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Methodology 
Lexis Nexis Academic 

Search Terms:                    “Science”, “Researcher”, “Sentenced” 

Retraction Watch 

“Sentenced” 

Google 

Filtered out:  Non-science researcher related, charges that were dismissed, charges of espionage 

For more information: 

Adding:     Charging, Sentencing Information             Subjects           Background Information            



Three categories 

Perimeter Direct Indirect 



39 Researchers criminally charged 

Direct (14) 

Indirect (33) 

Perimeter 

3 

Between 1979-2015: 

4 awaiting final dispositions 

3
  

11 

22 

Only 5 U.S. researchers had 
concurrent ORI misconduct findings   

(<2% of over 250 misconduct findings) 



Range: 
 
Fines and suspended sentences to 15 years in prison, with an outlier case involving a 
life sentence for 1st degree murder.  

Geography: 
 
US (27), China (7), Australia (2), one each Denmark, Russia, South Korea, UK 



2 investigations involved multiple persons being charged:   

Seven researchers in China charged with 
embezzlement 

Four United States researchers 
convicted of bribery  

Indirect 



Woo-Suk Hwang 
• Seoul, S Korea 

• 1.5 years suspended sentence 

Direct and Indirect 



Eaton, Steven 
• Edinburgh, UK  
• 3 months 

• "first person to serve time under the UK's Good 
Laboratory Practice Regulations, 1999" 

Direct 



Dong-Pyou Han 
• Iowa, United States 

• 57 months prison: 3 yrs probation: 
$7,216.890.12 restitution, $200 court fees 

Direct and Indirect 



Patrick Harran 
• California, United States 

• 5 years, adjudication withheld 

Indirect 



Erin Potts-Kant 
• North Carolina, United States 
• Probation, Community Service  

Perimeter 



Some people have concerns about criminal sanctions and science 



Conclusions 
1.  Financial issues seemed to be the greatest driving force for criminal convictions 

2.  Need to assure consistency in processes.  When applied, criminal sanctions should 
be used within clear guidelines and not just based on umbrage.  

3.  Need to thoroughly examine cost/benefit of pursuing more criminal 
prosecution of direct research misconduct 

4.  Need to provide education and guidance to those involved in a criminal justice procedure 

“A research misconduct proceeding is more complicated than the regulations make it appear because there are 
a limited number of individuals who have the scientific background and experience to examine the allegations 
and the research. The individuals who have that background and experience may also have conflicts of interest 
that preclude them from participating in the proceeding. The federal regulations require the institution to 
ensure that the individuals responsible for carrying out any part of the research misconduct proceeding do not 
have unresolved personal, professional or financial conflicts of interest with the complainant, researcher or 
witnesses involved in the proceeding. “ http://www.thehealthlawfirm.com/resources/health-law-articles-and-documents/healthcare-fraud.html 
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