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Preface

CaHHa-Karica Cnoo¢: «Cncrema camoperynmpoBaHua
B cpepe HayuyHom 3TMKK. DMHCKaA mogenb Lar 3a Wwarom.»

«Jlo6bpocoBecTHaA NpaKTMKa Hay4HbIX NCCNeaoBaHN 1
paccMmoTpeHne NoAo3pPEeHUI B HapyLLUEeHNN ee NPUHLUIMOB B
OuHnaHagumn». PykoBoacTBo, paspabotaHHoe OUHNAHACKNM
HaLuvOHaNnbHbIM COBETOM NO Hay4yHOW 3TuKe B 2012 ropy. U3paHHaa B
2019 ropy Bepcma ana MmexxgyHapoaHbIX Hay4HbIX coobLecTs.
BBepgeHune
[lo6pocoBecTHas NPaKTUKa Hay4YHbIX UCCIIeAOBaHMIA
HapyuweHunsa npuHLUMNoB J06pocoBeCTHON
NPaKTUKN Hay4HbIX mccnenosaumﬁ
MoLueHH1YecTBO B Hay4yHoM chepe
MpeHebpexeHne NprHLMNamn Jo6poCcoBECTHOM
NPaKTUKN HayYHbIX mccnenosaHmﬁ
MHble 6€30TBETCTBEHHbIE 1eNCTBYUA
VIHCprKI.WIl/I no paccMoTpeHunro nvospeHm?l B HapywieHUn npnHuynnos
A06POCOBECTHOI NPaKTUKN HayUYHbIX UCC/IefoBaHU
Mpouepypa paccMOTpeHUA NOJO3PEHUI B HapyLUEHUM MPUHLMNOB AO6POCOBECTHON

NPaKTUKN Hay4HbIX NCCNIeA0BaHUNI, TO eCTb Npoueaypa AMNH






Preface

This volume introduces the framework
of academic integrity in Finland for the
international audience, especially for Russian
readers. The work consists of two parts: 1) an
introduction 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 in Russian 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 establishing 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
guidelines on responsible conduct of
research (RCR) in Finland. How is it defined?
What constitutes research misconduct?

How are allegations of research misconduct
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investigated in Finland? This information of
the Finnish framework of academic integrity
is intended especially for the benefit of
Russian students and researchers in Finland.
The guidelines presented here are based on
a lightly edited version of the Responsible
Conduct of Research and Procedures 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 Victoria
Kompanets for language-checking the
Russian translation.



http://www.tenk.fi/en
http://www.responsibleresearch.fi
http://www.responsibleresearch.fi
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A framework for self-
regulation in research
integrity: the Finnish model
step by step

Sanna-Kaisa Spoof

One of the oldest sets of guidelines on
the national level for research integrity, which
define 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 overview of the Finnish method
for investigating scientific misconduct, written
with the international reader in mind. It can
be read in conjunction with the Responsible
Conduct of Research and Procedures for
Handling Allegations of Misconduct in Finland,
or the so-called RCR guidelines, 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
investigations. There are two courses of
action for determining scientific misconduct,
investigating allegations, and imposing
sanctions: a model based on legislation,

Cucrema
camoperynupoBaHus B cpepe
HayuyHou 3Tukn. DnHckan
MoZenb war 3a warom.

CaHHa-Kanca Cnoo¢

DuHCKaa mofgenb asnaeTca N3BeCTHLIM
1 NPU3HaHHbBIM Ha MeXAYHapOAHOM
YPOBHEe HOBaTOPCKMM 06pa3LomM CUCTEMbI
camoperynMpoBaHusa B chepe HayuHON STUKM.
OpfHO 13 cTapenmx HauMOHasbHbIX
PYKOBOZACTB MO Hay4YHOW 3TMKe,
onpefenAnLMX Kak cCamo NoHATME
MOLLEHHMYECTBA B Hay4HoW cdepe,
Tak 1 cnocobbl paccnefoBaHNsA Takoro
MOLLEHHMNYECTBA, ObINo pa3paboTaHo
B OuHnaHanun. OuHckaa moaenb
ABNAETCA N3BECTHbIM Y MPU3HAHHbIM Ha
MeXayHapOAHOM YPOBHE HOBaTOPCKMM
06pa3Lom eBpOMNencKomn cMcTembl
camoperynMpoBaHuWA Hay4HoOro coobLyecTsa.
B sToW cTaTbe NpeAcTaBneHbl OTNPaBHbIE
TOYKM 1 OCHOBHbIE YepTbl 3TOW MOAEeNuU,
a Take OMKnCcaHo, Kak OHa eCTBYeT Ha
npakTuke. B ctatbe npuBogaTca Takxke
peKomeHAaumnm KacaTesibHO TOro, Kak
noo6HyY0 CUCTEMY Ha NPaKTUKE MOXHO
BHEpPWTb, HAaNpPUMep, B KaKON-TO APYrown
CTpaHe Unun BHYTPY MHOWN HayYHOW KyNnbTypbl.
JTa CcTaTbA ABNAETCA afpPeCOBaHHbIM
3apyb6exxHbIM YntaTensam 063opom GUHCKoro
MeTofa paccieloBaHUA MOLLEHHNYEeCTBa B
Hayu4Hol cdepe. Ee MOXHO paccmaTtpurBaTb
HapAay C COCTaBNEHHbIM GUHCKM
HaLUMOHasIbHbIM COBETOM MO Hay4YHOW 3TUKe
pykoBogfcTBOM «[lobpocoBecTHas NpakTuKa
HayU4HbIX UCCNIeJOBaHN 1 pacCMOTPeHne



and a self-regulation model overseen by
the scientific community. When an RCR
investigation is based on national 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
rectifies 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) violations. In addition to
the internal regulations within the scientific
community, the Finnish model is based on the
openness and transparency of science as well
as the mutual trust between researchers and
research organisations. The framework would
work well in democracies akin to Finland.
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noJo3peHNI B HAPYLLEHUN €€ NPUHLUUMNOB

B OUHNAHAUNY, TO eCTb «PyKoBOACTBOM

no AMH», ony6nrMKoBaHHbIM Ha Pa3HbIX
A3blKax. NepBoHayanbHO PyKOBOACTBO 6bIIO
ony6nnKoBaHo Ha GUHCKOM, LIBEACKOM U
AHINNIACKOM A3bIKaXx.

Cenuac, B 2019 rogy, B EBpone gna
paccnefoBaHUA HAaPYLLAKOLWMX HAYUYHYIO STUKY
3noynotpebneHnin NPUMEHAIOTCA pa3Hble
HaLMOoHanbHble Mmogenu. ECTb Takke CTpaHbl,

B KOTOPbIX eLLe HET CBOel HaLMOHaNbHOM
cuctembl. CyllecTByeT Ba OCHOBHbIX Nogxoja
K onpeaeneHnto NOHATUA MOLLEHHNYEeCTBa

B Hay4HoI chepe, paccnenoBaHuio
NoJO3PEHNIN N Ha3HAUYEHUIO CAaHKLUUI: MOAENb,
OCHOBaHHas Ha 3aKOHOZATeNbCTBE, Y MOAENb
CaMoperynMpoBaHna Hay4YHOro coobLlecTsa.
Ecnun ceasaHHoe ¢ IIMTH paccnegosaHune
OCHOBaHO Ha 3aKOHOJATESNIbCTBE, TO CEPbEe3Hble
C/yyaun NCCnenoBaTenbCkoro MOLEHHNYECTBa
ABNAIOTCA OQHOBPEMEHHO NPECTYMNIEHNAMN.

B cnyyae cuctembl camoperynmpoBaHuma

3TO He TaK — HayKa camMa perynmpyert cebs,
MCNosb3yA ANA 3TOro akagemMmnyeckme MeTofpl.
Mpwy 3TOM HayYHOe co0bLLECTBO NPOBOAUT
paccnefoBaHne CaMOCTOATENBHO, Ha3HaYanA
CaHKUMW B COOTBETCTBUM C COBMECTHO
COrflacoBaHHbIMM OCHOBHbIMY NpPaBuIaMMu.

B OvHnAHAMM ncnonb3yeTca cnuctema,
OCHOBaHHasA Ha HaLUMOHaNbHOM PYKOBOACTBE
Nno BbIABNEHMIO U pacc/iefoBaHUI0
HapyLleHWI MPUHUMMNOB JO6POCOBECTHON
NPaKTUKK Hay4HbIX nccnegosanmi (AMH),
Bnepsble ony6nnkoBaHHOM B 1994 rogy. Ero
OTMpPaBHbIMU TOYKaMK, MOMUMO BHYTPEHHEro
perynnpoBaHna Hay4yHoro coobLuecTsa,
ABNAIOTCA TaKXKe OTKPBITOCTb M MPO3PaYHOCTb
HayKM, a Takke B3aMIMHOe [JoBepure Mmexay
nccnefoBaTeNnaMm 1 MccnegoBaTelbCKUMN
opraHuzauymamn. Cuctema nogxoamT
4NA 4eMOKpaTuiA, Nogo6HbIX GUHCKON
JeMOoKpaTuu.
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TENK monitors academic
integrity and the quality

of research in 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 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
secretariat. Even though TENK is financed
by the Ministry, the members are not paid a
salary. They attend meetings and deal with
misconduct cases alongside their own jobs.

Surveys have shown that citizens in
Finland have a high level of trust in science
and in researchers. 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.

OuHnaAHACKNNA
HaLMOHANbHbIN COBET No

HayuHou 3Tuke (TENK)

B OnHnAHAMM feATenbHOCTb YHUBEPCUTETOB
OCHOBaHa Ha camoynpasneHun 1 ceoboge
HayKu. MnHMCTEpPCTBO 06pa3oBaHNA 1
KyNbTypbl HaNpaBnAeT AeATeNIbHOCTb GUHCKUX
BbICLUNX YY€OHbIX 3aBEAEHUI U HAYYHO-
nccnefoBaTenbCKUX yUpexXaeHniA  BHOCUT
OCHOBHOW BK/aJ B X pUHaAHCMpPOBaHMe.
OUHNAHACKWIA HaLUOHANbHBIN COBET

no Hay4yHou 3Tmke (TENK) 6b1n1 ocHoBaH
napriameHTCKMM MOCTaHOBNIEHNEM B

1991 rogy. TENK aBnaeTca skcnepTHbIM
OpraHoM MMHUCTEPCTBA 0OPA30BaHNA 1
KYNbTYpbl, 3aja4ei KOTOPOro ABAAETCA
NPOABMKEHME MPVHLUMMOB HayYHOW STUKN U
npepoTBpalleHie MOLIEHHUYECTBa B HAayYHOM
coepe B DUHNAHZNN.

YneHamu coBeTa Ha TPeXNETHNI CPOK
MUHWNCTEPCTBO 06PA30BaHMA U KyNbTypbl
Ha3Ha4aeT 10 cneynanucToB 13 ynucna
npeanoKeHHbIX Hay4YHbIM COO6LLECTBOM
KaHAMAATOB, YUNTbIBAA NX HayYHble — He
nonuTnyeckne — 3acayru. YneHamum coseta
CTaHOBATCA YBaXkaemble NpeAcTaBuTeni
Hay4YHOro cOObLLeCTBa, Kak KEHLLWHBI, TaK
1 My>U4UHbI. COrnacHoO NOCTaHOBNEHNIO, B
TENK pomxHbl 6bITb NpefcTaBneHbl SKCNepThbl
13 pa3HblX 0b6nacTel HayKu, 3Hakomble
C pa3HbIM/ METOAAMU NCCNIeOBaHUN, a
TaKXe CneuyanunucTbl Mo Hay4YHOW 3TUKE ”
IopUaNYECKMM BOMpPOCaMm.

Denamn TENK, prHaHcupyemoro
MUHNCTEPCTBOM, 3aHNMAETCA HEOONbLLOWA
cekpeTapuart. 3apaboTHas nnata yneHam
CoBeTa He BbINiaunBaeTCA — OHU YYacTBYIOT B
cobpaHmsAX 1 N3yyatoT CJlyvan MOLIEHHNYECTBa
NMOMMMO CBOEI OCHOBHOW paboTbl.



The Ministry does not interfere with TENK'’s
activities or ethical courses of action.

In addition to monitoring scientific
misconduct, TENK plays an important role in
preventing 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.

Applying the Finnish model

and defining RCR violations

In Finland, the definitions of responsible
conduct of research and the investigations

of alleged misconduct are based on the
Responsible Conduct of Research and
Procedures for 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
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lNpoBeneHHble nccnegoBaHUA
MoKas3biBatoT, YTo B DUHAAHAMM YPOBEHb
[OBepuA rpaxaH K Hayke 1 ncciegoBaTenam
BecbMa BblcOK. TENK urpaet BaxkHyto
couuranbHY10 posib, BO MHOFOM OTBeYas 3a To,
yTO6bI GUHHDI 1 B AaNIbHEWLLIEM JOBEPASIN
Hay4HbIM pe3ynbTataM. C TOUKM 3peHuns
Hay4yHOro aBTopuTeTa 1 6eCNPUCTPaACTHOCTA
Heobxoaumo, uto6bl TENK gelictBoBan
He3aBNCMO OT HayUYHO-UCCNef0oBaTeNbCKMX
YyUpeXaeHWIN 1 BbICLLINX YYeOHbIX 3aBefEHUN,
a Takxe OT MMHUCTepcTBa. MMHUCTEPCTBO
06pa3oBaHMA U KyNbTYpbl HE BMELLNBAETCA B
paboTy unu 3TMYecKmne NPrHLMNbI COBETA.
TENK nrpaet Ba)KHyt0 poJib He TOJIbKO
B paccsieJoBaHNN CJlyvyaeB Hay4yHOro
MOLLUEHHMNYECTBA, HO U B MX NpeAoTBPaLLEeHU.
DTOW Uenu Cy>KUT KOHCYNbTaTUBHaA CUCTEMa,
BHefpeHHaA B OuHnangun B8 2017 roay. B ee
pamkax uccnegoBartefibCkme opraHu3aumm
Ha3HayvalT Ha MecTax cneynanncToB
Mo Hay4HoOW 3TNKe, KOTOPbIX 0byyaeTt
TENK. 3T cneymanuctbl oCywwecTBAAIOT B
CBOVIX OpraHu3auunsx nHGopmMrmpoBaHue
no ceA3saHHbIM ¢ [ANH Bonpocam n
JaloT nccnegoBaTenam JOCTYMHble
KOHUAEHUMaNbHble KOHCYNbTaLWN.

MpumeHeHne mopgenn n
onpepeneHvie HapyLeHNA
npuHuyvnos ANH

B (DVIHHHHJJ,I/IVI onpegeneHnAa NOHATNA
[06POCOBECTHON NPaKTUKM HAYUHbIX
NCCnefoBaHN N HapYLWEHNI ee NPUHLUMNOB,
KaK 1 paccnegoBaHne Taknx HapymeHvuh,
OCHOBbIBAITCA Ha U3gaHHOM OUHAAHACKUM
HaluMOHaNnbHbIM COBETOM NO Haquoﬂ 3TNKe
pykoBogcTBe «[JobpocoBecTHasA NpaKTMKa
Hay4HbIX I/ICCJ'Ie,El,OBaHMlZ N paccMmoTpeHune
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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 applied 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 research, for example taking into due
account the work and accomplishments of
other researchers, 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 investigating
misconduct allegations in Finland.

