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E' To do research we need:

ESSENTIAL

e Integrity and ethic conduct

e Motivation and curiosity

e Focus and perseverance
eIndependence and initiative

e Responsibility and commitment
e One problem, one question

e Planning (Project)




To publish we need:

ESSENTIAL

* Integrity and ethics conduct

e Clear objective(s)

e Adequate description of methods
e Valid results

e Conclusions based on the results
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Many cases of misconduct are detected by

editors, reviewers or readers

during or after publication
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CASE STUDY: Retraction ou Correction?

A reader contacts you, as editor, with evidence that a number
of images in a paper published in your journal are duplicates of
images in papers by the same authors already published in other
journals. One of the images is even duplicated within the paper itself,
in modified form. You compare the papers and agree with the
reader.

You contact the corresponding author, Dr X, present the
evidence and ask for an explanation. Dr X replies that he has
investigated the issue and all the “wrongdoings” were caused by his
research group, the co-authors, due to their inexperience. He
apologises, says he is willing to take full responsibility, and will

withdraw the paper.
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You email Dr X with suggested text for the retraction, asking
him for any changes he feels are necessary. At this point, Dr X asks
that you allow him to publish a correction instead, showing new
images in place of the duplicated ones, as he says the results in
the paper are sound. He has even repeated all the experiments,
getting the same results, and tells you all the data are available for
inspection. He admits there was an inappropriately modified
image, but passes this off as again being due to the inexperience

of his group.

Should you retract the paper or allow a correction with

new images to be published?
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Research integrity and publication ethics

are interlinked

Misconduct in Misconduct in
Research Publication
Non ethical research Plagiarism
Data fabrication Redundnat publication
Data falsification Authorship abuse
Image manipulation Biased report

Misconduct of reviewer

Abuse of privileged position

Conflict of interests

m
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error —-l misconduct —+

non intentional

intentional

1. wrong observation
2. wrong analysis
3. inadequate record keeping
4. witholding method details
5. double and sliced publications
6. biased or post-hoc revision of study design
7. ignoring previous work of others
8. suppressing own data, dropping data points
9. undeclared conflicts of interest, corruption
10. undeserved authorship
11. unfair review, wrong testimony
12. espionage, giving away secrets
13. misuse of public funds
14. bullying, nepotism
15. overlookig others’ use of flawed data
16. suppressing fraud allegation
17. no informed consent
18. plagiarism
19. falsification
20. fabrication
21. illegal human experiments

Marcovitch et al Croat Med J. 2010 doi: 10.3325/cmj.2010.51.7

difficultly detected

B

easily detected
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THE LANCET

Bruce A. Beutler

Jules A. Hoffmann

Ralph M. Steinman
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The Lancet, Yolume 378, Issue 3800, Page 1367, 15 October 2011 < Previous Article | Next Article >
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doi:10.1016/50140-6736(11)61596-1 (2 Cite or Link Using DOI

Nobel prize for medicine marred by death and controversy

David Holmes
The research community has been mourning the loss of Ralph Steinman who died shortly before it was announced that he was one
of the 2011 Nobel prize winners. David Holmes reports.

From Jean-Paul Sartre’s refusal of the prize for literature in 1964 to questions about undue corporate influence in 2008, the Nobel
prize has never been a stranger to drama and controversy. Few awards, however, have been tinged with as much sadness as the
2011 Mobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine. Just hours after the Mobel Assembly announced that this year's prize would be shared
between Bruce Beutler and Jules Hoffmann for their discovery of receptor proteins that activate innate immunity, and Ralph
Steinman for his discovery of dendritic cells and their role in the activation and regulation of adaptive immunity, news filtered
through that Steinman had in fact died just a few days earlier from pancreatic cancer.

