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ISSUE: Proposed Amendment to Regulations Concerning Investigation of Research 
Misconduct in light of Tri-Council review 
 

BACKGROUND & 
RATIONALE: 

The recently adopted Regulations Concerning Investigation of Research 
Misconduct have been reviewed by NSERC on behalf of the Tri-Council and 
a number of changes to the Regulations have been recommended to bring 
them into line with Tri-Council expectations for such policies. In addition, 
further reflection on the Regulations suggested that a matter required 
clarification (see (iv) below). However, none of the recommended 
amendments to the Regulations change the fundamental nature of the 
process or weaken the protection of the interests of the parties or others 
that the Regulations are designed to serve.  
In particular, it is recommended that: 
(i) there be included a commitment by the institution to ongoing education of 
the members of the research community in matters of research integrity 
(see Preamble); 
(ii) the right of a respondent to be advised of an allegation within a specified 
time-frame be clearly stated (see 5.1); 
(iii) the powers of the Research Integrity Officer when making the initial 
assessment of an allegation of research misconduct be clarified (see 5.2.1 
through 5.4.1); 
(iv) the right to challenge committee members be reworded to simplify the 
provision (see 6.6); 
(v) the right of an investigation committee to call witnesses and to put 
questions to any witnesses called be expressly stated given its role as a fact 
finding body (see 7.2 and 7.6.3); 
(vi) the right of a complainant who does appear before an investigation 
committee to be accompanied by an advisor be explicitly recognized (see 
7.5); 
(vii) the initial report of an investigation committee be a “preliminary” report 
on which a respondent should be given a reasonable opportunity to 
comment before the “final report” is prepared and submitted to the Provost 
(see 8.2.1 through 8.6); 
(viii) express provision be made for the disposition of cases in which the 
investigation committee concludes that an allegation of research misconduct 
has not been substantiated (see 9.5.1); 
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(ix) the persons entitled to access to a file on completion of the process be 
clarified (see 9.8.1). 
 
The proposed changes are recommended to: ensure compliance with Tri-
Council requirements; clarify the powers of the Research Integrity Officer in 
the initial stages of the process; ensure that an investigation committee can 
better fulfill its functions as a fact finding body; and enhance the protections 
afforded respondents given the seriousness of an accusation of research 
misconduct. 
 

MOTION OR RESOLUTION 
FOR APPROVAL: 

Be it resolved that Senate approve, and recommend to the Board of 
Governors for approval the following resolution: 
 
That the Regulations Concerning the Investigation of Research Misconduct 
be amended by the addition of the words underlined and the deletion of the 
words struck through as indicated in the Regulations appended hereto as 
Appendix A. 
 

PRIOR CONSULTATION: Provost’s Office, Office of the Vice-Principal (Research and International 
Relations), MAUT     
 

NEXT STEPS: Submit to the Board of Governors for approval     
 

APPENDICES: Appendix A: Amended version of the Regulations Concerning the 
Investigation of Research Misconduct  
 

 