In Finland, there are two categories of
violation regarding responsible conduct
of research. The more serious category or
misconduct includes the three subcategories
fabrication, falsification and plagiarism,
internationally known as FFP. An additional
distinguished Finnish feature 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 authors in a joint article. Such condemnable
actions have also been incorporated into the
2017 revised European Code of Conduct for
Research Integrity (All European Academies,
ALLEA).

NoAo3peHnin B HapyLIeHNW ee NPUHLIMNOB

B QuHNAHAUNY, TO ecTb «PyKoBOACTBE NO
OMH» (cm. www.tenk.fi). TENK coctaBun ero

B COTPYAHMYECTBE C HaYUYHbIM COOOLLECTBOM.
OnbIT NpYMeHeHNA 3TOro pykoBoACTBa B
OuHNAHANMW HacuMTbIBAET ke 6onee 20 neT. B
nocnefHW pas oHoO pedakTupoBanoch B 2012
rogy.

SdbdeKTNBHOCTb PyKOBOACTBA
OCHOBaHa Ha TOM, YTO BCe YHUBEPCUTETHI,
YHVBEPCUTETbI NPUKNAAHbIX HAYK U
npoune nccnepoBaTenbCkue yupexxaeHus,
HaxopAwmeca B cpepe rocyfapCcTBEHHOro
bUHaHCMpoBaHUA, a Takxe KpynHewwmne
opraHu3aumnu, 3aH1mMatoLmecs
duHaHcMpoBaHuem HayKku, BO6POBOSILHO
B3A/1 Ha cebA 06:A3aTeNnbCTBO COHNIOAATD €ro.

CHayvana B pyKOBOACTBE OMNMCbIBAOTCA
Npri3HaKn O6POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKN
HayUHbIX UccnefoBaHui. K HAM oTHOCATCA,
Hanpymep, JOMMKHOE NPU3HaHVEe NPEXHNX
paboT apyrux nccnegosaTenen, cornacoBaHue
CBA3AHHbIX C aBTOPCTBOM BOMPOCOB BHYTPU
nccnepoBaTtesibCKoM Fpynbl, HeAOMYLEHWE
KOHGIMKTOB MHTEPECOB M Haf/exallee
nHbOPMMPOBaHME CO CTOPOHbI paboTofaTens.
JInwb nocne 3T0ro B pyKOBOACTBE JatOTCA
onpeaeneHnsa HapyweHuam npuHumnos AMNH
1 OMNKCbIBAEeTCA NpoLecc pacciefoBaHmsA
TaKUX HapyLeHWA.

B OvHAAHAMW BbIgenAioT ABe KaTeropumn
HapyLLeHW NPUHLMNOB AO6POCOBECTHON
NPaKTUKN Hay4HbIX nccnegoBaHni. K
Hanbonee cepbe3HbIM HapyLIEHNAM, TO eCTb
K MOLUEHHMYeCTBY, OTHOCAT babpukaumio
JaHHbIX, danbcmdukauuio 1 nnarvar.

Takoe genenue (fabrication, falsification n
plagiarism) nssectHo B Mu1pe Kak fieneHue
FFP. Cneundnueckon gna OuHnaHgun
0COGEHHOCTbIO ABNAETCA BblAeNIeHNE B
OTAEeNbHYI0 NOAKATEropUIo MPUCBOEHUA NAEN
VNIV NaHa nccnefoBaHWm, MpuHagnexaLmx



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
concerning research, such as referee activities
and teaching. The guidelines apply to doctoral
dissertations and Master’s theses, but do
not apply to Bachelor’s and Master’s degree
students.
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Lpyromy nccnefoBaresto.

MeHee TAXKKOW, YEM MOLLUEHHWNYECTBO,
KaTeropven HapyLeHnIn ABNAeTCA
npeHebpexeHre NprHLMNamm
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHUn, K KOTOPOMY OTHOCAT
rpy6yto HEOPEXKHOCTb Ha Pa3HbIX Tanax
uccnenoBatenbckol paboTbl. Takumun
HapyLeHUAMYN ABNAITCA, Hanpumep,
camonnaruat UM HamepeHHoe HeyKasaHue
B CNUCKe aBTOPOB COBMECTHOW CTaTby
WMeHW Jpyroro nccnegosatens. NogobHole
HefonyCTUMble AeAHMA BKITIOUEHbI TaKXKe B
ob6HoBneHHbIN B 2017 rogy Kopekc European
Code of Conduct for Research Integrity (All
European Academies ALLEA).

Takxe B GMHCKOM pyKoBOACTBE
nepeyncieHbl npoune 6e30TBETCTBEHHbIE
LencTBMA, TaKne Kak npeyBennyeHme
nccnegoBatesniemMm COGCTBEHHbBIX 3aCNyr Un
BBeJEHMe WMPOKOI Ny6nvKm B 3abnyxaeHne
yepes cpefcTBa MaccoBom MHPopmauun. B
CaMbIX Cepbe3HbIX CNTyYasax Takne AencTeus
MOTYT ObITb OTHECEHbI K HAPYLLUEHUAM
npuHumnos AMH.

B OuHnAHgMM «PYKOBOACTBO NO
OMH» cobniopaeTtca Bo Bcex obnactax
HayKu. PyKoBoACTBO, MOMUMO O6bIYHOW
nccnepoBaTtesibCkol 1 Ny6amKaLMoHHON
[eATeNnbHOCTU, MPUMEHAETCA TaKXKe KO BCEM
CBA3AHHbIM C HaYKOW NpoueccaM NPUHATISA
PeLLEHNI 1 OLLEEHOUYHBIM AENCTBUAM, TAaKUM
KaK peLeH3poBaHue 1 npenogasaTenibckas
paboTa, BKNoUasa Marnctepckme aUnaomHble
paboTbl 1 JOKTOPCKME AnccepTaLmm.
PykoBoACTBO He KacaeTcs CTyAEeHTOB BbICLINX
yuebHbIX 3aBefieHUIA, NpoxoaaLimMx 6a3oBoe
obyueHue (6akanaspuar).
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Investigation of misconduct in
Finland: the RCR process

When there is an allegation of scientific
misconduct, the investigation is always a
strenuous ordeal. A researcher’s career - their
reputation and honour - is at stake. The
process is strenuous for both the person
making the allegation, usually the “victim”

of the case, and the person suspected of the
violation, even if the allegation 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
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. Itis in the interest of the organisation
whose actions have been brought under
suspicion that all allegations taken into
consideration are investigated transparently
through the RCR process. At the same time,
the scientific credibility and reputation of the

MpumeHnaeman B OvHnaHgun
npoueaypa pacciefoBaHuA
MOLUEeHHNYEeCTBa, TO eCTb
npoueaypa AlNH

MockonbKy B cnyyae npeabaABeHNA
Nnofo3peHNsa B HAYYHOM MOLLEHHNYECTBE
Ha Yalle BeCOB OKa3blBaeTCA Kapbepa
nccnepoBaTens — ero YecTb 1 penyTaums —
npouecc paccnefoBaHNsA BCcerga CTaHOBUTCA
AnA nccnepoBatenen TAXeNbIM UCTbITaHMEM.
DTO KacaeTcA Kak YesioBekKa, 3a8BUBLLETO O
Nof03peHNN, KOTOPbIN, Kak NpaBusio, ABNAETCA
«KepTBOW», TaK 1 MOA03PEBAEMOrO, laxe
€cnu B nTore nogo3peHue 6yaet NprsHaHo
6e30cHoBaTeNbHBIM. [103TOMY KpaliHe BaXHO,
yTO6bI Pa3bMpPaTeNbCTBO ObINIO TIWATENbHBIM
1 06bEKTVBHBIM, 1 YTOObI B €ro xoae 6binu
3acyluaHbl Bce cTopoHbl. DMHCKasA npoueaypa
OIMH obecneunBaeT NpaBoBYyIO 3aLMTY CTOPOH.
B cootBetcTBUM € Nnpoueaypown AMH,
paccrnefoBaHue NoJ03PeHUs NPOBOANTCA B TON
Hay4HOW opraHu3aLuu, B KOTopoii paboTtaeTt
nonasLni Nog NOJO3PEHNE UCCNefOBaTENb.
[nA paccnefoBaHMA KaXAoro cepbe3Horo
Nnof03peHNA B MOLLEHHNYECTBE YUpeXKaaeTca
oTAenbHasA 3KCNepTHaA rpynmna, B KOTOPYio
npuBeKarTCcA CNeLmanncTbl U3 JaHHON
0611acTV 3HaHWI 1 CNELMANCT NO NPABOBbLIM
BOMPOCaM, @ TakXKe Kak MMHUMYM [iBa YieHa,
He VIMeIoLLMX OTHOLLEHWA K JaHHOWN Hay4HO-
nccnefoBaTenbcKom opraHmsaumn. Pykosogut
NPOLIECCOM BbICLUNIA PYKOBOAUTENb 3TOMN
Hay4YHO-UCCNeaoBaTENbCKOWM OpraHM3aLmy,
B YHUBepCUTETE — PEKTOP, KOTOPbIN AOKEH
6N110CTU MHTEPECHI BCEW OpraHM3aumn B
LIeNOM, a He BO3MOXKHbIE OTAeNbHbIE UHTEPECDI
nopapasaeneHnid, GakynbTeToB UKW HayUHbIX
ancumnnuH. PeleHve no oyeBMaHOMY Cllyyato



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
violation, the reputation of the researcher
implicated 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 discipline in question,
TENK and the funders of the research must
be provided with a report on the findings of
an investigation. The research organisation
will make the decision concerning other
consequences. If the case includes, for
example, suspected financial abuse or other
legal infractions, these issues will be handled
in separate judicial proceedings under Finnish
law.
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MOLLIEHHNYECTBA WK, C APYroi CTOPOHDI,
He3HaunTesIbHOMY HapyLLEHUIO PYKOBOAUTESb
OpraHu3aLmmn MoXKeT MPUHATb B MOPAAKe
npoueaypbl NpefBapUTeNIbHOro PacCMOTPEHMA.
To, uto Bce 060CHOBaHHbIE NOAO3PEHNA
N3yyaloTca B NopAAKe Npo3payHon npoleaypsbl
[OlMH, HaxoanTcA B UHTepecax, Npexae Bcero,
TOW opraHu3aumm, AeATe/IbHOCTb KOTOPON
nonana nog nogo3peHue. OgHOBPeMEHHO
npoBeAeHueMm npoledypbl MOATBEPKAAITCA
Hay4Hbl aBTOPUTET U penyTaumsa opraHi3aLun.
CornacHo dprHCKo Moaenu, paccnegytoLlas
NoAo3peHrie opraHn3auma HeceT Bce
CBA3aHHble C pacciejoBaHNEM PacXoAbl.

B cnyyae ecnu dpakT cepbesHoro
HapyLleHna npuHuyunos AMNH
noaTBepXAaeTcs, BUHOBHbIN B
MOLUEeHHMYeCTBe UcciiefgoBaresb TepsaeTt
cBOI0 penyTauuio. Kpome Toro, BbiiBNeHHble
OLUNBKM 1 HeCnpaBeAINBOCTb AOMKHbI ObITb
ncnpasneHbl NpeanmncaHHbiM «<PyKoBOACTBOM
no AMH» cnoco6om, Hanprmep, NyTem
BHECEHUsA MOMnpaBoK B CM1COK aBTOPOB
nybnunkauuwn. Pe3ynbtaT paccnefoBaHua
[OMKeH ObiTb JOBEAAEH 0 CBeLleHUA
MPUYACTHBIX CTOPOH M HAayYHOro coobLLecTBa,
a Takxe TENK. PelweHne o npoumnx caHKLmAX
NpYHYMaeT paccnefoBaBLUas Ciyyal HayuHo-
nccnefoBaTtenbCkas opraHmnsauma. Ecnm
Leno BKoYaeT, Hanpumep, prHaHCoBble
310ynoTpebneHns nnm gpyrue HapyleHus
3aKOHa, 3TU NpaBOHapyLUeHWA paccieayoTca
B XOfe OTAeNbHbIX CyAe6HbIX NpoLeccoB
B COOTBETCTBUW C 3aKOHOAATENIbCTBOM
QOuHNAaHaNN.

CyulecTBeHHOW YacTbio npoueaypb AMNH
ABNAETCA TO, UTO HEOBOJIbHbIE KOHEYHbIM
pe3ynbTaToM UK XOA0M pacciefoBaHnA
CTOPOHbI MOTYT B TEYEHUE LEeCTn
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One crucial part of the RCR process is that
parties dissatisfied with the procedure or the
outcome may submit a request for a 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.

The special features
of the Finnish self-regulation
framework
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 commitment. Finnish research
organisations also comply with the RCR
guidelines and the recommendations 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 Finland, TENK serves in this

MecALEB 3aMpoCuTb MO Aeny 3aKiioyeHne
He3aBNCMOW CTOPOHbI, TO ecTb TENK.

[pun 3TOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTDb 3a NPUHATHE
OKOHYaTeNbHOro pelleHns NepexoanT K
TENK. B cBounx 3akntoueHumax TENK BbipaxkaeT
CBOIO MO3ULMIO NINLLb KacaTeSIbHO BOMPOCOB,
CBA3aHHbIX C Hay4YHON 3TNKOM. OH He
BMELLMBAETCA B HaYUHble pa3Hornacms niu s
KacalolLymeca TPy[OBbIX OTHOLIEHWI CMOPbI,
KOTOpble 3a4acTyto ObIBalOT CBA3aHbI C
paccnegyembiMy Clly4asamu.

TENK nonyuyaet cBefieHMA 060 Bcex
HOBbIX MOAO3PEHNAX U paccnefoBaHUAX.
Bnarogapsa sTomy OH MeeT BO3MOXXHOCTb
CneauTb TeM, Kak CKNaablBaeTCAa cUTyaumsa
C MOLUEHHMNYEeCTBOM B HayuHol coepe B
OuHnaHanu.

Ocob6ble yepTbl pUHCKOMN

CNCTEMbI CaMoperynmpoBaHuna
Kak co3paTb HagexHyto cuctemy
CaMOoperynnpoBaHua, KOTOPOM MOTyT
foBepATb nccnepgosatenn? Mo cpaBHeHUIO

C MPVIHATBLIMU B APYTUX CTPaHax cMCcTeMamu,
bUHCKan Mofenb YHMKanbHa TeM, YTo B
COOTBETCTBUU C HEWN YHUBEPCUTETbI U HAYUYHO-
nccnefoBaTenbCcKre opraHmsanmm, ctaBa
cBOM nognucy, o6poBonbHO 6epyT Ha cebA
ob6a3aTenbCcTBO cObNOAaTL NPEAYCMOTPEHHbIE
pykosoacTsom no [iNMH Hopmbl 1 npasuna.