Although technically in breach of rules that have forbidden the posthumous award of a prize since 1974, the Assembly quickly
came to the conclusion that the award would stand. A decision that was welcomed by Steinman's colleagues at Rockefeller
University in Mew York, USA, who were still coming to terms with the news of his death. Michel Nussenzweig, who joined
Steinman's laboratory as his first student in 1977, and still works at the Rockefeller's Laboratory of Molecular Immunalogy, said
“wa're all very happy that the Mobel committee recognised Ralph, but it's a terrible loss for us. We'd much rather have it the other
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N\ Bruce A. Beutler

Jules A. Hoffmann Ralph M. Steinman

Volume 479 m [Zl:lrre:s:pljndem::e

previous article next article

Nobels: Toll pioneers deserve recognition

James P. Allison, Christophe Benoist & Alexander V. Chervonsky

Affiliations | Corresponding author

Nature 479, 178 (10 November 2011} | doiz10.1038/479178a
Published online 09 November 2011

Subject terms: Institutions - Immunology

Immunoclogists are delighted that the field of innate immunity has been
recognized by this year's Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine. However,
we believe that the Mobel Committee should also have acknowledged the email
seminal contributions of immunologists Charles A. Janeway Jr {1943-2003) Y] download pdf
and Ruslan Medzhitov.

print

view interactive pdf

. . . - . download citation
Janeway laid out the major theory that unifies the principles of innate and

adaptive immunity (C. A. Janeway Cold Spring Harb. Symp. Quant. Biol. 54, ~ "=} order reprints
1-13; 1989), later experimentally verified with Medzhitov and then by many 0 rights and permissions
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The 'brainmaker’

Yoshiki Sasai has a knack for knowing what stem
cells want. He has grown an eye precursar and
parts of a brain in a dish.
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Nobel Prize for Immunologists Provokes Yet Another
Debate

—

by Martin Enserink and John Traviz on 16 December 2011, 2:36 PM
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FORMER E U EDUCATION Once again, the 2011 Nobel Prize for physiology or medicine is the CHLARGE IMAGE

COMMISSIONER FACES subject of controversy. This time, the contribution of French
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immunologist Jules Hoffmann has been called into question in by
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of the research himself. Hoffmann took little interest in the work
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The most common problems in

publication ethics:

X Authorship

X Conflict of interests

X Plagiarism
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Reasons for Misconduct?

 Increasing pressure to publish

PUBLISH
OR
PERISH

The Public Speaker's Guide
1o Book Publishing

Danny O. Snow
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Reasons for Misconduct?

* Financial aspects — conflict of interests

« Wider, multidisciplinary, globalized collaborations

« Lack of information on research integrity and
publication ethics

C | PIE COMMITTEE ON PUBLICATION ETHICS
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Joint Actions

Research Integrity and Publication Ethics

AcCtors

Government / Funding Agencies

Academic and research
Institutions

Society (users)

Scholarly journals, publishers



Joint Actions

Research Integrity and Publication Ethics

INTERNATIONAL
COMPATIBILITY

<*- Revision of policies

@ Adjustment of processes and
structures to support responsible

conduct of research
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Support to editors, publishers and
organizations
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About COPE  Resources  Cases  Become amember  Members  Events  News & Opinion  Contact Us

Promoting integrity in research publication @Y Te

What are the benefits of

COPE is a forum for editors and publishers of peer reviewed journals to discuss all COPE membership?
aspects of publication ethics. It also advises editors on how to handle cases of research

and publication misconduct. Read more about COPE...

All Latest
—~
NEWS NEWS NEWS
FORUM DISC USSION COPE Forum agenda and COPE Digest: Publication
materials: 23 September Ethics in Practice.

. 2014 meeting September 2014 (Vol...
TOPIC- Standard 17th Sep 2014 17th Sep 2014
retraction form

CASE CASE
The Forum discussion topic on Tuesday 23 September Is related to Possible breach of Fraud or sloppiness in a
producing a “Standard retraction form”. Read more and please do leave reviewer confidentiality submitted manuscript
11th Sep 2014 11th Sep 2014

your comments.

23 Ju

- Ung
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Home About COPE

E Resources

Code of Conduct
Flowmrcharts

Guidelinas

Resources [a:iiod

Become a member

Members

Events MNews & Opinion Contact Us

COPE Resaarch
Granmt

Ethical Editing
Newslattar ) )
aditars and writars.

Saminars
elearning

COPE Distussicn
Documents

12345

Guidelines

Access COPE's official guidance,
including the Retraction Guidelines.

Internatienal
standards for
aditors and authaors

Further Reading

VL

Code of Conduct

COPE aims to define best practice in
the ethics of schalarly publishing and to
assist editors, editorial board
members, owners of journals and
publishers to achieve this.

