
ECAS7009 Week Two Research Integrity Scenarios

1. The Missing Results
Scenario
You are evaluating a mindfulness intervention for workplace stress. The intervention appears to improve wellbeing for only a small number of participants.
A colleague suggests:
"The findings aren't very interesting. Why don't we focus on the positive outcomes and leave out the non-significant results?"
Discussion Questions
1. What research integrity principles are at stake?
2. Is omitting findings dishonest?
3. What impact could this have on future research and practice?
4. What would you do?



2: The Helpful Outlier
Scenario
After analysing your data, one participant's responses dramatically reduce the significance of your findings.
Your supervisor says:
"That participant looks unusual. Remove them and see what happens."
When removed, the results become statistically significant.
Discussion Questions
1. Is it ever legitimate to remove outliers?
2. When does good data cleaning become questionable practice?
3. What information should be reported?
4. How should the researcher proceed?



3: The Funding Problem
Scenario
A charity funds a study evaluating one of its own mental health programmes.
The findings suggest the programme has little impact.
The funder asks to review the report before publication.
Discussion Questions
1. What conflicts of interest may exist?
2. How should the researcher respond?
3. Which integrity principles could be threatened?
4. Should funders be allowed to influence reporting?



4: The Publication Pressure
Scenario
A doctoral student has spent three years conducting a study.
The findings do not support the original hypothesis.
The student worries:
"Nobody publishes negative results."
Discussion Questions
1. Should null findings be published?
2. What are the consequences of publication bias?
3. How does transparency contribute to research integrity?
4. What would you advise the student?



5: The Tight Deadline
Scenario
A report for a major funder is due tomorrow.
A researcher discovers that some questionnaire scores have been entered incorrectly.
Correcting the error may delay submission.
Discussion Questions
1. What should take priority: accuracy or deadlines?
2. What risks arise from submitting inaccurate data?
3. Which integrity principles apply?
4. What would you do?



6: The Confidential Dataset
Scenario
A colleague offers access to a valuable dataset for your dissertation.
When asked about participant consent for secondary analysis, they respond:
"I'm sure it was covered somewhere."
Discussion Questions
1. What questions should be asked before using the data?
2. Is uncertainty about consent acceptable?
3. What ethical and integrity concerns exist?
4. How should the researcher proceed?



7: The Vulnerable Participant
Scenario
During an interview about living with cancer, a participant becomes visibly distressed.
The participant says they wish to continue.
Discussion Questions
1. What responsibilities does the researcher have?
2. Should the interview continue?
3. How can participant wellbeing be balanced against research aims?
4. What support should be available?



8: The Supervisor's Advice
Scenario
A supervisor strongly believes a particular psychological theory is correct.
After reviewing your data, they suggest:
"Perhaps your interpretation should focus more on supporting the theory."
You feel the evidence is mixed.
Discussion Questions
1. Is this scientific guidance or inappropriate influence?
2. How might confirmation bias affect interpretation?
3. What should the student do?
4. Which integrity principles are relevant?



9: The Anonymous Feedback
Scenario
Research participants provide anonymous feedback about a university wellbeing service.
Several comments contain highly critical remarks about staff members.
The service manager asks to see the original responses.
Discussion Questions
1. What obligations exist regarding confidentiality?
2. What should be shared and what should not?
3. How can participant trust be protected?
4. What integrity principles apply?



10: The AI Assistant
Scenario
A researcher uses AI tools to help draft sections of a journal article.
The researcher does not disclose this use.
Discussion Questions
1. Should AI use be reported?
2. Does transparency matter if the science itself is sound?
3. What risks are associated with undisclosed AI assistance?
4. Where should the line be draw