B HacToAwee Bpemsa B DUHAAHAMM Jaxe
HEBO3MOXHO NoAYMaTb O TOM, YTO KakoN-TO
YHUBEPCUTET MOXKET OTKa3aTbCA NOANMNCbIBaTb
Takoe 0b6Aa3aTenbCcTBO. Kpome Toro, ans
GUHCKMX HayYHO-MCCIefoBaTENbCKNX
OpraHu13aunin XxapakTepHo TO, UTO
«PykoBoacTtso no [MNMH» n pekomeHpaumm,
n3noeHHble B 3aKknoueHnax TENK,
cobntofatoTcs, Kak npaBuno, 6yKBanbHoO.



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, taking into consideration
that the reputation of research organisations
is on the line. A framework 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

FINNISH NATIONAL BOARD ON RESEARCH INTEGRITY TENK

YcnelwHoe camoperynMpoBaHue
Hay4yHOro coobLyecTBa NpeanonaraeTt Takxe,
YTO JOMIXKHA CYLLeCTBOBaTb OpraH/n3auus
HaLMOHaNbHOrO YPOBHS, KOTOpas CneaunT 3a
bYHKLNOHUPOBaHMEM CUCTEMBI U B KOTOPYIO
MOHO 06PaTUTBLCA C KacatoLencsa npouenyp
Xanob6ow. B OMHNAHAMM TaKM KOMUTETOM MO
OMH asnaetca TENK. OH cam He 3aH1UMaeTca
paccnefoBaH1em CilyyaeBs, MOCKOSbKY 6bin 6bl
He BMpaBe pacCMaTPUBaTb BO3MOXHbIE XKanobbl
Ha CBOI CO6CTBEHHYI0 fieATenbHOCTb. DMHCKasnA
cucTema TpebyeT BeCbMa YMepeHHbIX 3aTpar,
YUmMTbIBAA TO, YTO Ha Yallle BECOB OKa3blBaeTCA
TaKXXe penyTauunsa HayYHO-UCCeoBaTeNIbCKMX
opraHu3aumii. Nogo6Hyto cctemy MOXKHO
He6OMbLUMMU Waramm 1 ¢ HebonbWMIK
3aTpaTaMu BBECTU B APYrMX CTPaHax.

Ins apdpekTnBHON CUCTEMBI
camMoperynMpoBaHuA TPedyoTCs, Kak
MVHUMYM, CleayioLme cocTaBnaioLwme:

1. obLeHauroHanbHoE, perynspHo
06HOBNAEMOE PYKOBOACTBO, B KOTOPOM
onpepeneHbl Kak camo NoHATUe
MOLLEHHMYECTBA B Hay4YHOW chepe, TaK 1
npoueaypa pacciefoBaHysA NoAO3PeHUii B
Hem

2. YHUBEPCUTETbI 1 ApYrie HayuYHo-
nccnepoBaTesibCKue opraHu3annm, B3aslumne
Ha cebs 0653aTeNbCTBO COOMIOAATb
N3N0XeHHbIe B PYKOBOACTBE HOPMbI U
npasuna (1 paccnegyowme nogo3peHnNs B
COOTBETCTBUN C STUM PYKOBOACTBOM)

3. uccnepoBaTenu, 3HaloLwme o PyKOBOACTBE U
cobnopatoLe ero nonoKeHus

4. HaUMOHANbHbIN KOMUTET, COCTABAAIOLLNIA
PYKOBOACTBO 1 paccMaTpyBaoLLni
CBA3aHHbIE C HUM >anobbl
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Building a self-regulation
framework for the investigation
of research misconduct step

by step

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 integrity and to establish a research
integrity committee 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 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
committee 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 established
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 located outside of organisations
carrying out research; in the beginning, a
one- to two-person secretariat should be

BHegpeHne camoperynnpoBaHus
B cdhepe paccneqoBaHuMin
MOLLUEHHNYECTBA B HAy4HOI

c<|>epe — luar 3a warom

Kak BHepuTb cUCTeMy CaMOpErynMpoBaHus,
nopo6Hyto GrHCKoM Mmogenu, Kak

OHa paboTaeT Ha MPaKTUKE 1 KaK OHa
o6HoenAeTcA? CUCTEMY MOXKHO HauaTb
BHeAPATb HEBOSbLUMMM LWaramMm B CliefyoLLen
nocnefoBsaTteibHOCTH:

- HayuHbIM cOOBLLECTBOM 1 MUHUCTEPCTBOM,
3aHNMALLNMCA BOMPOCaMMN HayKn v
BbliCLLIEro o6pa3oBaHuA, MPUHNMaeTCA
coBMecCTHOe obLeHaLMoHallbHoe pelleHne
0 BHEAPEHMUN CUCTEMbI CAMOPerynmpoBaHus
B chepe HayyHOWM 3TUKHU, a TakxKe 06
ocHoBaHuW KomuTteTa no AMNH. B HayyHoe
coobLiecTBO BXOAAT UCCNIefoBaTenu,
YHUBEPCUTETbI 1 ApYrue BbiClune yyebHble
3aBefleHus, Hay4YHo-1ccefoBaTenbCkme
yupexaeHusa 1 Hanbonee 3HauiMble
HaLMOHasbHble OpraHu3aumu,
3aHMMatoLmeca GUHAHCUPOBAHNEM HayKM.

CywecTtBoBaHue komuteTta no AMNH moxet
ObITb PerfaMeHTNPOBAHO 3aKOHOM, NGO
NOCTOAHCTBO €ro AeATeNIbHOCTN MOXET

ObITb 3aKPENNEHO NapIaMeHTCKUM
NOCTaHOBNEHMEM. 32 AEeATENbHOCTbIO

MOXET CTOSATb Tak»Ke eAVHbIA, OCHOBAaHHbIN,
HanpuMep, CETbIO HayYHO-NCCNeA0BaTENbCKUX
OpraHu3aumm 1 YHUBEPCMTETOB OpraH, Kak,
Hanpumep, B ABCTpUN.

Yupexxpaetca JOMKHOCTb reHepanbHOro
cekpeTaps n opuc komuteta no AMH,
KOTopbIi GM3NYeCKN HaXOAUTCA

3a npefenamm 3aHMMatoLWmxca
nccnepoBaHMAMM OpraHn3aumin; Ha NepBomM



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 misconduct 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 matters. The committee
would make the final approval of the
guidelines.

- The guidelines should be made publicly
available 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
organisations to promote responsible
conduct of research and research integrity,
to offer research integrity training for their
members, and to begin the RCR process if a

member is suspected of research misconduct.

All parties must be heard in this process.
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3Tane JOCTaTOYHO ceKpeTapuata ns 1-2
ceKpeTapen, KoTopble 6yayT nnaHMpoBaTb U
BECTV fjena komuteTa.

CocTaBnATca Nnpasmia paboTbl KOMUTETA
no AMH n obecneunBaeTcs ero NoCToAHHOE
drHaHCMpoBaHue.

Ha ocHoBaHuun Hay4HbIX 3acnyr
Ha3Ha4aloTCA YyieHbl N npeacenatesib 3Toro
MHOI'OI'IpOd)VIJ'IbHOFO KoOMUTETa.

[eHepanbHbIN ceKpeTapb COBMECTHO

C KOMVTETOM COCTaBAAET NPOEKT
HaLMOHaNbHOro PyKOBOACTBA NO

[OIMH, cogepalwymii, No KparHen mepe,
onpegfeneHne NOHATNA MOLLIEHHNYECTBA
1 onucaHue npoueaypbl paccnefoBaHns;
y HayyHOro coobuiecTBa 1 MMHUCTEPCTBA
HayKu 1N MHOFO COOTBETCTBYIOLLETO eMy
MUHUCTEPCTBA 3anpaLlnBaloTCA OT3bIBbl
Ha NPOEKT; OKOHYaTesNbHbIN BapuaHT
PYKOBOACTBA YTBEPXKAAETCA KOMUTETOM.

PykoBogfcTBO Ny6nmKyeTcs Kak Ha
rocyaapcTBEHHOM, TaK W, MO KpaiHei mepe,
Ha aHIMUNCKOM A3blKe.

Bbiclune yuebHble 3aBeAEHNA U HAYYHO-
nccnefoBaTeNibCkue yupexaeHus obssytotca
cobnogaTb HOPMbI M3AAHHOTO PYKOBOACTBA,
noanucae 6naHk oba3atenbcTBa. [Ana
NOANUCAHNA MOXET ObITb OPraHM30BaHO
obuiee meponpusATme.

MpuHATbIE 06A3aTeNIbCTBa 06A3bIBaOT
Hay4YHO-UCCnefoBaTeNbCKMe yupexaeHus
npoABuraTb NPUHLMMbI OOPOCOBECTHOM
NPAKTVKM Hay4YHbIX NCCReoBaHNI 1
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- The names of the organisations that
commit themselves to the guidelines,
recommendations and other activities of the
research integrity 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
needed.

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

Sanna-Kaisa Spoof,
Secretary General,
Finnish National Board on
Research Integrity TENK

crnoco6cTBOBaTb COGMIOAEHMIO HAayUYHOW
3TUKKU B CBOUX OpraHu3aumax, npegnaratb
CBOWM COTPYAHMKaM obyuyeHune no

HayuyHoOW 3TVKe 1 3anycKaTb npoueaypy
paccnefoBaHuA HapyLeHWA MPUHLMMNOB
[INH, ecnu coTpyaHMK 3anogo3peH B
nccnepoBaTtesibCkoM MoLeHHMYecTBe. B xoae
npoueaypbl AOMKHbI 3aCyLINBaTbCA BCe
CTOPOHbI.

- Ha3BaHuA Bcex opraHmsaumnin, NpruBepXKeHbIX
nesatenbHocTn komuteTa no AMMH,
ny6nuKkytoTca Ha caiiTe KommTeTa no AMH.

- HaumoHanbHbIn KomuTeT no ANMH cneant
33 XO[1OM pacciiefoBaHWI HapyLeHU
npuHumnos [IMH v BbicTynaeT B KauecTse
opraHu3aumm, B KOTOPYO MOXHO 06paTUTbCA
C anob6or.

- PykoBopcTteo no [ANH pepaktupyetca no
Mepe HeobXoaUMOoCTH.

- Hapapy c pykosogcTteom no AMNH moryt
6bITb COCTaBNEHbI TaKXe HaLMOHasbHble
pekomMeHAaLum No ocobbiMm BONpocam,
CBA3aHHbIM C HayYHOW 3TNKOM.

JononHnTenbHaa nndopmauma: GUHAAHACKWIA
HaUMOHAsbHbIN COBET NO Hay4YHOW 3TUKe
(TENK), XenbcuHku; www.tenk.fi

leHepanbHbIi cekpeTapb CaHHa Kalica Cnood,
QOUHNAHACKUIA HAaLNOHANbHbIN
coBeT Mo HayuyHol 3TuKe (TENK)


http://www.tenk.fi

Responsible Conduct of
Research and Procedures
for Handling Allegations

of Misconduct in Finland.
Guidelines of the Finnish
National Board on Research
Integrity 2012. A version
edited in 2019 for the
international research
community.

Introduction

The Finnish National 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 research 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 ensuring 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
research 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
website www.tenk.fi.
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«Jlo6pocoBecTHanA NpaKTMKa
HayU4HbIX NCCIef0BaHUN 1
paccmoTpeHve NoAo3peHnin B
HapyLeHUn ee NPUHLMMNOB B
OuHnaHaun». PyKoBoACTBO,
paspaboTaHHOe
OUHNAHACKUM
HaLMOHaNbHbIM COBETOM

no Hay4yHou 3Tuke B 2012
roay. UspaHHan B 2019 roay
Bepcua gNA MeXXAYHapOAHbIX
Hay4HbIX coobLlecTB.

BBepeHune

OUHNAAHACKNIA HALMOHANbHbIN coseT
no HayuHow 3Tuke (TENK) B coTpygHuuecTse
C GUHCKMM HayYHbIM COOBLLECTBOM COCTaBUI
PYyKOBOZACTBO, Kacalolieeca JO6pOCOBECTHOM
NPaKTUKN HayYHbIX NCCIIe[oBaHWI 1 NnopaaKa
paccMoTpeHnA NoJO03PEHNI B HapYyLLeHUN ee
NPUHLMNOB, TO ecTb «PykoBoacTso no AMH».
PykoBoacTBO, BBeAeHHOE B fencTeure B 1994
rofy, NOCNeaHUN pa3 pefakTnposanoch B 2012
rogy. Llenb 3T0ro pykoBoacTtsa 3aknoyaeTca
B COAENCTBUN NPOABVKEHNIO NMPUHLMMOB
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHUn 1 OAHOBPEMEHHO C 3TUM B
obecneyeHnn BO3MOXHOCTY Haaslexallero,
CNpaBeasIIBOrO U MAaKCMMabHO GbICTPOro
paccMoTpeHnA NOJO03PEeHNI B HapyLIEHHUN ee
NPWUHUUMNOB.

«PykosogcTteo no [MNH» gaet scem
3aHUMaOLLMMCA HAaYYHbIMU UCCNIeOBaHNAMM
CTOpPOHAM NPUMEp TOTO, KaK JOJIXKHbI

cobntoaaTbCAa NPUHUMNbLI JO6POCOBECTHOM
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The objective of these guidelines is to
promote the responsible conduct of research
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
nationally or internationally.

The premise of the RCR guidelines is
that promoting the responsible conduct of
research and handling alleged violations of the
responsible conduct of research are primarily
the responsibility of the organisations
conducting research. When the RCR process
has been finalised by the organisation, if
any party is dissatisfied with the ruling, it
may request a statement from TENK. In its
other activities, TENK focuses on promoting
the responsible conduct of research, 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 proposals for ethical review and,
in co-operation with the research community,
has formulated a model CV for researchers,
Template for researcher’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

NPaKTWKM HayYHbIX NCCIEf0BAHWUI.
[lencTBEHHOCTb 3TOro PyKOBOACTBA OCHOBaHa
Ha 4O6POBOSILHOM COrnacun Hay4YHoOro
cooblecTsa cobnoaaTb ero NoNoXKeHNs
1 COAeNcTBOBaTb PacnpoCTPaHEHMIO
NPWHLMNOB Hay4YHOW 3TUKN. B DnHnaHanM
«PykoBoacTtso no AMH» cobniogaetca
BO BCex 06/1acTAX HayKU, 1 CNINCOK
NPUAEPKMBAIOLLMXCA €r0 OpraHn3aLmin
onybnnKoBaH Ha UHTepHeT-canTe TENK.

Llenbto 3TOro pykoBoacTsa ABNAeTCA
cofencTamne NPOABMXKEHNIO MPUHLIAMOB
[06pPOCOBECTHON NPaKTUKM HaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHUN 1 NpefoTBpaLleHne
Hay4YHOro MOLLEHHNYECTBA B 3aHUMatOLNXCA
NCCNefoBaHMAMM OpraHM3aumax, Takux
KaK YHUBEPCUTETbI, YHUBEPCUTETbI
nNpuKNagHbIX HayK 1 HaxoaAwwmeca B chepe
rocyaapcTBeHHOro GprHaHCMPOBaHNA
Hay4yHO-UccnefoBaTesbCcKkme yupexaeHuns.
M3noxeHHble B pyKOBOACTBE MpaBua
JOJMKHbI COOMI0AATLCA STMMM OpraHn3aLmaMin
1 B pamKax UccnepoBaTtesibCKol paboTol,
NPOBOAUMOW COBMECTHO C YaCTHbIMU
KOMMaHUAMM 1 APYFMMY CTOPOHaMU, Kak Ha
HaLUMOHaNbHOM, TakK U Ha MEXAYHapOLHOM
YPOBHe.