COPE Discussion
Documents

.
N
Flowcharts

Cr flowecharts are designed to help
aditars follow COPE's Code of Conduct
and implement its advice when faced
with cases of suspected misconduct.

Ethical Editing
Newvsletters

COPE is committed to improving
communication with its members
ahout its activities and encouraging
debate ahout publication ethics.

International Standards
for Editors and Authors

From our Code of Conduct and our Guidelines to useful sample letters and flowcharts, COPE offers a range of useful tools for journal

eLearning

COPE's eLearning course is now live.
Designed to give editors a deeper
understanding ahout publication ethics
and practical guidance about how to
detect, prevent and handle misconduct.

Seminars

Details of COPE seminars and
presentations from the past few years




Individual flowcharts

Vhat to do if you suspect redundant {duplicate) publication
« Suspected redundant publication in & submitted manoscript (Download PDFE GO ki)

« Suspected redundant publication in & puhlished aicle ([Download FOF, 84 ki

What to do if you suspect plagiarism

« Suspected plagiarism in a submitted manuscript (Download POF, 80 kh

« Suspected plagiarism in a published adicle (Download PDF, 76 ki

What to do if you suspect fabricated data

« Suspected fabricated data in a submitted manuscript (Download POF [34kb], revised hay
2011

+« Suspected fabricated data ina published adicle (Download POF [84kb], revised mMay 20113
Changes in authorship

« Corresponding author requests addition of extra author hefare publication iDownload PDF,
52 ki

+ Corresponding author requests removal of author before publication (Download POE, 52 ki

+« Requestfor addition of extra authar after publication (Download POF, 60 kin
+« Request for removal of author after publication (Download PDF, 63 kb
« Suspected guest, ghost ar git autharship (Download FPDFE, 76 kb

« Adyice on how to spot authorship problems (Download PDE, 64 kb
Yhat to do if a reviewer suspects undisclosed conflict of interest (Col) in a submitted
manuscript

(Cownload PDF, 56 kb
Yhat to do if a reader suspects undisclosed conflict of interest (Col) in a published article
(Download POF, 56 kb

Yhat to do if you suspect an ethical problem with a submitted manuscript

(Diownload PDF, 63 k)

VYhat to do if you suspect a reviewer has appropriated an author’s idea or data
(Download POF, 88 kb

How COPE handles complaints against editors
(Download POF [63kb], revised 17 July 2012

All flowcharts - Spanish version
Diovwenload 456.92 KB

POF

All flowcharts - French version

{revised 11 June 2012)
Dovwwnload 3735 KB

PDF

All flowcharts (14 currently

available) - Persian version
Dioevnload 374 .76 KB
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Home Akout COPE  Resources

E-Learning

Caszes

ﬁ

Become a member Members Events Mews & Opinion  Contact Us

This course is designed for editors and publishers who want to improve their
understanding on publication ethics and to provide the toals and knowledge
needed to address the many issues they face when editing 3 journalltis
presented as a series of eleven independent madules: we plan to add mare
moadules aver the next few months.

COPE is offering non-mermbers working on scholarly journals the chance to toy
out aur eLearning programme, with free access to the module, An Introduction
to Publication Ethics. This module aims to highlight the importance of ethical
publishing as well as outline the definitions of misconduct. Wirginia Barbour,
Chair of COPE, says, "The aim ofthe free taster madule is to give potential
members a feeling far the extensive benefits that the organization can offer

My eLearning Activities

Available Modules

Plagiarism
Introduction to Publication Ethics
Falsification
Fabrication
Conflict of Interest
Authorship

Modules In Progress

Mo modules available.

them". To access the ather modules, click here far infarmation on becoming a
member.

You can choose which modules to look at and which order you view them in.
Each maodule includes case studies and guestions so that you can review your
knowledge. Some modules may also include audio arvideo podeasts. The
course does not lead to a formal qualification butyou can print a cedificate of
activity Al moadules will be reviewwed periodically and therefare we welcame yaur
feedhack. There will be an oppofunity to provide this atthe end of each
module.

Modules Completed

Mo modules available.




