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Agenda

9:00 – 9:25 Welcome/Introduction

9:25 – 10:35 Discussion Questions 1 & 2
Presentation

10:35 – 10:45
Break

10:45 – 11:40 Discussion Questions 3a & 3b

11:40 – 12:00
Wrap-up/Open discussion / Q&A



Working Group
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Abe Fuks Research Integrity Officer

Andre Costopoulos Dean of Students

David Syncox Graduate Education Officer, TLS/SKILLSETS

France Bouthillier Assoc. Dean, Graduate and Postdoctoral Studies

Hugh Bennett Professor, Medicine

John White Graduate Program Director, Physiology

Josephine Nalbantoglu Dean, Graduate and Postdoctoral Studies

Julia Krane Graduate Program Director, Social Work

Laura Winer Director, Teaching and Learning Services

Sara Holder Director, Research Commons, McGill Library



1) I have read the Handbook of Student Rights and 
Responsibilities (commonly known as the Green 
Book).

1. Yes

2. No, but I know what it 
is

3. No. I know what it is 
but not where to find it

4. What’s a Green 
Book?
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1 2 3 4

0% 0%0%0%



Academic Integrity Resources at McGill

Fair Play

Handbook on Student Rights and 

Responsibilities/

Le Recueil des droits et obligations de l'étudiant

http://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/students
https://www.mcgill.ca/secretariat/policies/students/handbook-student-rights-and-responsibilitiesle-recueil-des-droits-et-obligations-de-letudiant


2) I have been in a situation where I felt my 
contribution as an author was not appropriately 
acknowledged.

1. Yes, and I spoke to the 
senior author or my 
supervisor.

2. Yes, and I spoke to 
someone other than the 
above.

3. Yes, but I was not 
comfortable speaking about 
it.

4. No, I have never been in this 
situation.
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1 2 3 4

0% 0%0%0%



3) I am free to use unused research from a 
collaborative project in the future.

1. Absolutely! Go for it!

2. Yes, but only after I 
check with my initial 
collaborator(s).

3. No, I have no right to 
use it.

4. I just don’t know.
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Data Fabrication
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Data Fabrication - 7/30/2013
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http://retractionwatch.com/2013/07/25/tokyo-panel-calls-for-retraction-of-43-kato-papers/



1981 Pulitzer Prize for Feature
Writing:

Originally awarded to Janet Cooke of 
the Washington Post. The award was 
revoked after it was discovered that 
the story was fabricated.
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Originally published in the Guardian on 20 April 1981
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Duplicated image gets one paper pulled and ‘a big

honking editor’s note’ placed on other.

“Examples of fabrication, falsification and/or material non-compliance were evident

in a majority of the papers,”. …. these “irregularities” persisted over a 10-year

period….”

….altered images in two papers [using Photoshop] and that the use of Photoshop

was common in the lab.

In addition to their research lab’s suspension, both Asa and Ezzat are forbidden

from initiating new projects or applying for new funding. Their research careers

have been effectively been put on hold.

http://www.thestar.com/news/gta/2015/08/04/third-retraction-for-toronto-doctor-duo.html

Third retraction for 

Toronto doctor duo

http://www.thestar.com/news/gta/2015/08/04/third-retraction-for-toronto-doctor-duo.html
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Does this happen at McGill?

Office of Research Integrity

• Annual Report to Senate on Misconduct (faculty)

• 31 cases in the past 6 years

Dean of Students

• Committee on Student Discipline Report (student)

• average of 200 cases/year in the past 3 years
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Authorship
Customs and Traditions
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Arts/Humanities Sciences

Abstract
Summary of the topic 
and the arguments 
presented

Summary of the 
research in a publication

Article

Published either in a 
journal or as a chapter 
in a collection published 
as a book