OTtnpaBHoW TouKol «PyKkoBOACTBa
no AMH» aBnaeTca 1o, YTO NPOABUKEHNE
NPUHLMNOB O6POCOBECTHOW MPAKTUKN
HayU4HbIX UCCNIeJOBaHUN, Kak 1 pacCMOTpeHMe
NoJ03pPEeHUI B HAPYLLEHUN STUX NPUHLMMOB,
ABNAETCS, NPeXe BCEro, 3ajaven
3aHVMAIOLMXCA HAYYHBIMU NCCNIER0BAHUAMMN
opraHuzauuii. MNocne Toro, Kak NoAo3peHne
B HAapyLLleHUN BYAET pacCMOTPEHO B
npefycMoOTPEHHOM 3TUM PYKOBOACTBOM
nopsaKe BHYTPU HayYHO-UCCIeloBaTENbCKOM
opraHu3aumm, HeoBOJIbHasA PeLLeHEM



research, as well as identifying and preventing
violations and dishonesty in all research. In
English, this concept is usually referred to as
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
integrity issues mentioned above, its
statements comment only on whether the
RCR investigation 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 Biotechnology (BTNK). These boards
and committees 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 institutions, such as hospitals,
universities, universities of applied sciences
and research institutes, have regional and
organisation-specific advisory boards on
research integrity.
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CTOPOHa MOXeET 3aMNpoCUTb 3aKiioyeHne
TENK. B octanbHOM e coBeT 3aHUMaeTcA
NPOABMXKEHNEM NPUHLMNOB AOOPOCOBECTHOW
NPaKTUKN Hay4YHbIX NCCIIEQOBaHWI, @ TaKXe
CoCTaBneHneM 1 pacnpocTpaHeHnem obLLmX
VHCTPYKLUWIA B COTPYAHNYECTBE C Hay4HO-
nccnepoBaTeslbCKMMM OpraHn3aumamu.

Momwnmo «PykosogcTaa no AMH»,
OUHNAHACKMM HaUMOHANbHbIM COBETOM
Mo Hay4YHOW 3TUKe U3faHbl U gpyrue
PYKOBOACTBA, Takme Kak «ITuyeckne
NPWHLMMbI F'YMaHUTapHOro, COLManbHOro
1 NoBeAeHYeCKOro NcciefoBaHna n
npeano)keHne No opraHu3saLunm NpoeeeHns
npeaBapuUTeNibHON 3TUYECKOW SKCNEPTU3bI»,
a Tak»Ke COCTaBJIEH B COTPYAHNYECTBE C
HayuHbIM coobuiecTBom «Obpasel pestome
(CV) HayuHOro coTpyaHuKan.

B OnHnaHgmmn cnoBocoueTaHve
«HayyHasA 3TVKa» NPUHATO NCMOJb30BaTb
B 06LLEeM, LUIMPOKOM CMbICIIe, TaK, YTO Mof
3TVM NOHATUEM NOJPa3yMeBaloTCA BCe
CBA3aHHbIe C NCCNeA0BaHNAMN U HAYKOM
3TUYECKMEe acneKTbl U oUeHKW. Ha aHrnuninckui
A3bIK 3TO MOHATME MOXHO NepeBecTn Kak
research ethics. B «PykoBopactse no JMH» nog
Hay4yHOW 3TUKOW NoapasymeBaeTcs bonee
y3KOe MOHATME, @ UMeHHO cobniogeHne 1
NPOoABUXKEHWE OTBETCTBEHHbIX Y MPaBWUIIbHbIX
C 3TNYECKOW TOYKM 3PEHNA METOAOB BeAieHUA
nccnefoBaTenbCKom AeATeNbHOCTH, a
TaK>ke BbliBNeHNe 1 npefgoTepalyeHme
CBA3aHHbIX C NCCIIeAO0BaHMAMM HapyLLEHWUIA
1 MOLLEHHMYECTBA BO BCEX 0611aCTAX HaYKM.
[na o603HaueHnA 3TOro HanpasneHnA
LeATeNIbHOCTY B aHIMIMNCKOM A3blKe O6bIYHO
ncnonb3yeTca TepMUH research integrity,
NnoAyYepKMBaIoLLMIA BaXKHOCTb COBNOAEHMSA
nccnepoBartesiemM NOpPAZOYHOCTU U
[O6POCOBECTHOCTM NPY NPOBEAEHNN NIIOObLIX
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Moreover, there has been extensive
international debate on the common
principles of research integrity and on how
to identify violations of the responsible
conduct of research. 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
investigating alleged RCR violations in Finland.

Hay4HbIX UCCNeA0BaHNN.

B cBomx 3aknoueHnax TENK He
BMELLNBAETCA B HAPYLLUEHWA HOPM TOM UK
WHOI 0651aCcTV HayKK, eC/ii OQHOBPEMEHHO
peyb He NAET O HapyLIEHWW, YNOMAHYTOM
B «Pykosopactse no [AMNMH». TENK He
paccmaTpurBaeT 1 MOAO03PEHUA B HAPYLLUEHWN
3aKoHOAaTeNbCTBa, HanpUmMep, 3akoHa 06
aBTOPCKMX NpaBax Wn 3aKoHa O NaTeHTax.

Mockonbky TENK orpaHuuvsaet
CBOW 3aK/oueHnA 0603HaYeHHbIMU
BblLLEe BOMPOCaM/ Hay4YHOW 3TUKU, B
3TWX 3aKJ/IIOYEHUAX N3NaraeTca NULlb
no3nLmMA coBeTa KacaTeNbHO Toro, 6610
nn pasbupatenbcteo no AMNH nposegeHo
B COOTBETCTBUW C 3STUM PYKOBOACTBOM U
VMo NI MeCTO HapyLeHre NPUHLMUMOB
[06pOCOBECTHON NPaKTUKM HaYUHbIX
nccnegoBaHuin. TENK He KommeHTupyer,
HanprmMep, HayuYHble pasHornacus, Cnopbl
MeX Ay HayuYHbIMU LLKOIaMU UJIM BOMPOChI
npodeccnoHanbHOM STUKN.

B OnHnAHgmmn B HekoTopbIx chepax
[EeATeNnbHOCTU CyLLEeCTBYIOT CBOW STUYECKUE
HOPMbI 11 KOHCYNbTAaTBHbIE OPraHbl, Takme
Kak ObLieHaLMOHaNbHbIN KOHCYNbTAaTUBHbIN
COBET Mo 3TVKe B cdepe coumanbHOro
obecneyeHus n 3gpaBooxpaHeHms (ETENE),
O6LeHaLNOHANbHbIN KOHCYNBTaTUBHBIIA
opraH B chepe meanumHbl (TUKIJA) n
KoHcynbTaTvBHbI COBET B 061acTu
6uotexHonoruin (BTNK), kotopble moryT
JaBaTb 6onee NogpobHble NHCTPYKLMK,
KacatoLmecs, Hanpumep, NpodeccroHanbHoM
3TVKM NPUMEHNTESNIbHO K OTHOLLEHUAM MeXaY
nccnegosaTtenieM U 06BbEKTOM UCCIefOBaHNNA.
Kpome Toro, CylecTByIoT Takxe
pervoHasnbHble BHYTPMOPraHN3aLNOHHbIe
KOMUTETbI MO HayYHOW 3TVKe, Harnpumep,



The responsible

conduct of research

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
constitutes a form of self-regulation that
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npv 60nbHMLAX, YyHBEpPCUTETaX,
YHUBEpPCUTETAaX MPUKIAAHbIX HAYK 1 Hay4YHO-
nccnefoBaTesibCKUX YUpeXaeHUAX.

AKTMBHOE 06CYyKAeHNe eAUHbIX
NPVHLMNOB HayUYHOW 3TUKM 1 CNOCO60B
BbIAABNEHNA HapyLeHW NPYHLMNOB
[O6POCOBECTHONM NPAKTUKN HayUHbIX
nccnefoBaHnin BEAETCA U Ha MeXAyHapOoAHOM
ypoBHe. CoBMeCTHO pa3paboTaHHbIMU
CBOfAaMK NpaBuA ABNAOTCA, Hanpumep, The
European Code of Conduct for Research
Integrity (ALL European Academies ALLEA,
Revised edition 2017), Singapore Statement
on Research Integrity (World Conference
on Research Integrity 2010, CuHranyp),
N3BeCTHOe Kak «BaHKyBepcKme npasuna»
pykoBogacTeo Uniform Requirements for
Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals
(International Committee of Medical Journal
Editors, ICMJE), a Takxe Code of Conduct and
Best Practice Guidelines for Journal Editors
(Committee on Publication Ethics, COPE 2011).

B cBoel ocHoBe PpuHCcKoe «PykoBoacTBO
no AMNH» cornacyetca ¢ mexxgyHapoaHbIMn
pekoMeHAaLMAMY 1 NpaBUNamu, OAHaKo
NPV 3STOM OHO COAEPXKMUT TaKxKe nopanexatiue
cobnopeHno B VHAAHANN UHCTPYKLNK,
Kacatolmecs nopajKka pacCMoTpeHuA
nofo3peHni B HapyweHun npuHuyunos AMH.

Jo6pocoBecTHan npakTuKa

Hay4HbIX nccnegoBaHUN
HayuHoe nccnefioBaHne MOXeT 6bITb
NPY3HaHO HaAEXHbIM 1 NPUEMIIEMbIM C
3TUYECKOW TOUKMN 3PEHMNA 1 ero pesynbraThl
MOFYT CYUMTaTbCA AOCTOBEPHBIMU INLLb

B TOM Clyyae, eCnu ncciefoBaHme
NpoBefeHO B COOTBETCTBMMN C MPUHLMNAMM
[06POCOBECTHONM NPAKTUKN HayUHbIX
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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
integrity, 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,
presenting, and evaluating the research
results.

2.The methods applied for data acquisition as
well as for research and evaluation conform
to scientific criteria and are ethically
sustainable. When publishing the research
results, the results are communicated in an
open and responsible fashion that is intrinsic
to the dissemination of scientific knowledge.

3.The researcher takes due account of the
work and achievements of other researchers
by respecting their work, citing their
publications appropriately, and by giving
their achievements 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.

nccnefoBaHuin. insa HayyHoro coobulecTsa
NPUMEHEHNE MHCTPYKLNIA, KacaloLmxca
[06pOCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HaYUHbIX
NccnefoBaHuWi, ABNAETCA BOMPOCOM
caMoperynnpoBaHua, paMKy KOTOPOro
onpepgeneHbl 3aKoHOAATEIbCTBOM.
JobpocoBecTHasA NPaKTUKa HayUHbIX
NCCnefoBaHMI IBNAETCA TaKKe YacCTblo
CUCTEMbI KauecTBa UCCNefoBaTeIbCKoM
opraHusayumn.

C TOYKM 3peHUA HayYHOWN STUKN
OCHOBHbIMM OTMPaBHbIMW MOMEHTaMU
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHUn ABNAETCA cegyollee:

1. B xofie uccnepoBaHua cobnogatotca
NpYi3HaHHbIE HaYUYHbIM COOBLLECTBOM
METOAbl N NPUHLWNbI, TO €CTb YECTHOCTb,
0061Was akKypaTHOCTb 1 TOYHOCTb NP
BbIMOJIHEHUWN UCCNIeA0BaTENbCKON
paboTbl, COXPAaHEHUU U NPeACTaBNeHN
€e pe3ysibTaToB, a TaKXe MPU OLeHKe
NCCnefoBaHnin U UX pesysnbTaToB.

2. B xope nccnefoBaHms NPUMEHSIOTCA
COOTBETCTBYIOLLME KPUTEPUAM HAYUYHOTO
NCCNefoBaHs 1 YCTOMUMBBIE C STUYECKOWA
TOYKM 3peHns MeTofbl coopa MHGopmMaLmy,
NpoBefeHNA NCCNIefOBaHNUA U OLIEHKU
ero pe3ynbraToB. Mpu NpoBefeHNN
nccnefoBaHWs NPaKTUKYOTCA
COOTBETCTBYIOLLME XapaKTePY HayUHbIX
CBefEeHUI OTKPbITOCTb M OTBETCTBEHHbIN
noaxop K nyonukaumm pesynsTaTtoB
uccnefoBaHus.

3. ViccnepoBatenu COOTBETCTBYIOLLMM
06pa3oM yumTbiBalOT PaboTy 1 JOCTUKEHWS
OPYrvX uccnefoBatenei, ygaxas ux Tpyn
1 [aBas CCbUIKM Ha UX Ny6nnkaumuy, a



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 obligations, principles
concerning authorship, and questions
concerning archiving and accessing the data
in a manner that is approved by all parties.
These agreements may be further specified
during the course of the research.

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
practices 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
community.

Besides research activity, the principles
of responsible conduct of research apply
to teaching materials, written and spoken
statements, evaluations, CVs and publication
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TaK)Ke oTaaBas AOJHKHOE UX JOCTUXKEHNAM
B CBOUX COBCTBEHHbIX NCCNIeIOBaHUNAX

1 npu Ny6nnKaumm pesynbTaTtoB 3TUX
nccneoBaHun.

4. MNnaHupoBaHue 1 NpoBeaeHNe
nccnepgoBaHma, Nybnnkauma otTyeTos
1 XxpaHeHne GoOPMUPYIOLNXCA B XOae
nccnefoBaHnA JaHHbIX OCYLLeCTBAAIOTCA
cnocobom, oTBevatoLLM TpeboBaHNAM K
Hay4YHbIM CBEAEHNAM .

5. MonyyeHbl Bce HeEO6XxoAVMblE AN
npoBefeHns NCCiefoBaHNA pa3peLleHns
1 NpoBefieHa NpeABapuTesibHasA 3TMYecKas
3KCnepTUn3a, Tpebyemasn B onpeaeneHHbIxX
06N1acTAX AeaTeNlbHOCTU.

6. BHYyTpU nccnegosatenbCKom rpynnbl Man
nccnefoBaTesibCKoro NpoeKTa nepep
Hayanom NCCNefoBaHUA UK Nepes HaliMom
nccnepoBsaTenell CornacoBbiBaOTCA MpaBa
BCEX CTOPOH (Kak paboTofatens u rmaBHOro
nccnepoBaTens, Tak 1 UNeHOB rpymnnbl),
KacatoLLmecs aBTopCTBa MPUHLMMbI,
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb U 06A3aHHOCTY, a
TaK>ke BOMpPOCbl, KacaloLmecsa XxpaHeH A
MaTepunanos 1 Npasa Nx NCMOJb30BaHMA
nepep HayasoM UcciefoBaHNA Nnn
npviBNeYeHnem nccriegosarenemn
npuemnemMbim AJif BCEX CTOPOH 06pa3om.

B xofe nccnepoBaHmA cornaieHna moryT
YTOUHATbLCA.