Introduction to Publication Ethics

Introduction to Publication Ethics

Back to E-Learning
Finish module

This module will cover: Introduction to Publication Ethics

« the importance of ethical publishing
« the definitions of misconduct
« the steps you can take ifyou discover misconduct in your journal Why should you be concerned?

Publication ethics and misconduct

The module will take about 20 minutes to complete What to do ifyou suspect it

Sections Resources and further reading

Evaluation form

Publication ethics and misconduct

What to do if you suspect it Resources and further reading

‘G ‘0| P|E| commirree on pusLication ethics
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INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE of
MEDICAL JOURNAL EDITORS

Recommendations

Conflicts of Interest Journals

About ICMJE News & Editorials

Following the ICMJE Recommendations

Recommendations

Recommendations for the Conduct, Reporting, Editing, and
Publication of Scholarly Work in Medical Journals*

Read the Recommendations for the Conduct, Reporting, Editing, and
Publication of Scholarly work in Medical Journals.

4 oo

Conflicts of Interest

| CMJE MEDLCAL JOURNAL EDITORS

ICMJE Form for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest

Use the ICMJE Form for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest to generate
a disclosure staterment for your manuscript.

News & Editorials

Member Publications & Organizations

ANNOUNCEMENT

Guiding Principles for the Development of
Policies on Sharing Clinical Trials Data - January,
2014

Quick Links

JAMA
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Home Library RELILGEE Courses & events News Blog Aboutus

Enhancing the QUAIity and
Transparency Of health Research

network

Home > Toolkits

Toolkits

This section of our website will help you to use guidance listed in our Library to promote, teach and practice accurate,

complete and ethical publication of health research.

In addition we also provide practical resources for groups developing reporting guidelines to ensure the highest standards
and usefulness of these guidelines.

Authors

Information and resources for authors

Editors

Information and resources for editors and peer reviewers

Developers

Information and resources for guideline developers

Librarians

Visit the EQUATOR
Spanish Website

Contact

Eo
Key reporting guidelines

CONSORT Full Record | Checklist | Flow Diagram
STROBE Full Record | Checklist

PRISMA Full Record | Checklist | Flow Diagram

STARD Full Record | Checklist | Flow Diagram
CORE! Full Record

ENTREQ  Full Record
SQUIRE Full Record | Checklist
CARE Full Record | Checklist
SAMPL Full Record
SPIRIT Full Record | Checklist

Library index

« Search for reporting guidelines

« Reporting guidelines under development

« Translations of reporting guidelines

« Guidance on scientific writing

« Guidance developed by editorial groups

« Research funders’ guidance on reporting
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Home My Springer Subjects

Authors & editors

» Book authors & editors
» Journal authors
» Journal editors

» Author academy

» Author newsletter

Marketing Your Journal

A Guide for Editors-in-Chief and Editorial Boards

» read more

Login / Register Global Website Change

Services Publishers Springer Shop About us

Publishing Ethics for Journals

A guide for Editors-in-Chief, Associate Editors, and Managing Editors:

On the following pages, Springer provides practical guidance to Journal Editors
and Society & Publishing Partners which helps manage the repercussions
potentially arising from publishing work which could be in breach with the codes
of conduct.

» |ntroduction

» Springer and the Committee on Publication Ethics

» Developing a publishing ethics policy for your journal

» Ethical issues and what to do when you are encountering possible misconduct?
» Data fabrication / data falsification

» Duplicate submission / publication and redundant publication

» Duplication of text and/or figures (plagiarism)

» Authorship issues

» Undeclared conflict of interest (Col)

» Ethical problems

» How to correct the literature?

» Should an author be banned and when?

» What to do when you are encountering a severe plagiarism case?

» What to do when misconduct is beyond the means of Journal Editors to investigate?




