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The benefits 1/3

* In Finland, citizens display a high level of trust in
science and in researchers

 TENK has the important social duty of ensuring
that Finns continue to trust scientific findings

* The effectiveness of TENK’s guidelines is based
on a voluntary commitment to adhere to them by
all publicly funded universities, universities of
applied sciences and other research organisations
as well as the most important research funding r
organisations T
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* The Finnish self-regulatory model offers some
unique benefits:
* Impartiality
 TENK operates independently outside of
universities, research organisations and
the Ministry of Education and Culture
* Credibility
» The guidelines are produced in
collaboration with scientific community
o Legitimacy
* Organisations adhere to TENKSs
guidelines voluntarily
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» Also, the Finnish self-regulatory model is very
cost-effective!
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The Finnish National Board on Research Integrity
TENK was founded in 1991 by parliamentary
decree

TENK is a body of specialists that operates under
the Ministry of Education and Culture, with a
duty to promote research integrity and prevent
scientific misconduct in Finland
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* The Ministry appoints 10 members to the National
Board
* Three-year terms
* Dbased on academic — not political — merits

« TENK’s members must represent
« Different academic disciplines and research
methods
» EXxpertise in research integrity and
jurisprudence

» (Gender balance and geographical representation T
must be taken into account in TENK’s composition
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« A small secretariat manages TENK’s day-to-day
work
o Currently, the secretariat is composed of a
general secretary, one senior adviser, two
advisers, two coordinators, a planning officer
(part-time) and an office secretary (part-
time)

« Even though TENK is financed by the Ministry, its
ten board members are not paid a salary
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* In addition to monitoring scientific misconduct,
TENK plays an important role in preventing it

* This objective is supported by the research
integrity advisory system launched in Finland in
2017

« QOrganisations appoint research integrity
advisors and TENK trains them

* The research integrity advisors provide their
researchers with confidential, low-threshold
counselling and inform their organisation of r
matters relating to responsible conduct of T
research (RCR)
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The RCR guidelines 174

 TENK has produced 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 objective is to promote responsible conduct
of research while ensuring that alleged violations
are handled with competence, fairness and
expediency

* The first guidelines date back to 1994 and TENK T -
Is currently working on a new update
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 The RCR guidelines apply to all academic
disciplines in Finland

» Practically all Finnish research organisations have
voluntarily committed to TENK’s guidelines
e 14 universities
o 23 universities of applied science
* 66 other research organisations

Complete list of organisations committed to the RCR guidelines can

be found from TENK'’s website:
https://tenk.fi/en/research-misconduct/organisations-committed-rcr-guidelines
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* Promoting the responsible conduct of research
and handling alleged violations are primarily the
responsibility of the research organisations

* The investigation is conducted in the research
organisation according to TENK’s guidelines

* When the alleged misconduct has been reported
and the organisation has carried out the
Investigation, the party dissatisfied with the
ruling can request a statement from TENK T r
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* Inits other activities, TENK focuses on promoting
the responsible conduct of research
 TENK produces recommendations and materials
 Eg. Recommendation for agreeing on
authorship in scientific publishing;
Researcher’s Curriculum Vitae template;
Recommendation on supervision of
doctoral dissertations and their review
process
» https://tenk.fi/en/advice-and-materials
« TENK participates in Horizon Europe projects r
« PREPARED and BEYOND 7
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The process 1/4

https://youtu.be/AVI9tkVGUXAc T -


https://youtu.be/AV9tkVGUXAc
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The RCR process How TENK issues statements

tor of the 2t al If the person alleged of misconduct or the instigator
TENK are Y of the allegation are unhappy with the outcome
of the RCR process, they can request a statement

The RCR process begins with a written notification
to the research organisation that an RCR violation
is suspected to have taken place.

The director of the organisation

decides how to proceed.

If the preliminary

All the parties Inquiry p_ol.m.s to

involved are heard reuafch ML_BCDT}duct.

in the preliminary an investigation
inquiry. committee begins

the investigation

proper.
The director decides whether

an RCR violation has taken place.

An RCR viclation i ted to TENK, to the instigator of the all
to the person alleged of mi duct, to the latter’s emp
to the funder of the research, and to the publisher.

from TENK within six months of the decision.

TENK requests responses from the parties
involved and the organisation in question.

The person requesting a statement from
TENK can comment on the responses.

Inthe statement TENK determines
whether the RCR process has been carried
out according to the guidelines, and whether
an RCR violation has been committed.
TENK does not comment on the
consequences of an RCR violation.

This statement is delivered to all the parties.

Retrieved 22 September
2022 from:
https://tenk.fi/en/research-

misconduct/investigation-
allegations
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« TENK does not comment on

* matters of opinion, different schools of
thought, issues of professional ethics,
problems in the work community, or on
norm violations within specific academic
disciplines

» alleged violations of the law

« any events which have taken place after the
initiation of the RCR process
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» For well-founded reasons, TENK may propose a
further investigation on its own accord, without

being requested to do so

« TENK does not impose sanctions for RCR

violations
« Universities, research organisations, funding
organisations and publishers have full
discretion to impose sanctions
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Thank you!

For further discussion or
guestions, please do contact:

kalle.videnoja@tenk.fi
www.tenk.fi
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