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Innovation or Plagiarism; Think twice before you write

It has always been the will of researchers to seek the
answers for the unaddressed issues. However, the
dissemination of such knowledge has few underlying
issues to its propagation. Recent research scandals
of Hwang Woo-Suk’s (fake stem-cell lines)!"! and Jan
Hendrik Schon’s (duplicated graphs)®? raise concerns
over the reliability of research. It reflects effortless
possibilities for a researcher to publish fictitious
information in the leading journals. Beside the fact,
that such unethical initiative not only results in loss of
finance but also imposes a direct risk to human health.

This is perhaps one side of picture where authors
can be blamed. However, on other hand it is never
discussed that what makes an author to do copy
and paste. In recent years it is seen that academic
institutions pressurizes the faculty to publish research
articles that are considered as an essential element in
key performance indicators. Furthermore, if colleagues
are publishing in a journal with good impact it
will further pressurize an individual to generate
respectable output. In this race sometimes one forget
the concept of novelty or originality and go for copy
and paste. This question is a very vital matter to be
discussed.**! Fabrication and falsification are serious
forms of scientific misconduct that are categorized
as plagiarism. This scenario generate a question that
how frequent scientific frauds occur and how many
of these are identified. Evidence suggests that such
known misconducts are merely “tip of the iceberg”. By
publishing in an impact factor journal a researcher is
not only gaining priceless honor but also contributing
to improve the ranking of his/her institution.*' Many
reputable publishers and journals are doing their
best to prevent such scientific mishaps. Mostly they
prefer that author should disclose that they have not
submitted his manuscript to another journal or are
not currently in consideration for publication in any
form. However, again the responsibility goes back to
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authors to feel the gravity of this issue that Plagiarism
and multiple publications of same data is unacceptable
by international standards.”! In a particular scenario,
duplication may be useful to provide convenient access
to the scientific community. It may also seem helpful to
report important updates on surveys, clinical trials or
even international guidelines. However, publications
that replicate previous work with indistinguishable
results and conclusions often lack innovation to justify
additional publication.®! Such frauds need to be picked
up and dealt accordingly.

Identification of duplicate data in a publication is
not an easy task by any means. Certain software’s
are available that assist in picking up such scientific
frauds to some extent. Moreover, readers should be
encouraged to report such malpractice to the editors
so that the respective articles could be removed. The
authors should be asked to give an explanation and
if they fail to do so, their names should be reported to
their respective institutions so that necessary actions
could be taken. Every attempt should be made to
minimize plagiarism. Nevertheless, authors should
understand that in a long run, plagiarism will only
threaten their integrity in scientific community.

Amer Hayat Khan

Department of Clinical Pharmacy, School of Pharmaceutical Sciences,
Universiti Sains Malaysia, 11800 Penang, Malaysia

Address for Correspondence:

Dr. Amer Hayat Khan,

Department of Clinical Pharmacy,

School of Pharmaceutical Sciences,

Universiti Sains Malaysia, 11800 Penang, Malaysia.
E-mail: amerhayat@ymail.com

REFERENCES

1. Saunders R, Savulescu J. Research ethics and lessons from
Hwanggate: What can we learn from the Korean cloning
fraud? | Med Ethics 2008;34:214-21.

2. Service RE Scientific misconduct - More of Bell Labs
physicist’s papers retracted. Science 2003;299:31.

3. Sovacool BK. Exploring scientific misconduct: Isolated
individuals, impure institutions, or an inevitable idiom
of modern science? J Bioeth Inq 2008;5:271-82.

4. Marshall E. Scientific misconduct - How prevalent



7.

Khan: Plagiarism

is fraud? That’s a million-dollar question. Science
2000;290:1662-3.

Budinger TF, Budinger MD. Ethics of Emerging
Technologies, scientific facts and moral challenges. NJ:
John Wiley and Sons; 2006.

Neill US. Publish or perish, but at what cost? ] Clin Invest
2008;118:2368.

Fanelli D. How Many scientists fabricate and falsify

research? A systematic review and meta-analysis of
survey data. PLoS one 2009;4:e5738.

8. Errami M, Sun Z, Long TC, George AC, Garner HR. Deja

vu: A database of highly similar citations in the scientific
literature. Nucleic Acids Res 2009;37:D921-4.

How to cite this article: Khan AH. Innovation or Plagiarism; Think twice
before you write. Arch Pharma Pract 2013;4:1-2.

Archives of Pharmacy Practice « Vol. 4 « Issue 1 « Jan-Mar 2013



Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without
permission.



