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Causes and countermeasures for corruption of research fund in university

Cao Shugqing® Zhang Zhong®
(1. The Audit Division, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109, China;
2. The School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109, China)

Abstract Corruption of research funding in university has three typical forms: fictional research activities,
the use of associated companies, and fictional scientific achievements for cash. We think that there are
probably several reasons for corruption of research funding in university: (1) normative documents of man-
agement of scientific research lack top-level design; (2) the management and supervision of research fun-
ding can’t keep up with the pace of sharp increase of funding; (3) there is little or no compensating for the
cost of intellectual labor in budget; (4) there are no perfect internal control system of research funding, no
professional audit in economic rationality of research funding and no classification management on the dif-
ferent characteristics between the longitudinal research funding and transverse funding in university;
(5) researchers don't prepare perfect budget report, have no clear “public property”, “corruption” and oth-
er legal consciousness. We also present measures to curb and eliminate the corruption of research funding in
university.
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