Journals & books

Company Info

At a glance

Elsevier locations

Mission

Senior management

Subject information

Publishing guidelines
ndustry standards
Peer review
Publishing ethics

Policies

Corporate responsibility
Open access

Universal access
Policies

Research data
Company history
Annual reports

Press releases
Conferences

Exhibitions

o) Advanced search Folowus: ] B » 3§ Help & Contact

Solutions Authors, editors & reviewers About Elsevier Community Store

Elsevier.com = About Elsavier > Publishing guidelines = Publishing ethics

Publishing ethics

The publication of an article in a peer-reviewed journal is an essential building block in the development of a coherent and respected network of
knowledge. It is a direct reflection of the quality of the work of the authors and the institutions that support them. Peer-reviewed articles support and
embody the scientific method. It is therefore important 1o agree upon standards of expected ethical behavior for all parties involved in the act of
publishing: the author, the journal editor, the peer reviewer, the publisher and the society of society-owned or sponsored journals.

More about Publishing Ethics can be found in the Publishing Ethics Resource Kit (PERK).

Duties of Editors

Publication decision

Fair play

Confidentiality

Disclosure and Condlicts of interest
Involvement and cooperation in investigations

Duties of Reviewers

Contribution to Editorial Decision
Promptness

Confidentiality

Standards of Objectivity
Acknowledgement of Source
Disclosure and Conflicts of Interest

Duties of Authors

Reporting standards

Data Access and Retention

Originality and Plagiarism

Multiple, Redundant or Concurrent Publication
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About Wiley Corporate Information Investor Relations Careers Press Author Events Conferences Corporate Citizenship Partner With Us

Corporate Citizenship

Overview
Workplace
Environment
Community

I Publication Ethics

ABOUT WILEY: Careers Locations

RESOURCESFOR: Authors

Investor Relations

Instructors

Publication Ethics

As the world's leading publisher of scholarly, technical, and medical journals for societies and their memberships, we are
committed to promoting and practicing the highest standards of ethical publishing across all Wiley journals.

Wiley's Best Practice Guidelines on Publication Ethics encourages integrity in research, writing, and peer review by presenting the
gold-standard for editorial processes across the scholarly disciplines.

As the introduction to Best Practice Guidelines on Publication Ethics says:

Editors trust peer reviewers to provide fair assessments, authors trust editors to select appropriate peer
reviewers, and readers put their trust in the peer-review process. ... Good decisions and strong editorial
processes ... will foster a sustainable and efficient publishing system, which will benefit academic
societies, journal editors, authors, research funders, readers, and publishers.

We invite you to read the guidelines.

Press Room N

Students

Booksellers

Librarians | Societies
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Etica editorial — buenas y malas practicas cientificas Busqueda

GE ¢ | wiweet s  [Pumu R Noticias recientes

Los dias 14 y 15 de agosto, con patrocinio de

FAPESP, tuvo lugar la /Il BRISPE: Brazilian Repositorios en América Latina tienen
Meeting on Research Integrity, Science and poca visiblidad en Google Scholar
Publicacion Ethics’, con el objetivo de
promover la integridad cientifica y la conducta
responsable por parte de los investigadores en
el Brasil. En los dos dias del evento se 2= Redes sociales y periodismo cientifico:
presentaron 10 ponencias relativas a los . desafios a los editores

problemas de la mala conducta cientifica, las

politicas institucionales y los esfuerzos que SciELO participa de la Coalicion global
globalmente se estan haciendo para reducir un en defensa de las licencias Creative

Etica editorial — buenas y malas
practicas cientificas
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Central de atendimento B _j‘ ™7 A A . a

S e e Pesguisar... q W SERVICOS
ACESS0 A INFORMHCEO INSTITUCIOMNAL BOLSAS E AUXILIOS PROGRAMAS PREMIOS F'OPUL.'!\F{IZHC.EO DA CIENCIA COMUNICACEO PARCERIAS
Vioo# esta em:

Portal CHPg * Geral * Institucicnal * Comissio de Integridade * Apresentagdoc
@ Organograma Ap resenta(;ao

= Competéncias
D Base Juridica
= Conselho Deliberativo
= Diretoria Executiva
D Comites de Asses nento
0 Comissao de Integridade
Apresentacdo
Composigao
Diretrizes
Documentos do CIC

@ Quem & guem

a Norh

A necessidade de boas condutas na pesquisa cientifica e tecnoldgica tem sido motivo de preocupacdo crescente da comunidade
internacional. Mo Brasil, a situagdo ndo é diferente. A ma conduta ndo é fendmeno recente, haja vista os varios exemplos historicos de
fraudes e falsificacdo de resultados

