
Update on Research Misconduct
Case: Purdue OIG review

IG Holly Adams, Inspector General
Office of Naval Research (ONR)
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Wrong. See slide #11
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Wrong.  The STIB did not make that determination. That phrase was added as a perfunctory afterthought by Wood to make ONR's actions appear to conform to its policy: "I think you need to add the finding to paragraph 3 that the 'institution followed usual and reasonable procedures' as that is the finding that Holly must make to determine if the report is accurate, adequate and complete under Section VI of the ONR Process."
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Allegation A.2
Xu/Butt NED paper
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Allegation B.2
Taleyarkhan et al. PRL paper



RlIl'O/ut;Q>w~y ReIN<lre/, .. RcfmvlIIl Results

Office of Naval Research
(Purdue OIG Review)

Purdue press release:
"Professor Rusi Taleyarkhan, who researches sonofusion, will remain
a member of the university's faculty but will no longer have a named
Professorship, and he will not be allowed to serve as a major professor
for graduate students for at least the next three years ....all rights and
Privileges associated with the distinction, including the allocation of
discretionary resources, are hereby withdrawn."

In the meantime....
-September 4, 2008: NSF awards grant to Dr.
Taleyarkhan and September 15, 2008: Grant is executed.

-September 18, 2008: ONR IG notified that Dr. Taleyarkhan was Awarded
a "bubblefusion" grant by NSF. Determined that the award was not
bubblefusion.
b!!P://www.nsf.gov/awardsearch/showAward.do?AwardNumber=O833639
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Wrong. 

- Inquiry Cmt. reviewed 34 allegations, forwarded 12 to Investigation Cmt. 
- Purdue wrote: "For the sake of clarity, the Investigation Committee has aggregated and restated some of the  
   allegations, while cross-referencing the underlying Inquiry Committee numeration of those allegations."
- Investigation Cmt. made up new allegation (A.2). Although the ID of A.2 previously existed with the Inquiry Cmt. the underlying allegation was different. The new A.2 allegation was different from the original A.2 allegation. The new A.2 allegation was invented by the Investigation Cmt. 
- Investigation Cmt. retrieved  a previously dismissed allegation (F3) and relabeled it as B.2 
- Investigation Cmt. reorganized the 12 given to them plus the 2 made up by them and condensed them all into 9. 
- Investigation Cmt. dismissed 7 of the newly reorganized allegations and charged the 2 newly created allegations.
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Wrong. The research referenced in Purdue allegation A.2 (Xu/Butt NED) could not have been funded by the UCLA/DARPA contract because that work had been finished before the UCLA/DARPA contract became active on March 1, 2005. (See submission date for NED paper.) 

ONR Counsel Bryan Wood was on the right track when he questioned the jurisdiction on July 15, 2008, in an e-mail to Adams and the STIB: "I have one basic question: was Dr. Xu's experiment/work carried out under the ONR/UCLA grant or at least funded by it? After reading everything, I can't tell."
 
Wood speculated two possible conclusions, here is the second one: "the research/experiment/publishing at issue in the [scientific misconduct] findings arises from Xu's work and was not a part of ONR's intended grant or intended findings from that [DARPA/UCLA] grant/subgrant -even though funds may have been used to fund Xu's work. In that case, ONR has no jurisdiction to render a decision of any sort on the allegations/findings of misconduct in this case."

The work referenced in Purdue allegation B.2 was not funded by DARPA but by DoE/DHS. Funding therefore, for the two allegedly substantiated allegations was not from DARPA. Additionally, the ONR grant awarded to UCLA was for research on external neutron source experiments (as confirmed by Adams, May 2, 2008). The research referenced in B.2 (Taleyarkhan 2006) is about self-nucleated experiments. 
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