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FIG. 2. Predicted probability of top 10 misbehavior by procedural injustice, intrinsic drive and career stage.

?ﬁ%&‘]’AIE (procedural justice)

... bias suppression, correctability, information accuracy, representation, ethicality, ...

Martinson, Anderson and Crain(2006), Journal of Empirical Research on Human Research Ethics, 1.
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Martinson, Anderson and Crain(2006), Journal of Empirical Research on Human Research Ethics, 1.
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FIG. 1. Predicted probability of top 10 misbehavior by career stage and distributive injustice.
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Martinson, Anderson and Crain(2006), Journal of Empirical Research on Human Research Ethics, 1.
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usually because it asks the wrong questions, is badly } 5 0o B
designed, not published or poorly reported.

http://researchwaste.net/ FREi=%
Research Waste

lain Chalmers, Paul Glasziou, “Avoidable waste in the production and reporting of research evidence”
Lancet, Volume 374(2009), 9683: 86—89. 10
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REA. HAEWIART—RIIFEMR 1] 0.2 0.5
EEERE REEICRE T 2 E KRG A 0.3 0.4
BoOMRICEIKHGOHERXLDOEFREEIRRLGEMN o1 0.4 0.3
FA-HEBRE-RBEALOHVEICRESH L EBRENSI5B8HREL o1 1.3 1.4
tMOHABREDTATATE. RANDFAEZEHEHL HAIWIIAFEERETITFERALL: 1.7 1.0
ARICEVNTHET ~EEHREFFAILG<FIALE 2.4 0.8
HINODEITRREFIET 5T —2%RRLEH o= 6.5 5.3
EMEERE REICEAT DEMETRE (A T+— LR U b BEHEFREGL) 9.0 6.0
tMADTEDHET —EPBEHET —2ERERBILT- 12.2 12.8
MREXESEEINSDENICE>T. HARDTH AU FE BREERELS: 20.6 9.5
Fl—DT—2PHERREERDH/XTHRERL 5.9 3.4
FEYEMN=5 TR XEEBZRLHLT= 12.3 7.4
X PRI E S CREBRAEDFMREELH LT, o 12.4 8.9
FEY T+ REERT A 14.6 12.2
FIEHELEVSERET T BERBROT 220 oL 14.3 16.5
MEITOC VM BT LEZDO T ENGEE 27.7 27.3

Source : Martinson et al.(2005), Nature, 737-738



	責任ある研究活動の�推進と研究評価
	研究不正への対応：現状
	研究不正とは？
	「不正行為」の定義をめぐる議論
	「好ましくない研究行為」�（Questionable Research Practices）
	研究不正への対応から�責任ある研究活動（RCR）の促進へ
	研究行為と研究環境�①手続き的不公正の認識と不正行為
	参考）”Top 10 misbehavior”
	研究行為と研究環境�②分配的不公正の認識と不正行為
	“Research Waste”
	責任ある研究活動を促進する評価をめぐる論点�ScienceTalks / 第4回研究公正国際会議(WCRI2015)での議論から
	問い：�責任ある研究活動の視点を踏まえると�人文社会科学系における研究評価は�どのように考えられるのか？
	スライド番号 13