Diante do recebimento de denuncias de fraude em publicagdes cientificas envolvendo pesquisas apoiadas pelo CMPg, o Conselho
Deliberativo decidiu criar a Comissdo der Integridade na Atividade Cientifica, gue foi instituida pelo Presidente do Conselho Macional de
Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tecnoldgico (CMPg). De acordo com a Resolugdo Mormativa M®: 006, de 27 de marco de 2012, a Comisséo de
Integridade na Atividade Cientifica tem as seguintes atribuicies

Gerais

+ Coordenar agdes preventivas e educativas sobre a integridade da pesquisa realizada e/ou publicada por pesquisadores em atividade no
Brasil

« Examinar, situagfes em que haja dividas fundamentadas quanto & integridade da pesquisa realizada efou publicada por
pesquisadores apoiados pelo CNPg, podendo requerer pareceres de especialistas da drea, nomeados ad hoc para cada caso especifico

Especificas

* Propor ou estimular agées como cursos, eventos e publicacdes, entre outros, a serem executadas pelo CMPq visando a divulgacdo
das boas praticas na execucgdo e publicacdo de pesquisas -
s=cGelecionar,gérar e publicar material orientador relativo a boas praticas na execucdo e publicacdo de pesquisas, a ser divulgal f5ps
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FUNDACAQO DE AMPARO A PESQUISA
DO ESTADO DE SAO PAULO

Publicagoes

Co'd'lgo de‘ b0’3§ Codigo de Boas Praticas Cientificas
praticas cientificas TR

A FAPESP busca reforcar na
comunidade cientifica paulista, uma
cultura sélida e bem arraigada de
integridade ética da pesquisa
mediante um conjunto de estratégias
assentado sobre trés pilares
interdependentes: 1) educacéo; 2)
prevencao; 3) investigacdo e sancdo

justas e rigorosas Code of Good Scientific Practice

Outros textos da FAPESP — + Declaragio Conjunta sobre Integridade em Pesquisa
ﬂ = do Il Encontro Brasileiro de Integridade em Pesquisa,
Boas Praticas Cientificas Etica na Ciéncia e em Publicagdes (Il BRISPE)
Carta de encaminhamento da Diretoria Cientifica para o Conselho Superior da

FAPESP .= = Joint Statement of the |l Brazilian Meeting on
Research Integrity, Science and Publication Ethics (Il

Sobre a integridade ética da pesquisa ' : BRISPE)
Luiz Henrique Lopes dos Santos B s . ; . ) . ]
Membro da Coordenacéo Adjunta da Diretoria Cientifica da FAPESP e * Declaracion Conjunta de la Il Reunion de Brasil

Professor Livre Docente do Departamento de Filosofia, FFLCH, USP Sobre la Integridad de la Investigacion Cientifica, Ia
Etica de la Ciencia y las Publicaciones (Il BRISPE)

Documentos uteis T FRITO . .
¢ Introduction to the Responsible Conduct of
L Research

Nicholas H. Steneck
The Office of Research Integrity
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services




Implementation of actions according to the institutional strategic plannning

Integridade em Pesquisa

publicacoes cientificas.

A PUCRS, em sinergia com iniciativas e regulamentacoes nacionais e internacionais, adota o
compromisso de fomentar uma cultura de conduta responsavel em pesquisa e em

Alem de manter orgaos especificos para garantir a etica e a integridade da pesquisa em
cada Unidade (Comissoes Cientificas) e em nivel institucional (Escritorio de Etica em
Pesquisa - EEP; Comité de Etica na Pesquisa - CEP; Comité de Etica para o Uso de Animais -
CEUA; Comité de Etica do Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tecnoldgico da PUCRS - CEDECIT;
e Comissao de Acompanhamento de Praticas de Laboratoric - CAPLAB), a PRPPG

Links uteis

Brazilian Meeting on Research Integrity, Science and Publication Ethics (BRISPE)

CAPES - Combate ao Plagio

CNPq - Comissao de Integridade na Atividade Cientifica

COPE (Committee on Publication Ethics)

FAPESP - Boas Praticas Cientificas

First World Conference on Research Integrity {(Lisbon 2007)
ORI (US Office of Research Integrity)

