decision is made to conduct a prelim-
inary inquiry, the instigator of the allegation,
the person alleged to have committed a vi-
olation and TENK must be notified immedi-
ately of the inquiry and of the grounds for it.

3.The purpose of the preliminary inquiry is to
initially determine the validity of the alle-
gations of a violation that are stated in the
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notification and the evidence that has been
presented to support these allegations. The
instigator of the allegation, the person al-
leged to have committed a violation, and,
if necessary, experts and other persons in-
volved, will be heard during the preliminary
inquiry. The preliminary inquiry must be con-
ducted within three months of receiving the
notification, unless there are specific reasons
to grant additional time for the completion
of the inquiry.

4.0n the basis of the preliminary inquiry, if
the allegation turns out to be unfounded,
the rector will make a reasoned decision to
discontinue the investigation process. This
decision must be communicated to the per-
son alleged to have committed a violation, to
the instigator of the allegation, as well as to
TENK. This decision may also be made public
if so requested by the person alleged to have
committed a violation or if the publishing of
it is otherwise deemed necessary.

This decision must state that any party
dissatisfied with the decision can request a
statement from TENK within six months of
being notified of the decision (see Point 12).

The rector will decide on the potential
consequences should the allegations regard-
ing the violation of the RCR be unfounded.

5.1f after the preliminary inquiry, there is
still reason to suspect disregard for the re-
sponsible conduct of research or research
misconduct, the rector must initiate the in-
vestigation proper. Conducting this investi-
gation is unnecessary when the preliminary
inquiry has revealed that a violation of the
RCR has occurred, the person alleged to have
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committed a violation agrees with the results
of the preliminary inquiry, and there is oth-
erwise no other specific reason to conduct
the investigation. In this case, the rector will
make the decision based on the preliminary
inquiry, as stipulated in Point 9.

Aninvestigation proper is, however, war-
ranted if the preliminary inquiry has revealed
indications of wider-ranging misconduct
than was initially suspected.

6. For the investigation proper, the rector will
establish an investigation committee and
invite expert members to join, one of whom
will be appointed as head of the committee.
The investigation committee must have the
necessary expertise in the academic disci-
pline in question, as well as the legal or other
expertise required. At least two members of
the committee must be external to the or-
ganisation conducting the investigation. The
appointment of the investigation committee
and its activities must be in accordance with
the Finnish Administrative Procedure Act
and its general stipulations about disqualifi-
cation.The parties concerned and TENK must
be notified of the initiation of the investiga-
tion proper.

7.The investigation needs to be conducted as
quickly as possible. Each phase, such as the
hearing of the different parties, must be care-
fully documented. If the investigation com-
mittee has not completed the investigation
within six months of it being established, it
must submit a report concerning the delay
to the rector, who will then make a decision
regarding the additional time required.
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8.The investigation committee is to submit a final
report on its work. This report needs to include:

- An account of the events prior to estab-
lishing the investigation committee, such as
an account of the research or the activities
alleged to represent a violation, as well as
the evidence for the allegation
- An account of the investigation commit-
tee’s tasks and activities and of the hearing
of the parties
- A reasoned assessment of the investiga-
tion committee to determine whether the
suspected activity in each specific allega-
tion in the written notification constitutes
research misconduct or disregard for the
responsible conduct of research. If a vio-
lation has been uncovered, a reasoned as-
sessment needs to be included concerning
the nature, severity and frequency of oc-
currence of the violation of the responsible
conduct of research
- When necessary, a list of the research ma-
terial, results and publications that, in the
opinion of the investigation committee,
contain research misconduct or disregard
for the responsible conduct of research
- A proposal concerning the publishing of
the conclusions of the final report as stip-
ulated in Point 9, and possible proposals
on how the consequences of the violation
should be rectified.

The rector will ask that both the person al-
leged to have committed a violation and the
instigator of the allegation submit responses
to the final report.
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9.The rector will decide on whether or not
a violation of the responsible conduct of
research has occurred. This decision must
be communicated to the person alleged to
have committed a violation, to the instigator
of the allegation, as well as to TENK. This deci-
sion must mention that any party dissatisfied
with the decision can request a statement
from TENK within six months of the decision
(see Point 12).

If the investigation finds that research
misconduct has occurred, measures must
be taken to publish the conclusions of the
final report in a manner deemed appropriate
by the investigation committee and, when
possible, at least in the publication channel
where the fraudulent research findings or
results based on fraudulent means have al-
ready been published.

In addition, the reported RCR violation
can lead to other sanctions that the rector is
justified or obligated to impose on the basis
of, for instance, administrative, criminal, or
labour law or on the grounds of contract law.

If a violation of the responsible conduct
of research has occurred, the sanction for
that violation must be in just proportion to
the severity of the violation.

10. If the investigation finds that the person
alleged to have committed a violation has
not violated the responsible conduct of
research, the person alleged to have com-
mitted a violation and the instigator of the
allegation must be notified of this decision.
Furthermore, an effort must be made to
publish the findings of the investigation in
an appropriate publication channel if the
person alleged to have committed a viola-
tion so desires, or if there are other compel-
ling reasons.
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11. If the person alleged to have committed a
violation works at a research organisation
other than the one in which the allegation
has been handled or receives external re-
search funding, the final report of the inves-
tigation must be submitted to the employer
or the funding organisation.

12.The person alleged to have committed a
violation or the instigator of the allegation
can request a statement from TENK if said
party is dissatisfied with the rector’s deci-
sion, with the procedures adopted in the
preliminary inquiry or the investigation
proper, or with the conclusions of the final
report. This request must be justified and it
must address the specific questions that are
the basis for the statement requested. If the
RCR process is not yet completed, no state-
ment regarding the procedures or decisions
of the interim phases can be requested. The
request for a statement must be submitted

within six months of the decision.
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TENK must process the matter without delay,
within five months of receiving the request for
a statement, on the basis of the documents
submitted to it. Furthermore, TENK must issue
a statement addressed to the party that has
contacted TENK, and this statement must also
be delivered to the rector and to the other par-
ties involved.

When compiling the statement, TENK may,
if needed, request a written response to the
request for a statement from the parties con-
cerned and from the organisation with whose
decision or procedures the person requesting
the statement is dissatisfied. The person re-
questing the statement is to be given an oppor-
tunity to comment on these responses. TENK's
statement and the documents, including the
appendices, used in compiling this statement
are, in principle, publicly available after the
statement has been issued.

In its statement, TENK may propose that
the rector conduct an additional investigation
if there are well-founded reasons for this in the
material provided for the preliminary inquiry, in
the final report of the investigation proper, orin
the information provided by an involved party
in its request for a statement.

TENK may, for well-founded reasons, rec-
ommend an additional investigation without a
request for a statement.

TENK does not take part in the preliminary
inquiry or the investigation proper and it does
not arrange hearings.

The guidelines for formulating a request
for a statement can be found on TENK's web-
site, www.tenk.fi/en.
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The Finnish National Board on Research Integrity TENK

is a body of specialists as appointed by the Ministry of Education and Culture
in Finland on the proposal of the scientific community. TENK was founded in
1991 by decree to handle ethical issues on scientific research and to promote
research integrity. Universities, universities of applied sciences and other
research organisations in Finland have voluntarily committed to comply with
TENK's guidelines on responsible conduct of research.
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