7. CBepeHus 06 CTOUHMKaX GUHAHCMPOBaHWSA
1 MPOYUKX BaXKHbIX C TOUKM 3peHus
uccnefoBaHWs B3avMOCBA3AX JOBOAATCA
[0 NPUYACTHBIX CTOPOH 1 YYaCTHUKOB
MCCnefoBaHms, a TakKe PacKpbIBaOTCA Npu
nyGnVKaLymn pesynsTaToB UCCNefoBaHUS.
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lists, as well as to societal interaction in both
printed and electronic publication channels,
including social media.

Each individual researcher and research
group member is primarily responsible
for complying with the principles of the
responsible 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.

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
graduate 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 questions regarding the
responsible conduct of research 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
example, through a peer review system
for scholarly and scientific publications. In
addition, research funding organisations, such
as foundations, funds, the Academy of Finland,

8. ViccnepoBatenu Bo3aepxumBatotca ot
yyacTua B 11060 CBA3aHHON C HAayKOW
1 nccnenoBaHem peLieH3NoHHON
[eATeNIbHOCTU U MPUHATUM PeLIeHi,
€C/In eCTb OCHOBAHMA Nonaratb, YTO Y HUX
nmMmeeTCA NMYHaA 3aMHTepPecoBaHHOCTD,
CrnocobHas NoBAUATH Ha OLIEHKY U
npoLecc NPUHATWA peLleHns.

9. B uccnepoBatenbCKmx opraHmsaumnax
Hagnexalimm obpa3om HanaxeHo
ynpasneHne nepcoHanom n GprMHaHCOBOW
CTOPOHOW AeATeNIbHOCTY, a TakXke
YUMTbIBAIOTCA acMeKTbl, Kacalowmecs
3aWwuTbl MHGopMaLUn.

MccnepoBaTenu fomkHbl cobnoaatb
YNOMAHYTbIE BbIle NPUHLMMbI U TOrAa, Korga
OHM BbICTYMAIOT B KauecTBe npenogasatenei
1 Hay4HbIX pyKOBOAMWTENeN, concKaTenen

Ha MeCTO nccnefoBaTens Uy 3asaBuTenen

Ha nonyyeHvie pHaAHCUPOBaHNA, a TaKKe
SKCMEepPTOB B CBOEW 06/1aCTV 3HAHWI KaK
BHYTPW HayYHOro COOOLLEeCTBa, TaK U 3a ero
npegenamm.

[Momnmo nccnepnoBaTenbCKom
OeATeNbHOCTY, NePeUYNCSIEHHbIE MPUHLUMMbI
KacaloTcA Takxe yuyebHbIX MaTepranos,
NMUCbMEHHbIX UM YCTHBIX 3aKNI0YEHWI,
OLIEHOK U peLeH3ni, pe3toMe 1 NepedHei
ny6nunKauwuii, a TakxKe CoumanbHOro
B3aMMOAENCTBUA C UCMOSIb30BAHNEM KaK
neyvaTtHbIX, TaK U 3NIEKTPOHHBIX KaHaNoB
nybnunkaummy, B TOM Ynicne couranbHbiX ceTen.

3a cobntofeHrie NPYHLMMNOB
[06POCOBECTHOW MNPaKTUKN HayUHbIX
NccnenoBaHUI OTBEYAIOT, MpeXae BCEro, Camu
nccnenoBaTenuy 1 YneHbl UCCefoBaTeNbCKOM
rpynnbl. OgHaKo OTBETCTBEHHOCTb NIEXUT



the Innovation Funding Agency Business
Finland, as well as Finland’s Prime Minister’s
Office, can also encourage the researchers

on projects funded by these organisations to
commit 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.
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1 Ha BCEM Hay4YHOM coobLuecTse: Ha
nccnefoBaTeNibCKUX FpyNnax U UX raBHbIX
Hay4HbIX COTPYAHMKaX, PyKOBOAUTENAX
nccnefoBaTeNbCKUX nogpasaeneHnin n
PYKOBOACTBE NPOBOAALLEN NCCNe0BaHUA
opraHvaumn.

YH/BepCUTETbI Y YHUBEPCUTETDI
NPUKIAAHbBIX HAYK JOMKHbI 3360TUTLCA O
TOM, UTOObI O3HaKOMMEHMWE C NPUHLMNaMK
[06pOCOBECTHON NPaAKTUKM HaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHuii ¥ HOPMaMm Hay4HoW
3TUKM BbINIO HEOTHEMJIEMOW YaCTbiO
npefocTaBaseMoro umy 6a3oBoro
(6akanaspwuart) unu ganbHenwero
(marnctpatypa 1 acnmpaHTypa) obyyeHus.
WccnepoBaTtenbckue yupexxaeHns, B CBOO
ouepefb, AOMKHbI 3a60TUTLCA O TOM, YTOObI NX
nepcoHany npegnaranocb COOTBETCTBYIOLLEee
06yueHne HayyHoW 3TMKe. 3agaven
KaXkJoro nogpasgaesneHuns, B KOTOPOM eCTb
acnunpaHTypa, ABNAETCA TaKKe pacCMOTPeHne
B paMKax nporpamMmmbl obyyeHus
cneynduryecknx gna gaHHon obnacTy 3HaHNN
BOMPOCOB, CBA3aHHbIX C AOOPOCOBECTHOW
NPaKTUKOWN Hay4HbIX nccnefoBaHui. B uenax
obecneyeHua cobnoaeHNa MPUHLMNOB
[O6POCOBECTHONM NPAKTUKN HAayUHbIX
nccnepoBaHuii Bbiclwve yyebHble 3aBefeHnsA
[OJIXKHbI TaK»Ke npepsiaratb CBA3aHHOe
C HayYHOW 3TUKOW JONONHUTENbHOE
obyueHune cBOUM npenoaaBaTensam u
Hay4YHbIM PyKOBOAMTENAM, NCCIefoBaTeNAaM,
pyKOBOAMTENAM NCCNeAoBaTENbCKUX MPYN 1
npounm crneymanmncTam.

Denicteytowwme B DUHNAHANN HAayYHble
obLecTBa MOryT CO CBOE CTOPOHbI
CNoco6CcTBOBaTb NPOABUMKEHNIO MPUHLIMIMOB
[06POCOBECTHOW MPaKTUKMN HayUHbIX
nccnefoBaHni, Hanprmep, C MOMOLLbIO
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Violations against the

responsible conduct of research
For a researcher to be professionally
competent, they need to master the
knowledge and the methodology associated
with their field as well as to comply with
ethically sustainable research practices.

Lack of competence in the field and
negligence in conducting research and in
recording, archiving and reporting research
results 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
professional practices are questionable in
terms of research integrity.

Violations of the responsible conduct
of research refer to unethical and dishonest
practices 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 either intentionally or

CUCTEMbI PELIeH31POBAHMUA HaYYHbIX
ny6nukauuii. QrHaHCKpytoLwme NccneaoBaHna
opraHu3aumnmn, Takme Kak pasfinyHble

¢donabl, OrHcKaa Akagemusi, ATeHTCTBO
duHaHcnpoBaHma nHHoBaumi Business Finland
1 KaHuenapwua focyaapCcTBEHHOTO COBETa, TakKe
MOTYT BANATb Ha TO, YTOObI MOAAEPKMBaEMble
UMK 1CCnefoBaHWA NPOBOANINCH B
COOTBETCTBUM C MPUHLUMNAMUN JOOPOCOBECTHON
NPaKTUKM Hay4YHbIX UCCNEeLOBaHW, 1 YTOODI
NOAO3PeHNA B HAPYLUEHWUW STVUX NPUHLUMNOB
paccmaTprBanuncb, MO BO3MOXHOCTH, COTMacHO
«PykosopcTay no [MH».

HapyweHune npyHUMNOB
A06pOCOBECTHONM NPAKTUKN

Hay4HbIX MCCHEAOBaHMﬁI
HayuHbin npodeccmoHannsm npegnonaraet
BNafieHne TeopeTNYECKNUMU 1
METOA0IOMMYECKMU 3HAHMAMU B TON NN
WHOI 0651aCTV HaYKK, a TakXKe UCMOoNb30BaHne
YCTOMUMBBIX C TOUKW 3pEHMA HAayYHOW STUKU
METOAOB PaboThl.

Cnaboe BnageHne Tom uimn NHomn
Hay4YHOW OANCUMMANHON N HEBPEXHOCTb
npv NPoOBeAEHNN NCCNEefOBaHMA, a
TakXe B npouecce GrKcaumm n XxpaHeHus
pe3ynbTaToB 1 NOArOTOBKU OTYETOB ABMAITCA
NPU3HaKoM HU3Koro npodeccroHannsma
nccnenoBaTens, CHUXKAOT HaleXKHOCTb
NOJTyYEHHbIX PE3YNbTaTOB W flaxe
MOTYT NPVBECTUN K HEMPU3HAHWIO BCErO
nccnenoBaHusi. OgHako Npobesibl B 3HAHNAX
1 HEBPEXXHOCTb He 06A3aTeNIbHO 03HAYaloT,
yTO NPOdEeCCNOHaNbHYIO AeATENbHOCTb
nccnefoBaTens HYy»KHO NOCTaBUTb MOf,
COMHEHME C TOYKM 3PEHUA HAYUYHOW STUKMU.

Mopa HapylweHMAMN NPUHLNNOB
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HaYUHbIX



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

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 conclusions. Allegations of research
misconduct and disregard for the responsible
conduct of research are dealt with through
the procedure for handling alleged violations
of the responsible 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
community. However, sincere differences of
opinion that result from the interpretations
and assessments of research results belong
to academic and scientific debate and do not
violate the responsible conduct of research.
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nccnefoBaHuii MOAPa3yMeBAETCA HEITMYHAA U
Hepgo6poCoBeCTHas AeATeNIbHOCTb, HAHOCALLAA
BpeA HayYHOMY UCCIIeA0BAHUIO 1, B XYALIEM
cNlyyae, NMOJIHOCTBIO HUBENVPYIOLLAs ero
pe3ynbTaTbl. [lecTBUs, OLeHMBaeMble Kak
HapyLLeHve NPUHLMNOB J06POCOBECTHOM
NPaKTWKN HayYHbIX NCCIE[OBaHWNIA, MOTYT
6bITb HAMEPEHHBIMUN UV COBEPLLEHHBIMMA
no HebpexHocTW. [aTb AeTanbHoe
1 HeZIBYCMbICJIEHHOE OnpepeneHune
TaKUM JeCTBUAM CJTIOXKHO, OfHAKO C
NMOMOLLbIO MPYMEPOB MOXHO MOKa3aTb,
KaKylo AesTenlbHOCTb CiefyeT cumTaTb
6e30TBETCTBEHHON C TOUKU 3pEeHNA HayyYHOW
STUKWN.

B OHNAHAWMM HapyLWeHUA NPUHLMNOB
[06pOCOBECTHON NPAKTVKM HAaYUHbIX
nccnepoBaHuii AensT Ha [iBe KaTeropum:

- MOLLIEHHMNYECTBO B HAy4YHOW chepe

- NpeHebpexxeHne NprHLMNnamm
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAYUHBbIX
nccnenoBaHunm.

MolueHHnYecTBO 1 NpeHebpexxeHne MoryT
VIMETb MECTO KaK NPy NIAHNPOBaHUM U
NpoBeAeHUN NCCNeOBaHNI, TaK 1 NPy
npefcTaBieHUN Pe3ynbTaToB U 3aKMOYEHNI.
Mono3peHna B NpeHebpeXeHnn nnm
MOLLEHHMYECTBE PAaCcCMaTPMBAOTCA B paMKax
npoueaypbl pacCMOTPEHMA NOLO3PEHNI B
HapyLUeHM NPUHLMMNOB JO6POCOBECTHOM
NPaKTUKN Hay4YHbIX NCCIeAOBaHUIM, TO

ecTb npoueaypb! AMNMH. Nomumo Toro, uto
npeHebpexeHre NpaBuIaMm JO6POCOBECTHOM
Hay4HOW 1eATeNIbHOCTU 1 MOLUEHHNYECTBO B
Hay4Hol chepe npoTuBopeyaT NPUHLMNAM
LO6POCOBECTHOM NPaKTUKMN HAaYUHbIX
1CCegoBaHNM, OHU ABNAIOTCA TaKKe
NPOTUBOMPABHbIMU AEAHUAMMU.
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Research misconduct
Research misconduct refers to misleading
the research community and often also to
misleading decision-makers. This includes
presenting false data or results to the
research community or spreading false data
or results in a publication, 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
into the following four subcategories:

- 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
observations deliberately so that the results
based on those observations are distorted.

Mom1Mo NpeHebpexXeHNs 1
MOLLEHHNYECTBA, B HAyYHOM CO0bLLecTBe
MOTYT COBepLUaThCA 1 Apyrue
6€30TBETCTBEHHbBIE C TOUKYM 3PEHUS HAayYHOM
3TUKM MOCTYMKW. B TO e Bpems Nog/IMHHO
Hayy4Hble pa3HOrNacus B TOIKOBaHUAX
U OLieHKax ABMIATCA YacCTbio HayYHOro
ANCKypCa U HUKOMM 06pa3om He HapyLuatoT
NPUHLMNOB JO6POCOBECTHOMN NPaKTUKN
HayUYHbIX NCCIEROBAHNIN.

MoweHHnYecTBO
B Hay4Hom cepe
MouweHHnYecTBO B HayuyHoW chepe o3HavaeT
HamepeHHoe BBefleHVe B 3abnyxaeHne
Hay4yHOro coobLlecTBa 1, 3a4acTyto, CTOPOH,
OTBeyvaloLWmX 3a NPUHATNE peeHunn. K
HeMy OTHOCATCA NpeAcTaBeHNEe JIOXKHbIX
CBefEHNIN NAx pe3ysbTaToB Hay4YHOMY
COO06LLECTBY WM UX PaCipPOCTPaHEHUE,
Hanpumep, B Ny6nmkauuax, B AoKnagax Ha
Hay4HbIX KOHepeHUNAX, B NpefHa3HaYeHHbIX
Ana nybnukaumm pykonucax, B y4eb6HbIx
mMaTepuranax uim B 3asaBKax Ha nosyyeHune
duHaHcMpoBaHUs. MoLWeHHNYECTBOM
ABNIAETCA TaKXKe NPUCBOeHMe paboT Apyrnx
nccnepoBatesiel Unu NpeacTaBeHne Ux Kak
cBOe cOb6CTBEHHOE MCCnefoBaHue.
MolueHHNYeCTBO JenAT Ha YeTblpe
nofgkaTeropuu:

- Nopa pabpukaument NoHMMaeTCA
npepacTaBneHre Hay4YHOMy COOOLLECTBY
nogAaenbHbIX HabMoAEHNIA U faHHDBIX.
CdabpurikoBaHHbIMU ABNAIOTCA HabnoAeHUS,
CAenaHHblE UHBIM CNOCO6GOM KN

METOAOM, HEXeNn YKa3aHo B oTyeTe 06
nccnenoBaHun. Gabprkaumen ABAAETCA TaKXKe
npepacTaBieHne B 0TYeTE 06 NCCnefoBaHUn
nopAenbHbIX pe3ynbTaToB.