Second World Conference on Research Integrity (Singapore, 2010)

Singapore Statement on Research Integrity

The European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity

UK Research Integrity Office

boas praticas cientificas entre seus
oraduacao e e co-responsavel pela
entificas dentro da Universidade.

retornar ao topo +

PROPESQ

PRO-REITORIA DE PESQUISA, INOVAGAQ E DESENVOLVIMENTO
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Second Brazilian Meeting on Research Integrity,
Science and Publication Ethics

R ce eI RNk (M, 20 fine 1, 2012 'EPW/UFRJ & COPPE/UFR) * FIOCRUZ * LP = PUCRS

Home The Meeting I BRISPE Research Integrity Joint Statement on Research Integrity
Portuguese Version
English Version K e

~

» Schenc i i N
tion to SCOX Spanish Version Instituto de Bsqumico Médica UFRJ)
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Second Brazilian Meeting on Research Integrity,
Science and Publication Ethics

Rio de Janeiro, Sao Paulo, Porto Alegre (May 28 - June 1, 2012)
FIOCRUZ
Fundacdo Oswaldo Cruz

Declaragdo Conjunta sobre Integridade em Pesquisa do Il Encontro Brasileiro de Integridade em

Pesquisa, Etica na Ciéncia e em Publicagdes (Il BRISPE), 28 Maio-01 de Junho de 2012
(Recomendagdes dos Membros Participantes do Grupo de Trabalho do Il BRISPE)

O Brasil vem se tornando rapidamente uma poténcia cientifica € sua comunidade de pesquisa vem estabelecendo uma posicéo de
lideranca ndo apenas no cenario regional da ciéncia na América Latina, mas também no cenério internacional. Estabelecer essa
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Implementation of actions
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strategic plannning

O imperativo (bio)ético no atual mercado
da ciéncia: producao e divulgacao
do conhecimento

P

Dr. Luis David Castiel (FIOCRUZ)
Dra. Rosemary Sadami Arai Shinkai (PUCRS) \
Dra. Deise Juliana Francisco (CEDU-UFAL) -

19 de maio de 2014 | das 17h30 as 20h 2 Entrada Franca

Auditdrio do prédio 15 (sal
- L i )] —
< Faculdade de Educagdo da PUCRS, Av. Ipiranga 66 Porto Alegre




Implementation of actions according to the institutional strategic plannning

SISTEMA ELETREMICD DE
EDITORACAD DE
REVISTAS

Capa > Portal de Peridgdicos da PUCRS

Portal de Periddicos da PUCRS

Ajuda do sisterns

USUARIC

Lagin I
Senha I

[T Lembrar usuério

-_AI:EESD
Todos os periddicos editados pela EDIPUCRES sdao membros do
COPE (Committee on Publication Ethics) e seguem os principios DIOMA
recomendados por essa organizagdo internacional de referéncia Portugués (Brasil) =]
em integridade e ética na publicagdo cientifica.

CONTEUDO Da
Membro da Associacdo Brasileira de Editoras Universitdrias - ABEL REVISTA

Pezquiza

Membro do Clube dos Editores do Rio Grande do Sul I
ITnst ;l

Pesquizar

Mernbro da Associacdo Brasileira de Direito Reprograficos - ABDR

TAMAMHO DE FONTE




Implementation of actions according to the institutional strategic plannning

Edigdio 6
Agosto de 2013

Pro-Reitoria de
Pezquisa, Inl_:lvan;éu e

Desenvolvimento

Artigo

TURNITIN COMO INSTRUMENTO PEDAGOGICO

E fato gue hé, no ambiente virtual conternporaneo de aprendizagem dos estudantes universitarios,
uma proliferagan preocupante de copias ilicitas de trabalhos alheios apresentados coma proprios. Tal
situagan coloca aos docentes e a comunidade universitaria em geral ante 0 enorme desafio de
enfrentar pedagogicamente esse estado de coisas. Mo se trata apenas de punir culpados, mas de
criar uma cultura da transparéncia gue favorega a integridade do processo educacional como um
toda.