Published draft

Author
Originator of some or all 
of the text

Name on published 
manuscript, assumes 
contribution to project

Glossary of Publication Terms



1992 8 articles

ALL single author

2012 7 articles

5 single author

1 two authors

1 four authors





Citing in Alphabetical Order
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Publications in Mathematics list authors in alphabetical 

order. Other disciplines that are known to use alphabetized 

author lists include:

• Economics

• Business or Finance

• High Energy Physics (Particle Physics)

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Academic_authorship



1982 32 articles

2 single author

8 two author

20 3-5 authors

2 6-7 authors

2012 13 articles

0 Single author

3 4-5 authors

2 6-9 authors

3 11-14 authors

2 16-18 authors

3 21-22 authors





* These authors contributed equally to this work.





* These authors contributed equally to this work.



Authorship and 
Plagiarism

Working through a case
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Plagiarism at University of Regina
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University of Regina prof investigated 

for allegedly plagiarizing student's work: 
Engineering journal article retracted following expert 

review 

By Geoff Leo, CBC News Posted: Nov 13, 2014 4:00 AM CT Last Updated: Nov 13, 2014 

5:57 AM CT 

http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/saskatchewan/university-of-regina-prof-investigated-for-allegedly-plagiarizing-student-s-work-1.2832907


Question 1: Plagiarism vs Authorship
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• If the professor had rewritten the students work and then published 

it, would it have made a difference? Do professors need to get 

consent from the student first before publishing (and vice versa)? 

How could he have asked for consent? Does it matter which parts of 

the thesis were used or their significance in the prof’s publication?

• If the supervisor had included the student’s name in some way, 

should he have a) cited the thesis; b) written an acknowledgement 

of the student’s work; or c) added the student as an author?  Does 

the supervisor need consent for any of these scenarios? Would this 

have made a difference?

• What type of contributions are sufficient for authorship (this may 

vary among the disciplines)? Authorship order – if the student 

had been added, what order would have made sense? 



Moderated Discussion
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Question 2: PhD vs Master’s Theses

“In a written follow-up statement, Azam noted, ‘The master's 
thesis is only one component of a broader process that the 
university undertakes to prepare students for their 
profession.“

• What are the other “components” needed for a Master’s 
education in order to prepare students for their profession?

• How do the conventions/requirements of Master’s and PhD 
theses differ?   Would the answers to Question 1 differ if it 
had been a doctoral thesis? Does this issue change 
between an article-based vs traditional thesis? If so, how?
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Moderated Discussion
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Theses are Scholarly Works

Prof. Josephine Nalbantoglu
Dean, GPS
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Theses at McGill
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“A thesis is a public document and once submitted 

for the degree, exists in the public domain”
(http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/thesis/guidelines/general-requirements)

1. Content

2. Examination

3. Publication

4. Copyright

http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/thesis/guidelines/general-requirements


1. Content
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Preface and Contribution of Authors

• There must be an explicit statement of the 

contributions of all parties, including the student, in the 

Preface.

• The Preface of a Doctoral thesis must also include a 

statement clearly indicating those elements of the 

thesis that are considered original scholarship and 

distinct contributions to knowledge.



2. Examination
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Criteria for Evaluation of Thesis

1. Makes an original contribution to knowledge

2.  Advances knowledge in the field

3.  Is in line with disciplinary norms for research 

4.  Is situated in a broader context and appropriately acknowledges the larger 
field of research (e.g., citations/ references)

5.  Details methodology and methods

6.  Reports results clearly

7.  Justifies analyses and conclusions 

8.  Discusses implications 

9.  Is presented appropriately for disciplinary norms (grammar, style, 
coherence, cohesion) 

10.  Complies with McGill’s guidelines for thesis preparation

http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/thesis/guidelines/preparation


2. Examination (continued)
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Master’s theses:

• Evaluated by one examiner other than the supervisor

PhD theses:

• Evaluated by two examiners (one internal and one 

external) other than the supervisor

• Orally defended to an oral defence committee



3. Publication
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Master’s and PhD theses:

• Published by Library and Archives Canada

• Available electronically through Library and Archives 

Canada and ProQuest Dissertations & Theses



4. Copyright

36

Title page:

• Must include the universal copyright notice “©” 

followed by the student’s name and the year the thesis 

was submitted.