The falsification of results refers to the
scientifically unfounded 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,
refers 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
presentation 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:
fabrication, falsification and plagiarism, which
is also referred to as the FFP categorisation.
The tradition 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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- Nog panbcndurkaumen noHMMaeTcA
HaMepeHHOe M3MeHEHVE NePBOHAYasIbHbIX
JaHHbIX UV TaKoe UX NpefCTaB/IeHNEe, YTo
OCHOBAHHbIN Ha HUX pe3ynbTaT NpefcTaeT
NcKaxeHHbIM. Moa panbcndurkaumein
pe3ynbTaToB NOHNMAETCA HEOHOCHOBaHHOE
C HAY4YHOW TOUKU 3pEHNA N3MEHEHUE NN
BbIOOPOYHOE NpeACcTaBNeHNE Pe3yNbTaToOB
nccnegoaHus. Oanbcrdrikaumen ABseTcs
TaKXKe CyLIecTBEHHOE C TOYKU 3peHMs
BbIBOAOB HeNpeAcTaBieHne AaHHbIX Un
pe3ynbTaTos.

MNoa nnarnaTtom, To ecTb
HeCaHKLMOHUPOBaHHbIM 3aIMCTBOBaHNEM,
MoHVMaeTCA NpeacTaBneHne
ony6nMKoBaHHbIX APYTM NNLOM TPYAOB,
TaKMX KaK MlaH NccrefoBaHuii, pyKonucb,
CTaTbA UM MHOWN TEKCT UK ero GparmeHT,
BU3yasibHOE N306paxxeHune Umn nepesos, Kak
CBOWX COBCTBEHHBIX. [TNarnaTom ABnAeTCA Kak
npsAMoe, Tak 1 ajanMpoBaHHOe KOMUPOoBaHYe.

MNop nprncBoeHnem NoHUMaeTcsA
HenpaBoMepHOe NpeacTaBeHrie UIn
NCMNONb30BaHMeE OT CBOEro MEHN
NpuHagnexalymx 4pyromy nunuy pesynbraTos,
naew, NnaHa, JaHHbIX UM MaTepranos
nccnepoBaHus.

B mexayHapoaHbIX pyKOBOACTBAX BblAENAOT,
KaK MpaBuo, TPy OCHOBHbIE KaTeropum
MOLLUEHHMNYECTBa, TO eCTb UCMONb3YIOT TaK
Ha3blBaemoe aeneHue FFP: pabprikauma
(fabrication), danbcnoukaums (falsification)

v nnaruvart (plagiarism). B ®uHnangmm
LeneHune xoTenu caenatb 6osee WNPOKUM

1 aHaNUTUYECKMM, U MOSTOMY NPUCBOEHKE
6bIy10 OTAENIEHO OT MylarMaTa U BbIHECEHO B
OTAENbHYIO KaTeropuio.
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Disregard for the responsible

conduct of research

Disregard for the responsible conduct of
research manifests itself as gross negligence
and carelessness during the research process.
This type of behaviour can be identified when
researchers 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.

MpeHe6pexxeHne NnpUHUMNaAMMN
A06pPOCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM

Hay4HbIX MCCHEAOBaHMﬁ
MpeHebpexeHre NprHLMNamm
[06pOCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHuiA NPosABASAETCA B rpy6oi
HebGpeXXHOCTN 1 6e30TBETCTBEHHOCTU Ha
pa3HbIX 3Tanax nccnefoBaTeNbCckon paboTbl. K
TaKUM NPOosB/IEHNAM OTHOCATCS:

- NpeyMeHbLUeHre B Ny6nuKauuax Bknaga
ApYrux nccnepoBateneil, Hanpumep,
ocTaBsfieHne 6e3 yNnoMUHaHUA NN yKasaHue
HeLoCTaTOUHbIX MW HeafeKBaTHbIX CCbINIOK
Ha pe3yNbTaTbl NPEXHUX NCCIEAOBAHMN

- He6pe)KHO€ n, cnegoBaTesibHoO,
BBOAALLEE B 3a6ny>KneH|/|e CcoCTaBneHmne
OTYETOB O pe3ysibTaTax nccnefoBaHUA N
Mncnonb3oBaBLWNXCA METOAax

- HeHagnexaulee GUKCUPOBaHME U XpaHeHne
pe3ynbTaToB 1 MaTeprasnos UCCNefoBaHMA

- HeOHOKpaTHaA I'Iy6J'II/IKaL|,VIF| OOHNX N TEX XKe
pe3ynbraTtoB NOA4 BUAOM HOBbIX (To ecTb Tak
Ha3blBaeMblli camonsiarmar)

- BBEeZleHVe Hay4Horo coobLyecTsa B
3abny>xgeHune B OTHOLLIEHUN CBOEN
nccrnefoBaTenbCckor PaboTbl MHbIMK
cnocobamu.



Other irresponsible practices
Other irresponsible practices may also occur in
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;

- exaggerating one’s own scientific and
scholarly 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
artificially 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
another 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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UHble HGAOGPOCOBECTH bie

AencTeua

B xope nccnegosatenbckoi paboTbl MoryT
coBepLuaTbcA U apyrre 6e30TBETCTBEHHbIE
Jencrema. B KauecTBe NpUMepoB MOXKHO
YNOMAHYTb:

- MaHUMNY/MPOBaHMe aBTOPCTBOM, HaMprMep,
nyTem BHECEHMA B CMINCOK aBTOPOB
MCCNeA0BaHMA HEMPUYACTHBIX K HEMY NNLY
WAV NPeACTaB/eHs TPYAOB Tak Ha3blIBaeMoro
«nucaTens-npuspaka» Kak CobCTBEHHOM
paboTbl nccnepoBatens

- NpeyBennyeHne cCo6CTBEHHBIX HAYUHbIX
3acnyr, HaNpPMMep, B ONMCaHNM JINYHbIX
LBOCTUXEHUI 1 NPodeCcCnOoHanbHbIX HaBbIKOB
(Curriculum vitze) nnn B ero nepeBeaeHHbIX
Ha Apyrue A3blKn BepCUsx, B NepeyHe
ny6nmKauuii UM Ha COGCTBEHHOM UHTEPHET-
cante

- NCKYCCTBEHHOE pa3yBaHUeE KONMYyecTBa
CCbUTIOK Ha fgpyrue nccaiegoBaHna B
nepeyHe ncnoJib3oBaHHbIX B UCCie40BaHUN
NCTOYHUNKOB

- 3afiepXKKa PaboTbl 4PYroro ucciepoBatens,
Hanprmep, C MOMOLLbIO PeLIEH3MPOBaHNSA

- He0BOCHOBaHHAA 1 3N0HAMepPeHHan nogaya
yBEOMJIEHUSA O MOAO03PEHNM B HapYLLUEHUN
npuHunnos AMH

- HeyMeCTHOe 3aTpyaHeHune pa6OTbI apyroro
nccnenoBartena NHbIM cnocobom

- BBEZleHVE LIMPOKOW Ny6nuKn B 3abnyaeHne
nyTem Ny6anKaLmMm NOXHbIX UK
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Guidelines for handling alleged
violations of the responsible
conduct of research

Itis in the mutual interests of society, the
research community, and the researchers, to
resolve all allegations of research misconduct.
The RCR guidelines published by TENK are
internal ethical guidelines for the Finnish
research community 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 organisations under public
funding. The research organisations that

have signed the agreement have committed
themselves to applying the procedures 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
conduct 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 publication. These works include textbooks,
funding applications, project applications,
poster presentations, evaluations of academic
theses, and referee statements.

These guidelines also apply to

investigations of alleged RCR violations in

NCKaXkaloLWwunx AenCcTBUTENbHOCTb CBeAEHUI
o6 nccnenoBaHmMK, ero pesynbratax, Hay4HoOM
3HaYeHUN NN NPUMEHNMOCTU Pe3ynbTaToB.

B cambix cepbe3HbIx Crlyyanx Takme
Heo6pocoBeCcTHbIE AENCTBUA MOTYT OTBEYaTb
YNOMAHYTbIM BblLLE KpUTEPUAM HapyLLIEHWA
npuHuunos AMMH.

MHCcTpYKLUMN MO paccMOTpeHunIo
noAo3peHnn B HapyLleHNN
npuHLMNOB A06pocoBecTHON
NPaKTUKN Hay4HbIX

nccneaoBaHUN
B nHTepecax obLyecTBa, HayuyHoOro coobuyecTsa
1 uccnepoBatenen To, YTobbl NoJo3peHUn
B HapYLIEHUAX HAYUYHOW STUKN U3yYanucb
1 pa3drpanncb Hagnexawym obpasom.
CoctaBneHHoe TENK «PykoBofcTtso no
AMNH» AaBnAeTca BHYTPEHHNM 3TUYECKNM
pyKOBOACTBOM GUMHCKOFO Hay4YHOro
coobLecTBa Mo PacCMOTPEHMIO NOJO3PEHNIA
B HapyLWEHUN NPUHLMINOB O6POCOBECTHO
NPAKTVKN Hay4YHbIX NCCefoBaHUl B
YHUBEPCUTETAX, YHUBEPCUTETAX MPUKIIAAHBIX
HayK, B HayYHO-MCCIeJOBaTENbCKUX
3aBefleHMsX U B APYrvX HaxoOAWmMXCA B
cdepe rocynapcTBEHHOro GMHAHCMPOBAHMSA
opraH13aLuii, 3aHUMAIOLLNXCA HayYHO-
nccnenoBaTeNibCkon AeATeNbHOCTBIO.
3aHUMatoLLMeCA HayYHBIMU UCCIIEA0BAHNAMY
opraHuv3auuu, CTaBs Nog PyKOBOACTBOM
cBou nognucy, bepyT Ha ceb6sa 06A3aTeNbCTBO
cobntogaTtb faHHyo Npoleaypy B ciyyae
BO3HUKHOBEHWA NMOA03PEHMI B HapYLIEHUN
NPVHUMNOB JOOPOCOBECTHOW NPaKTMKK
HaYUHbIX NCCNIe[0BaHUN.

3TV MHCTPYKUUW NPUMEHSAIOTCA
npv PacCMOTPEHNM NOAO3PEHNI B



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 approval 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 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 guidelines 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
violations of the responsible conduct of
research involves three steps:

- A written notification
- A preliminary inquiry
- The investigation proper
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HapyLleHUV NPUHUMNOB J06POCOBECTHON
NPaKTWKM Hay4HbIX nccnegoBaHnin. OHm
NPYMEHAIOTCA He TONbKO K HayUYHO-
nccnepoBaTtesibCKo 1 MyGaMUUCTUYECKON
[AEATEeNbHOCTU, HO U K APYron nnTepaTypHON
LEeATeNbHOCTU, HAaNpPAMYIO CBA3aHHOWN

C Hay4Ho paboToW, He3aBUCMMO OT
bopmbl Ny6nvKaumin — Hanpumep, K
yuyebHoW nuTepaType, 3aABEHUAM Ha
duHaHCcMpoBaHWe 1 MPOEKTHbIM 3aABKaMm,
NoCTepHbIM Npe3eHTauMAM, peLieH3MAM Ha
HayuHble auccepTaLnmy 1 Tak Ha3biBaeMblM
peLEeH3IOHHbIM 3aKJTIYEHNAM.

B cooTBeTCTBUM C 3STMU NHCTPYKLMAMUA
paccmaTprBaloTCA Y MOJ03PeHMA B
HapyweHun npuHumnos AMNH B marncrepckmx
OUMAIOMHBIX paboTax, BKNouas BbiCLLIMe
CTyneHn obyyeHmns B yHUBepcuTeTax
NPUKIAAHbIX HAYK, U anccepTaumnsx,
HanMcaHHbIX ANA nonyyeHus 6onee BbICOKOM
aKaieMNYecKowm CcTeneHu, Aaxe ecnu 3Tn
paboTbl 1 ArccepTaLnm He NyONUKYOTCA.
Ecnu puccepTauma He NpuHATa, U eCnun
covcKaTenb He JoMyLUeH K 3alyuTe, yyebHoe
3aBefieHne MOXeT N3y4nTb NOJo3peHme C
MCMOb30BaHNEM VHOW NpoLeaypbl, eCnu
CaMo rnonasLiee Nof NoAo3peHne NULO He
notpebyeT pa3brpaTtenbCcTBa B COOTBETCTBMM C
STOW MHCTPYKUMEN.

Kak gefHunsA, MOLLEHHNYeCTBO B Hay4HOMN
cdepe 1 npeHebpexeHre NPUHLMNAMA
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HaYUHbIX
NCCiefOBaHUN CPOKa AAaBHOCTY HE VIMEIOT.
OpHako yuyebHoe nnu nccnefoBaTenbckoe
yupekaeHuve MoXKeT NPUHATb pelleHne
He NpoBOANTb pa3bupaTenbCTBO NO
[OMNMH, ecnn ¢ momeHTa Npegnonaraemoro
HapyLleHNA NPOLLSIO CTONbKO BPEMEHWU,
4TO Pa3bupaTenbCTBO YXKe He byaeT MmeTb
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The most crucial factors ensuring legal
protection are:

- The fairness and the impartiality of the
process

- The hearing of all the involved parties

- The competence and quickness of the
process

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 sufficient 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 university of applied sciences or
to the research institute 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 violation requires co-operation
between the respective organisations, which
are to agree amongst themselves as to how to
conduct the investigation.

3HaueHMA C TOUKU 3peHuna cobnopeHna
Hay4HOW 3TUKM, NPU3HAHWNA KayecTBa
nccnefoBaHNA U NPOUYMNX NPaABOBbLIX aCNeKToB.
Mo NpVHATOMY peLIeHMI0 MOXHO 3anpPoCUTb
3aknoyerme TENK (cm. nHCTpyKumm no
npouepype AMH).

MomMMMO MHCTPYKLMIA MPY PacCMOTPEHUM
nofo3peHnin B HapyweHnn npuHumnos AMH
HY>KHO YUUTbIBaTb TaKkXe HOPMbI 06LLero
3aKoHopaTenbcTBa. B xope n3yueHuns
nopo3peHnin B HapyweHun npuHumnos AMNMH
He paccMaTp1BaloTCA YrONOBHO-NPaBOBble
BOMPOChI, BONPOCbI aBTOPCKOrO 1 TPYAOBOTrO
npaBa 1 Npoyne NpaBoBble acneKTbl,
KOTOpble TaKkXe MOryT BblTb CBA3aHbI C
npeanonaraemMbiM HapyLLUeHNeM.

Mpouecc paccmoTpeHusa nogo3peHni B
HapyLleHUY NPUHUMNOB Jo06POCOBECTHON
NPaKTUKN HayYHbIX NCCIIEA0BAaHMI COCTOUT U3
Tpex 3Tanos:

- MMCbMEHHOE yBefJOMIIEHNE
- NpeiBapuTeNnbHOE PacCMOTPeHne
- OCHOBHOE paccfiefjoBaHue.

OcHOBHbIMY paKTOpamu, CyLLLEeCTBEHHBIMU C
TOUKU 3peHnA 3aLlnTbl NPaB, ABNAOTCA:

- CNPaBeA/IMBOCTb U HEMNPEeLB3ATOCTb
paccMoTpeHus

- 3aCNylIMBaHNE BCEX CTOPOH

- KOMMETEHTHOCTb SKCMEPTOB 1
onepaTMBHOCTb PAaCCMOTPEHUS.