Freocupada com a guestao das copias llicitas em trabalhos académicos, uma comissao formada por
companentes da FACIN, FFCH e GTIT foi encarregada pela PROPESQ de avaliar programas de
computador encontrados no mercado gue tenham como proposito a deteccao deste tipo de situacao.
Foram avaliados trés programas e o gue mais apresentou aderéncia as necessidades da PUCRES foi
o Turnitln (http:fturnitin.comipt_br). Este sistema ¢ lider de mercado nesta area, sendo utilizado por
mais de 3500 instituigdes de nivel superior em todo o mundo, incluindo B9 das 100 melhores
universidades nos Estados Unidos™.

O sisterna efetua uma avaliagdo de documentos submetidos pelo usuario, comparando o texto com
outros disponiveis na Internet. Sao utilizados nesta avaliagao uma extensa base de dados do proprio
sisterna Turnitln, documentos disponiveis em paginas da internet, bancos de dados de bibliotecas e
outras pubhcau;nes an- Ilne A partir desta comparau;an & gerado um relatério de ariginalidade, que
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PUC AUNNERSIDADE = ADMINISTRAGAD SUPERIOR = UNIDADES UNWERSITARIAS — GRADUACAD POS-GRADUAGAD PESQUISA BXTENSAO —BIBLIOTECA VESTIBULAR = COMO CHEGAR — MAPA ESERVICOS DO CAMPUS

XIV Salao de
Iniciacao Cientifica
7 a 11 de outubro de 2013

Pagina Inicial Apresentagaﬂ

Infarmacdes
Inscrigdes Saldo de Iniciagdo Cientifica (SIC)

Crganizagao 0 Saldo de Iniciagio Cientifica (SIC) representa um espaco de socializagdo de atividades de pesquisa envolvendo
Fremiagdo estudantes da graduacio e professores/pesquisadores de diferentes universidades e instituicBes de pesquisa

Regulamento galichas e brasileiras.

Contato & Iniciagdo Cientifica busca proporcionar ao aluno, arientado por um professory pesquisador, a aprendizagem de
métodos e técnicas de pesquisa, bem como estimular o desenvolvimento do pensar cientificamente e da
criatividade, decorrentes das condigtes criadas pelo confronto direto com os problem as de pesquisa.

Inscricies no periodo de 29 de julho a 29 de agosto de 2013.

IV Saldo de Iniciag@io Cientifica

» Palestra de Abertura: 7 de outubro de 2013, s 14h no Teatro da PUCRS - Prédio 40

» Tema: Integridade em Pesquisa: umma preocupacio para alunos de iniciacio Cientifica?

w0 XY SIC da PUCRS ocorrerd no periodo de 07 a 11 de outubro de 2013, As inscricdes estardo disponiveis neste site
wanewy pucrs brisalan) » & Sessio de Abertura ocorrerd no dia 07 de outubro de 2013, no Teatro da Pucrs - Prédio 40,

nTodas a5 apresentacdes do $aldo de Iniciagdo Cientifica ocorrerdo no prédio 40.




Institutions — University

Implementation of actions according to the institutional strategic plannning

é Integridade na Pesquisa
em Foco

Uma brevissima introducao geral ao conceito de “Etica”
A autoria nas pesquisas de iniciacao cientfica

Etica em publicacdes cientificas (Breve)

Etica na pesquisa em seres humanos (Breve)

Apresentacao

Etica e biodiversidade (Breve)

Aspectos éticos em pesquisa social (Breve)
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PROPESQ







http://www.wcri2015.0org

l‘,m
World
Conference
on Research
Integrity

BRAZIL, RIO DE JANEIRO
May 31-June 3, 2015

“Like other institutions, the
institution of science has
developed an elaborate system for
allocating rewards to those who
variously lfve up to its norms...
The evolution of this system has
been the work of centuries, and

it will of course never be finished.”
Robert K. Merton, 1957

WCRI Lisbo
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1 SUBMISSIONS NOW OPEN

ANNOUNCEMENT - DOCTORAL FORUM!

EARLY-BIRD REGISTRATION DEADLINE: SEPTEMBER 29

COPPE
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Research Integrity

&
. . . Rosemary Shinkai
PUbIquhon thICS rshinkai@pucrs.br
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http://publicationethics.org/
http://publicationethics.org/