© First name Last name 2016

(http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/thesis/guidelines/preparation#components)

http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/thesis/guidelines/preparation


BREAK
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Authorship and Plagiarism 
Continued
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Question 3a: Researcher Rights and 
Responsibilities

• What are the relative responsibilities of the supervisor and 
the student in writing the thesis? 

• How much revision and/or editing by a supervisor is 

appropriate? 

• Who is responsible for making these boundaries, the student 

or the supervisor? 

• Who is accountable for the research if anything goes wrong 

(e.g. the data is questioned)?

• What is the role of an agreement in the research process?

• What is the role of third parties (external to the university) in 
the research process?  
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Moderated Discussion
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Question 3a: Researcher Rights and 
Responsibilities

• What are the rights and responsibilities of supervisors who wish 
to publish articles based on their students’ work after they have 
graduated (and vice versa)?

• What happens if a student’s RA contract runs out during 
research/data collection?  Do they lose their rights to 
research/data if their contract goes to someone else?  Do they 
have to continue without pay to keep their rights? 

• What are some research practices that may be acceptable in 
one discipline/context, but lead to plagiarism in others?  Should
the same plagiarism rules apply to all disciplines or is it ok to 
have variations?  (E.g.,: close collaborations; self-plagiarism –
copy and pasting; copy-editing vs. rewriting).  Who is responsible 
for regulating these conventions?
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Moderated Discussion

42



Summary of Case

43



Academic Integrity at 
McGill 

Prof. Josephine Nalbantoglu
Dean of GPS
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Research Misconduct

1.14 Research Misconduct includes:

• Fabrication

• Falsification

• Plagiarism

• Misappropriation of intellectual property rights of another

• Significant departure from the ethical and other standards

https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf



Supervisor Responsibilities

3.3.2 A supervisor of Students engaged in Research shall take 
reasonable measures to: 

(i) ensure that the Students have been advised of their obligations in 
respect of academic integrity and the ethical conduct of Research; 

(ii) ensure that the Students have received a copy of the Regulatory 
Framework relevant to their particular Research; 

(iii) provide the Students with a copy of any Research related 
documents which the Students have been asked to sign; and 

(iv) disclose to the Students any special conditions concerning such 
matters as constraints on publication, limitations on future use of Data, 
and ownership of intellectual property that may influence a Student’s 
decision to participate in the Research. 
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https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf

https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf


Where can I go if I have an Academic Integrity issue?
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Supervisor

Graduate Program 

Director

Department Chair

Associate Dean, GPS

Dean GPS

Ombudsperson

Associate Dean, GPS

Research Integrity 

Officer



Plagiarism

1.9 “Plagiarism” means the representation of another’s 
work, published or unpublished, as one’s own or 
assisting another in representing another’s work, 
published or unpublished, as his or her own. 

https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf

https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf


The Disciplinary Process – How it works 
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http://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/disciplinary/process


The Disciplinary Process cont’d
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Disciplinary Officer’s Decision

Disciplinary Committee Hearing

Appeal Hearing



51https://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/students/test

https://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/students/test


52https://www.mcgill.ca/gradsupervision/supervisors-and-supervisees

https://www.mcgill.ca/gradsupervision/supervisors-and-supervisees
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Open Discussion



This morning’s session was useful.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Disagree

4. Strongly disagree
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I would recommend this session to my colleagues.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Disagree

4. Strongly disagree
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Thank you for coming. 

Please complete the feedback survey 

that is in your email.

Thanks to:

• The students and professors who facilitated 

the discussion.

• The organizing committee. 