Bce nepeunicneHHoe npegnonaraet
TLWaTeNbHOE JOKYMEHTMPOBAHME KaXgoro
3Tana pa3bupaTenbCTBa, NpefocTaBeHne
MPYYaCTHBIM CTOPOHAM MpaBa Ha NoJslyuyeHne
nHbOPMaLMK 1 YBaXKEHUE BCEX APYTUX MPaB,



Any RCR investigation procedure that
takes place in Finland must follow the
principles 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
during the various phases of the RCR process
are to be reported to TENK, so that it can
monitor compliance to the guidelines and
the state of research integrity in Finland.
Although all documents 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 organisation is, when sending the
documents to TENK, obliged to take into
account the secrecy obligations that apply to
the information included in the documents.

For joint international projects that include
researchers working in Finnish research
communities, in special cases, the investigation
does not have to adhere to the Finnish
guidelines, but may be conducted according to
the guidelines used by the foreign organisation
in charge of the project. The Finnish party
participating 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
Secretary General of TENK.
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CBA3AHHbIX C Npoueaypoit. Ecnn nprnyactHan
K npouefype CTOpoHa He BNajeeT B
LOCTaTOYHOM Mepe oburLManbHbIMK A3bIKaMU
OuUHNAHRANN, GUHCKUM VN LWIBELCKIM,

TO B X0fe pa3bupaTtenbCcTBa, B npolecce
3aC/yLIMBaHUA CTOPOH U B JOKYMEHTaxX
NCMob3yeTcA A3bIK, HA KOTOPOM Befach
paboTa co cTopoHamu.

PekTop yHUBEpCHTETa, NN KaHLep,
€C/IM TaK PeLLUnT YHNBEPCUTET, pEKTOP
YH/UBEpCUTETa NPUKNALHbIX HayK UAW BbICLINIA
pyKoBOAMTENb HAYYHO-NCCNIE[0BATENbCKOWN
OpraHu3aLmm HeceT OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3a
cobntofeHne NHCTPYKLWIA, 1 OH e oTBeYaeT
3a NPUHATUE peLLeHNIA Ha NPOTAXEHUUN BCEro
npouecca. MpuHATME peLeHUn He MOXeT
OblIb JeNernpoBaHO APYroMy LY.

YBegomneHve 0 Nogo3peHnm B
HapyLeHr o6POCOBECTHON NPAKTMKM
HayYHbIX NCCNeAoBaHNIA JONXKHO NOLABaTbCA
B TO Hay4YHO-MCCneoBaTeNIbckoe Unn yyebHoe
yupexkaeHuve, B KOTOpOM MccriegoBaHme
NpoBOAMSIOCk MO 6onbluei Yyactu. B
cnyyae, ey nonasLLee Nofj Nogo3peHmne
nvyo (Mnu nrua) paboTano B HECKONbKUX
nccnepoBaTesbCknx coobliectaax,
npegnonaraeTca CoOTPYAHNYECTBO MeXAaY
|Pa3HbIMU OpraHM3aLMAMU, KOTOPbIE AOMXKHbI
LOroBOpUTLCA MeXay coboll 0 ToM, Kak byaeTt
NPOBOAUTLCA Pa3bUpaTesbCTBO.

Mpwn npoBegeHnn npouenypbl
pasbupatenbcrsa no AMNH B QuHnaHgun
LOJPKHbI CO6MoAaTbCA NPUHLMMBI GUHCKOTO
3aKkoHa 06 afMUHNCTPATUBHOM YNpaBieHun
(434/2003). 3T”IMM NPUHLMNaMK ONpeaeneHbl,
HapAgy C NPOYMM, OCHOBbI HaAJ1eXKalllero
ynpaBneHus npoLeccamm 1 0CHOBaHWA A4nd
0TBOJA 3KCMNepTa No NPUYMHE BO3MOXKHOTO
CyLLeCcTBOBaHNA KOHGNNKTa MHTEPECOB.
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O nofo3peHUn B HapyLLEHNW NPUHLUMNOB
[06POCOBECTHON NPaKTUKM HaYUHbIX
nccnefoBaHNiA 1 CBA3AHHBIX C HUM peLLeHUsX,
NpYHMMaeMbIX Ha Pa3HbIX 3Tamnax npoueaypsl
OMH, cnepyet coobwatb B TENK, uto6bl coBeT
MOF CnefinTb 3a COBMIOAEHNEM MHCTPYKLNIA 1
3a cuTyaumen ¢ Hay4yHow aTukon B GuHnaHanm.
HecmoTps Ha To, uTo OTNpaBnsAemble B
oduuManbHble opraHbl UK COCTaBAAEMbIE
oduULManbHbIMM OpraHaMn OKYMEHTbI
cornacHo GUHCKOMY 3aKOHY O NMy6IMYHOCTH
nHdopmauum (621/1999) agnaioTcs, Kak
npaswmo, Ny6anyYHbIMU, NCCrIefoBaTeNbCKme
opraHuv3auum, oTnpasnAsa JOKYMeHTbI B agpec
COBEeTa, AOMKHbI yUMTbIBaTb 06A3aTeNbCTBa,
Kacatowuecsa KoHbuaeHUManbHoOCTn
CofepKaLlMXCcs B 3TUX JOKYMEHTaxX CBeeHUI.

B 0cobblIx cnyyasx, ecnv peyb MaeT o
MeXyHapogHOM COBMECTHOM MPOeKTe, B
KOTOPOM YUacTBYIOT paboTatoLme B GUHCKUX
HayuHbIX coobLLecTBax NccnenoBaTeny,
pa3brpaTenbCTBO MOXET MPOBOAUTLCA
Ha OCHOBaHMWN UHCTPYKLMIA OpraHM3auuu,
ynpasnAoLLen NpoeKkToM 13-3a Npeaenos
®OrHnAHaUK. 3apeiicTBOBaHHaA B MPoeKTe
duHCKaA cTopoHa fomkHa cofeincTBoBaTb
TOMy, UTOObI MOAO3PEHME B HAPYLLEHUM ObINO
paccriefoBaHo HagieXallym 06pasoMm.

JononHnTenbHyo nHdopmaumio o
npumeHeHumn «Pykosoactsa no AMNH» moxHo
nony4nTb y reHepanbHoro cekpetapa TENK.



The process for handling
allegations of the responsible
conduct of research, otherwise
known as the RCR process

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 responsible
conduct of research, as well as the grounds
for the allegation. The notification cannot be
submitted anonymously.

The rector can also initiate an
investigation 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
preliminary inquiry. A preliminary inquiry is
unnecessary when:

- the allegation does not constitute a
violation 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

FINNISH NATIONAL BOARD ON RESEARCH INTEGRITY TENK

Mpouecc paccmoTpeHns
noAo3peHuii B HapyLIeHUn
NPUHLMNOB AOOPOCOBECTHOMN
NPaKTUKN HayYHbIX
NccefoBaHMIA, TO eCTb

npouepaypa AMNH

1. lhdopmaLmio 0 NoAO3peHI B HapyLLIEHWN
NPUHLMNOB O6POCOBECTHOM NPAKTUKN
HayuHbIX UCCNefOBaHNI cCnepyeT B
NMCbMEHHOM B1Ae AOBECTM A0 peKTopa
WJIN HOTO YMOMAHYTOrO Bbille N1,
OTBeuvaloLLero 3a NpuHATHE pelueHun (8
JanbHewnwem «peKkTop»). [lncbmeHHoe
yBefoMJIeHUe MOAAETCA B Ty OpraH1u3auumio,
B KOTOPOI NonasLuee noj nogo3peHne
NMLO BeAET UK BENO CBOIO AeATENIbHOCTb.
B yBeOMNEHUN HY>KHO KOHKPETHO
yKa3aTb, O KAKOM MMEHHO HapyLIEeHNN
NPYHLMNOB AO6POCOBECTHOM NPAKTUKN
HayU4HbIX UCCNIeJOBAHN UAET peyb, a TakxKe
060CcHOBaTb MOAO3PEHUSA. YBE[OMEHMNE HE
MOXET ObITb aHOHVMHbBIM.

PekTop MOXeT TakXe NPUHATDL K
paccMOTPeHMIO MOA03PEHMNE, O KOTOPOM
OH Y3Han nHbIM nyTem. DUHAAHACKWIA
HaLMOHaNbHbI COBET MO HAyYHON 3THKe
TaKXe MOXeT NpeanoXK1Tb OpraHm3auun
U3yunTb NOJO3PEHME, O KOTOPOM eMy CTaslo
N3BeCTHO.

2. PeweHne o Hauane npoueaypbl
npeaBapuTesIbHOro PaccMoOTpPeHUA
NPUHUMAaET pekTop. PekTop moxeT
OTKasaTbCA OT 3anycKa 3Toln npoLeaypbl,
ecnm

- MOAO3peHME B HapyLUeHNN He
oTHOCUTCA K chepe NpuMeHeHnA
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A reasoned decision not to initiate a
preliminary 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
preliminary inquiry, the instigator of the
allegation, the person alleged to have
committed a violation and TENK must be
notified immediately of the inquiry and of
the grounds for it.

3. The purpose of the preliminary inquiry is
to initially determine the validity of the
allegations of a violation that are stated in
the notification and the evidence that has
been presented to support these allegations.
The instigator of the allegation, the person
alleged to have committed a violation,
and, if necessary, experts and other
persons involved, will be heard during the
preliminary inquiry. The preliminary inquiry
must be conducted 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 person 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

«PykosopcTtsa no [AMNH», n peusb nget o
Apyrom Tune npob6nembl

- 6e3 JONONHUTENbHbIX AeNCTBUIA
0OYeBWIHO, YTO yBeJOMIIEHNE ABNAETCA
6€30CHOBATESIbHbBIM

- ONA 3TOro eCTb MHaA NPUYNHA,
TaKan Kak Havaso npeaBapuTenbHOro
paccmMoTpeHnA B ApYyromn
nccnenoBaTeNnbCKoM opraHM3aumnu.

O60cHOBaHHOe pelleHne 06 oTKase oT
3anycka npoueaypbl NpeaBapuTenbHOro
paccMoTpeHuA cnepyeTt AOBECTW 0
CBefleHVIA MOoAaBLLEero yBefomsieHve nmua
1 NOJ03peBaeMoi CTOPOHbI, @ TakXe
TENK. HecornacHas c pewieHnem CTopoHa
MoxeT 3anpocutb y TENK 3akntioueHne

MO BbIHECEHHOMY PELLEHMIO B TeueHne
LecTn MecAueB C MOMEeHTa NosyyeHns
nHpopmauunmn o6 3Tom peleHnm (CM. MYyHKT
12).

B cnyuae npuHATWA peleHus o
npeaBapuTeNbHOM PacCMOTPEHUN, O Havane
3TOV Npoueaypbl 1 OCHOBAHUAX ANA ee
npoBefeHVA cegyeT He3ameaInTeNIbHO
yBeJOMUTb 3asBUBLLEE O MOAO3PEHUN NINLO
1 NoA03peBaeMyto CTOPOHY, a Takxe TENK.

.Uenbto PacCMOTpPEHNA ABNAETCA

npenBapuTenbHoe BbiIACHEHUE
060CHOBaHHOCTN 0603HAUYEHHbIX B
yBefomeHun nogospeHnii. B xoge
npenBapuTENbHOrO PAacCMOTPEHUS
3aC/1yLWINBAlOTCA 3aABMBLUAA O NOJ03PeHNM
CTOpPOHA U NoAo3peBaemMoe Lo, a

TaKXe, Npy He0BXOAUMOCTY, IKCMEPTbI

n apyrue nuua. NpegeaputensHoe
paccmMoTpeHre fONXKHO ObITb NPOBEAEHO

B TEYEHME TPEX MeCALIEB C MOMEHTa



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
regarding the violation of the RCR be
unfounded.

5. If after the preliminary inquiry, there is
still reason to suspect disregard for the
responsible conduct of research or research
misconduct, the rector must initiate the
investigation proper. Conducting this
investigation is unnecessary when the
preliminary inquiry has revealed that a
violation of the RCR has occurred, the
person alleged to have committed a
violation agrees with the results of the
preliminary inquiry, and there is otherwise
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.

An investigation proper is, however,
warranted 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 discipline in question, as well as
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NoCTynneHna ysegomiieHnsa o nofo3peHnn,
€C/IN OTCYTCTBYIOT MPUYNHDbI ANA 6onee
ONNTENDbHOIO N3YyYeHUA.

.Ecnn B xope npeaBapuTesibHOro

paccMOTpeHMsA BbIACHUTCA, YTO MOAO03PeHne
ABnAeTcA 6@30CHOBaTENbHbIM, PEKTOP
NPUHUMAET peLleHne o NpeKpaLleHnn
paccmoTtpeHua gena. PeweHne cnepyet
[OBeCTU 10 CBefieHVA 06beKTa NoAo3peHns
1 3aABMBLLEN O MOAO3PEHUN CTOPOHDI, @
Takxke TENK, npu 3Tom pelueHne moxkeT
ObITb ONY6NMKOBaAHO, €C/IN 3TOFO NONPOCUT
HaxoAuBLULeecA Noj NoOJ03PEeHMEM UL NN
B Cllyyae UHON HeobxoanMOCTI.

B pelweHun cnepyet ynomaHyTb, UTo
He[OBO/IbHAA M CTOPOHA MOXET 3anpocnTb
y TENK 3akntoueHuve no BbIHeCeHHOMY
peLLeHunio B TeYeHNe LecTn MecALeB C
MOMEHTa MnosyyeHrsa MHpopmaumm o6 3Tom
peLeHnn (cm. NyHKT 12).

Ecnun 6ygeT ycTaHOBNEHO, UTO
06BUHeHNA B HapyLweHun npuHumnos AMH
6bINK NpefbABeHbl 6€30CHOBaTENbHO,
peKTop NPMHUMAET peLleHe O BO3MOXKHbIX
nocneacTBuUAX.

. Ecnn xe nocne npepsaputenbHoro

paccMOTPeEHMSA NO-NPEXHEMY
OCTalOTCA OCHOBAHMWA NpegnosnaraTb,

yTO NpeHebpexeHve NPUHLMNAMK
[06POCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HaYUHbIX
NCCNenoBaHuii U MOLLIEHHNYECTBO B
HayuyHoW cdepe Ha CamoM fiene UMesno
MECTO, PeKTOP AOMKEH 3aMnyCTUTb

NpoLecc OCHOBHOIO paccnefoBaHus.
Heo6xoanMocTn NpoBOANUTL paccnefoBaHue
HeT, ecv NpefBapUTeSIbHOE PAacCMOTPEHNE
noaTeepanno GakT HapyLweHUA NPUHLMNOB
[OIMH, ecnn nogo3peBaemoe NMLO COrnacHo
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the legal or other expertise required. At

least two members of the committee must
be external to the organisation 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 disqualification. The
parties concerned and TENK must be notified
of the initiation of the investigation proper.

7.The investigation needs to be conducted

as quickly as possible. Each phase, such

as the hearing of the different parties,

must be carefully documented. If the
investigation committee 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.