If you’re looking for additional support:

• Ombudsperson

• Office of the Vice-Principal Research 
and International Relations (Office of 
Research Integrity) 

• Graduate and Post-Doctoral Studies

• Office of the Dean of Students

• Teaching and Learning Services

• Legal Information Clinic at McGill

• Post-Graduate Students’ Society

• International Student Services

• Association of Graduate Students 
Employed at McGill (AGSEM)

• Counselling Services

• Office for Students with Disabilities

• Mental Health Services

• Social Equity and Diversity Education 
(SEDE) Office

• Harassment, Sexual Harassment, and 
Discrimination Assessors

• Sexual Assault Centre of McGill 
Students Society (SACOMSS)
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http://www.mcgill.ca/ombudsperson
http://www.mcgill.ca/research/about/integrity
http://www.mcgill.ca/gps/graduate-and-postdoctoral-studies
http://www.mcgill.ca/deanofstudents/office-dean-students
http://www.mcgill.ca/tls/teaching-and-learning-services
http://mlic.mcgill.ca/
https://pgss.mcgill.ca/en/home
http://www.mcgill.ca/internationalstudents/
http://agsem-aeedem.ca/
http://www.mcgill.ca/counselling/
http://www.mcgill.ca/osd/
http://www.mcgill.ca/mentalhealth/
http://www.mcgill.ca/equity_diversity/
http://www.mcgill.ca/harass/
http://sacomss.org/


Resources
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•Handbook on Student Rights and Responsibilities –
McGill
•Regulation on the Conduct of Research - McGill
•FairPlay – Academic Integrity at McGill
•Research Integrity Office Annual Report of the 
Concerning the Investigation of Research Misconduct 
(2014-2015) 
•Annual Reports of the Committee on Student Discipline
•Retraction Watch – blog with news on academic 
retractions
•Article/video on alleged fraud at Kato Lab

https://www.mcgill.ca/secretariat/policies/students/handbook-student-rights-and-responsibilitiesle-recueil-des-droits-et-obligations-de-letudiant
https://www.mcgill.ca/research/files/research/conduct-of-research-regulation-on.pdf
http://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/students
https://www.mcgill.ca/senate/files/senate/8._d15-10_annual_report_investigation_of_research_misconduct_2014-15.pdf
https://www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/disciplinary/annual-report
http://retractionwatch.com/
http://news.sciencemag.org/people-events/2012/01/whistleblower-uses-youtube-assert-claims-scientific-misconduct


Session Name: New Session 2-2-2016 12-09 PM

Date Created: 2/2/2016 8:32:28 AM Active Participants: 86 of 86

Average Score: 0.00% Questions: 5

Results by Question

1. 1) I have read the Handbook of Student Rights and Responsibilities (commonly 
known as the Green Book). (Multiple Choice)

  Responses

  Percent Count

Yes 13.11% 8

No, but I know 
what it is

36.07% 22

No. I know what 
it is but not 

where to find it

14.75% 9

What’s a Green 
Book?

36.07% 22

Totals 100% 61
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2. 2) I have been in a situation where I felt my contribution as an author was not 
appropriately acknowledged. (Multiple Choice)

3. 3) I am free to use unused research from a collaborative project in the future. 
(Multiple Choice)

4. This morning’s session was useful. (Multiple Choice)

  Responses

  Percent Count

Yes, and I spoke 
to the senior 
author or my 

supervisor.

13.33% 8

Yes, and I spoke 
to someone other 

than the above.

13.33% 8

Yes, but I was 
not comfortable 

speaking about it.

11.67% 7

No, I have never 
been in this 

situation.

61.67% 37

Totals 100% 60

  Responses

  Percent Count

Absolutely! Go 
for it!

0% 0

Yes, but only 
after I check 

with my initial 
collaborator(s).

62.9% 39

No, I have no 
right to use it.

12.9% 8

I just don’t know. 24.19% 15

Totals 100% 62
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