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
establishing 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
committee’s tasks and activities and of the
hearing of the parties

- A reasoned assessment of the
investigation committee to determine
whether the suspected activity in each
specific allegation in the written notification
constitutes research misconduct or
disregard for the responsible conduct of

C pe3ynbTaToM NpeaBapuTeNbHOro
PaccMOTPEHMSA 1 eCsIv HET 0COBbIX

NPUYUH ANs NPOBEAEHUS OCHOBHOIO
paccnegoBaHus. Mpun 5TOM pekTop Ha
OCHOBaHWM Pe3yNbTaToB NpefBapUTENIbHOrO
PaccMOTPEHMS BbIHOCUT peLleHue,
YNOMAHYTOE B NyHKTe 9.

PaccnepgoBaHue Bce e Heob6Xxoanumo
NPOBECTM B Cly4ae, ecivi B Xofe
npeaBapuTeNbHOro PacCMOTPEHUA
BO3HMK/N NOAO3pEeHMA B 6onee
MacwTabHoMm, yem Obifo yKa3aHo B
yBeOMJ/IEHW, MOLLIEHHUYECTBE.

. [ina nposBefeHnA OCHOBHOTO

paccnenoBaHUA PEKTOP AOMKEH yupeamnTb
3KCMepPTHYIO rpynny, Npurnac1s B

Hee cneumnanncToB, O4MH U3 KOTOPbIX
Ha3HaYaeTcs PyKoBOAUTENIEM FPYNMbl.
3aHuUMatoLWancsa pacciefoBaHMeEM rpynna
[OJKHa 0651afaTb KoMneTeHUmeln B chepe,
K KOTOPOW OTHOCUTCSI pacCMaTpuBaemoe
Leno, a TakXKe B IOPUANYECKON U APYrnX
HeobxoanMmblx chepax. Mpynna fgonxHa
BK/IOYATb Kak MUHVMYM [IBYX USIEHOB, He
BXOAALMX B NPOBOAALLYIO pacciefoBaHne
opraHuzaumto. Mpr Ha3HaYeHMM YNeHoB
rpynmnbl 1 B Xofe ee [eATeNIbHOCTU JONXKHbI
cobntofatbca obume NprHLMMNbI 0TBOAA
3KCMepTOB NO NpUUNHE KOHGANKTa
NHTEpeCoB, onpeaesneHHble GUHCKIUM
3aKOHOM 06 aAMVHUCTPATMBHOM
ynpaeneHun. O Havyane paccnefoBaHus
cnegyeT nponHGOPMMPOBaTh NPUYACTHBIE K
Hemy ctopoHb! 1 TENK.

. PaccnepoBaHue AomKHO NPOBOAUTLCSA

MaKC/ManbHO onepaTtnMBHO, NpU 3TOM BCe
€ro 3Tarbl, TakKMe KakK 3acnywBaHne CTOPOH,
OOJTXHbI TWaTeNbHO AOKYMEHTNPOBATbLCA.



research. If a violation has been uncovered,
a reasoned assessment needs to be included
concerning the nature, severity and
frequency of occurrence of the violation of
the responsible conduct of research

- When necessary, a list of the research
material, 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
stipulated in Point 9, and possible proposals
on how the consequences of the violation
should be rectified.

The rector will ask that both the person
alleged to have committed a violation
and the instigator of the allegation submit
responses to the final report.

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
decision 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
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Ecnu paccnepytowas nogo3peHue rpynna
He [OBefeT pacciiefoBaHKe 40 KOHLa B
TeyeHue LWeCTn MecsiLieB, OHa AOJIKHA
LOMNOXMNTb 06 3TOM PEKTOPY, KOTOPbIN
NPYHUMAET peLLeHne O NPOANEHNN CPOKa
pacciefoBaHus.

8. Mo okoHyYaHWK cBOEN PaboThl
paccnepyiowasn Nogo3peHre rpynna AoKHa
npeacTaBuUTb UTOroBbIN oTyeT. OTueT
[AOJKEH BK/IOYaTb:

- pa3bAcHeHWe Xxoha cobbITUin Ao
yupexaeHua aKCrepTHONM rpynnbl, TO
eCTb OMMCaHne UCCIeaoBaHUA NN
[eATeNIbHOCTU, C KOTOPOW OblNin CBSI3aHbl
NofO3PEHNA, a TaKXKe OCHOBAHUA ANis
npeabsaBleHHbIX NOAO3PEHUI

- onrcaHune paboTbl SKCNEePTHON FPYMnbl
1 npoLecca 3acnyLwmnBaHna CTOPOH

- 060CHOBaHHbI BbIBOA 3KCNEPTHOM
rpynmnbl KacaTesibHO TOro, ABMANACH N
0603HayeHHas B MMCbMEHHOM YBELOMIIEHNN
[1esITeSIbHOCTb MOLIEHHNYECTBOM
U NpeHebpeXxeHnem NPUHLMNAMIN
[06POCOBECTHOI NPAKTUKM HAYUHBbIX
nccnefoBaHNi, a TakxkKe, eCv HapyLleHWA
OblNn BblsiBNIEHbl, 000CHOBAHHaA OLEeHKa
XapakTepa, TAKeCTV 1 MOBTOPAEMOCTH
BbISAB/IEHHbIX HaPYLIEeHNIA

- NpU HeobXoANMOCTH, NEPEeYEHb
MaTepuasioB 1 pe3ynbTaToB UCCefoBaHWA
N CBA3aHHbIX C HAM Ny6nnKauuia, Kotopble,
MO MHEHWIO SKCNEePTHOM rpymnnbl,
cofepKaT NposAB/IeHUsA MOLIEHHNYECTBA
U NpeHebpeXxeHna NPUHUMNAMn
[06pOCOBECTHON NPAKTUKM HAaYUHbIX
nccnenoBaHuin
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results based on fraudulent means have
already 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
committed 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 violation so desires, or if there
are other compelling reasons.

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
research funding, the final report of the
investigation 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
decision, with the procedures adopted in
the preliminary inquiry or the investigation

- NpefnoXeHue o nNybnmkKaumm
N3N0KEHHbIX B ITOFOBOM OTYETE BbIBOAOB
B COOTBETCTBUM C MYHKTOM 9, a TakxKe
BO3MOXHble NMPeANOKeHNA N0 YCTPAHEHNIO
nocnefCcTBUIA HapyLIEHUS.

PekTop 3anpatumBaet y
Nof03peBaeMoro 1 3asBMBLIETO O
NoLO3PEeHUU NNL, OTBETHbIE KOMMEHTapUK
KacaTenbHO UTOrOBOro OTYeTa.

. PekTop peLwuaer, 6bin0 nv B

paccMaTpriBaeMOM Cilyyae COBepLUEHO
HapyLleHre NPUHLMUNOB JO6POCOBECTHOM
NPaKTUKN HAaYYHbIX NCCNeaoBaHUN.
PewweHune nonxHo 6bITb fOBEAEHO

[0 CBeAeHUs 06beKTa MOAO3PEHMNN 1
3aABMBLUE O MOJO3PEHNMN CTOPOHDI,

a Takxe TENK. B pelweHun cnegyet
YMOMAHYTb, YTO HECOrNIaCHaA C HAM CTOPOHa
moxeT 3anpocutb y TENK 3aknoyeHue

Mo BbIHECEHHOMY PELLUEHUIO B TeYeHne
LIeCT! mecALUeB C MOMEHTa Moy4YyeHnn
nHdOopMaLUm 06 STOM peLLeHNN (CM. NYHKT
12).

Ecnun B pe3ynbraTte paccnefoBaHms
6yneT yCcTaHOBJIEHO, UTO peyb MAeT O
MOLLEHHMYeCTBe B Hay4HoW cdepe,
U3NOXEHHbIE B OTYETE BbIBOAbI AO/MKHbI
6bITb 06HAPOAOBaHbI MOAXOAALMNM C TOUKM
3peHnA IKCNePTHON rpynbl cnocobom 1, no
KpalHen mepe, yepes TOT e KaHarn, yepes
KOTOpPbIV Obifv ONY6/IMKOBaHbI Pe3ynbTaTbl
MOLLEHHWNYECKOro NCCNefoBaHnA nnm
NPOAYKT MOLUEHHNYECKON [eATENbHOCTH.

Kpome Toro, BbiiBNEHHOE HapyLleHne
npuHumnos [INMH moxeT npusecTn K Apyrum
nocneAcTBUAM, KOTOPble PeKTOp nMeeT
npaBo unv 06A3aH NPUMeHNTb, HanpuMep,
Ha OCHOBaHMWN aAMUHUCTPATUBHOTO,



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 statement 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.

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 parties involved.

When compiling the statement,

TENK may, if needed, request a written
response to the request for a statement
from the parties concerned and from

the organisation with whose decision

or procedures the person requesting

the statement is dissatisfied. The person
requesting the statement is to be given

an opportunity 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, or in the
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YroNoBHOIO WA TPYAOBOTO
3aKoHoAaTeIbCTBa UM [OrOBOPHOTrO Npaga.

Ecnu HapyLlueHve NpuHLMNOB
[06POCOBECTHOW MPaAKTMKKN HayUHbIX
nccnenoBaHnin UMeNo MecTo, NOCNefCTBISA
1 Ha3HauyaeMble CaHKLUMM JOJXKHbI ObITb
CnpaBefvBbIMU U CONOCTaBUMBIMU C
TAXKECTbIO HapyLeHUs.

10. Ecnn B pe3ynbTaTte paccnefoBaHuA

11.

12.

BbIAICHWTCS, YTO NMOAO3PEBaBLLEECA TNLO He
HapyLlano NPUHLMNOB 4O6POCOBECTHOW
NPaKTUKN Hay4YHbIX I/ICCHep,OBaHI/IVI,
peLleHne JOmKHO 6bITb JOBEAEHO 4O
CBefleHUA NoAO03PeBaBLLErOCA LA U
CTOPOHbI, 3a8BUBLLEN O NOAO3PEHNN.
Kpome Toro, AomKHbl ObITb MPUHATLI

Mepbl K 06HapOAOBaHMIO pe3ynbTaToB
paccnenoBaHus Yepes NogxoaAawuii KaHan,
€C/IN 3TOro NONPOCUT NOAO03PEBaBLLEECS
nnuo nnn ecnu gnAa stToro 6y}:|,yT NHble
MPUYNHBbI.

Ecnu nopgo3speBaemoe Lo paboTaeT B
Opyrom nccnefoBaTenbCKov opraHu3aumm,
a He B TOIA, B KOTOPOW paccMaTprBanocb
Nofo3peHre, Uv ecin 3To IMLO NPOBOAMNT
nccnepoBaHMe 3a CHeT BHELLHero
dUHaHCMpPOBaHNA, UTOTOBLIN OTYET
[OJIKEH ObITb NpefCcTaB/eH TakXKe ero
paboTtogatento unu GprHaHcMpytoLLein
nccnegoBaHve opraHn3aLun.

Mopo3peBaemoe B HapyLLEHNUW UK
3anABMBLUEe O NMOA03PEHNN ILO,
HeZlOBOJIbHOE peLleHreM PeKTopa,
npoueaypamu NpeaBapuTesIbHOro
paccMOTPEHUS UM OCHOBHOTO
paccnefoBaHusA Uy NpeacTaBleHHbIMU
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information provided by an involved party
in its request for a statement.

TENK may, for well-founded reasons,
recommend 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 website, www.tenk.fi/en.

B UITOFOBOM OTYETE BbIBOAAMM, MOXKET
3anpocutb 3akntoyeHne TENK. 3anpoc
cnepyet 060CHOBATb, 11 B HEM JOMKHbI
6bITb KOHKPETHO YKa3aHbl Te BONPOChl, NO
KOTOPbIM 3anpallnBaeTca 3aKnioyeHme.
Ecnu npouecc pas3bupatenbctsa He
3aBepLUeH, 3aK/YeHNUs No npoueaypam
1 peLleHrAM, BbIHECEHHbIM Ha
NPOMEXYTOUHbIX 3Tanax, 3anpawnBaTbCs
He MOryT. 3aKnioyeHne OMKHO
3anpalumBaTbCA He No3fHee, Yem yepes
LecTb MecALEeB C MOMeHTa BblIHeCeHNA
peLueHus.

TENK gomkeH 6e30TnaratesibHo, He
nosgHee yem B TeueHVe NATN MecALEeB

C MOMEHTa NOCTYNNeHnA 3anpoca,
paccmoTpeTb BONPOC Ha OCHOBaHUN
npefCcTaB/IeHHbIX €My JOKYMEHTOB U AaTb
COCTaBJIeHHOE Ha UMA obpaTyBLIeNcA B
TENK cTOopOHbI 3aKntoueHune, Kotopoe
JOBOQUTCA A0 CBeAEHUA peKTopa n
NPUYaCTHbIX K AeNy CTOPOH.

Mpw coctaBneHun 3aknoyeHna TENK,
npu HeobXoAMMOCTH, 3anpaLuMBaeT
KOMMEHTapUn KacaTesibHO NOCTyNMBLUEro
3anpoca y NprYacTHbIX K AeNly CTOPOH
1y TOI OpraHv3auunu, pelueHiem
VN MeTOAaMM KOTOPOW HeJoOBOJbHA
nopfaslLuas 3anpoc cTopoHa. lNogaswen
3anpoc CTOPOHE, B CBOIO oyepefb,
npefocTaBnAeTCA BO3MOXKHOCTb
NPOKOMMEHTUPOBATb 3TV OTBETHblE
KOMMeHTapuu. 3aknioueHne TENK n
1CNONb30BaBLUNECA MPU €ro COCTaBAEHNN
[OKYMEHTbl BMECTe C BO3MOXKHbIMU
NPUNOXEHNAMN CTAHOBATCA, KaK NPaBuMo,
ny6nunyHoi nHdopmaumei nocne
BbIHECEHUA 3aKIIIYeHUA.

B cBoem 3akntoueHnm TENK moxet
NpeanoXuTb PeKTopy NPoBecTn
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[OMNONHUTENIbHOE pacc/ieloBaHme,
ec/i1 MaTepuranbl NpeaBapuUTeNIbHOTO
|PacCMOTPEHNSA, UTOFOBbIN OTUYET

Mo OCHOBHOMY pacc/ieloBaHuI0

VAN NpeacTaB/ieHHbIe B 3anpoce
ob6cToATENbCTBA AAKOT AJ1s 3TOro
OCHOBaHMA.

TENK MoeT Take No co6CTBEHHOM
MHUUMaTrBe, 63 3anpoca CTOPOH,
NpeanoXnTb NPOBECTU AOMONHUTENBHOE
paccnegoBaHme, eCnu asisi 3Toro
CYLLECTBYIOT BECKUE MPUYMHBI.

TENK He yuacTByeT B
npeaBapuTeNbHOM PacCMOTPEHUN
WS OCHOBHOM pacciiefjloBaHUM 1 He
opraHusyeT npoueaypbl 3acyLInBaHUA
CTOPOH.

WNHCTpYKUMK NO COCTaBREeHMIO 3anpoca
0 NpeaoCTaBeHNY 3aKNIOYEHNA MOXHO
HanTn Ha cante TENK, www.tenk.fi.







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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