
3 
Look, I just want to say one quick note. T , basic studies on the "q" 

sort. One was the "q" sort reliability and validity rrThe other was an interview 
study where we were conducting interviews and having clinici ns "q" sort them. That/ 
paper was presented,,Vy the time we went to ISTSS, there re only an "n" of 12 that 
made up the.re orts. Another research assistant, labeled all the data as 
preliminary\  id not use any data eettlpiied that she hadn't herself laid hands on to do a 
prelirninaryidata presentation. But, in the calc lations of those 12, 4 were supposedly 
Vietnam veterans who had been "q" soilinterviewed by Danya and a colleague up at 
Manchester VA. Now, Pat has asked fo'Mat data, and has not gotten it. I worry that she 
used the same 4 "q" sorts that were in the folder for the "q" sort study and plugged them 
into the interview study. I don't know that this is true, but this is my concern. She did ask 

t (4)(6), (b)(7)(C) .o giVe her back the "q" sort material that she had entered for tr i4 iti erview 
1.4 ---;--S71.id-y so she could check her numbers, and I said to C!')?T? "Don't do that," ..That I would 

tell Danya she could bring.. .she has been asked to bring any data she had. So I don't know 
what the story is with that data, but my feeling about it is not good. 

(b)(6); 
(h)(71(C,1 

If I can just conclude Tharwith one last sentence about the last one. I don't know, I 
mean, it never occurred to me that she made up the other protocols. I assumeTthey 
existed. My concern was really around the "n'3' that she gave us an "n" that she had to 
know was way off. That is just too big a mistake to make;  and we presented the data, you 
know)1418.national conference and we were just about to send off a paper that was on an 
"n" of 6 and reported as 16 or 17. I have no idea if she created the other data. I presumedL 
she didn't. f-presumeet-it-was 

(b)(6); 

9,3,)(7)( 

O.K. 

As I was getting over the traumatic memory paper that by now we had pulled, I 
oo a look at a paper that Danya had given me tha • I,. be published in a 

- *ate in California with herself as second author and • s first author. As I sat 
reading it, roughly 6 pages of this paper are taken directly from either already published or 

easy presented materials, either by me or by myself and 

But she gave it to you to read? 

She gave it to me to read. 

Both of us. 

Was she a co-author on those other papers? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

No. 

Do you have examples of them? 
\ 

Yes, I wish .4--liad-;14e4silt-t.14a#4 had Iffe.4*-tlie-Figig-piaper- --
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From a published paper, in which she was not a co-author? 

In which she was not a co-author. 

Nor were any of her co-authors, co-authors? 

No. 

Not overlapping? 

Not overlapping. 

And she not only acknowledges that, she told me how she did it. How this 
happened. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

Meaning this paper, the transcript? 

This paper, and she said: "Oh, there must be something wrong with the program. I 
must have done something wrong with the program." I said "Danya, this is adding and 
subtracting, there is no program that accounts for these errors. I want to see you 
tomorrow night and nm9), and I want to meet with you Friday morning and bring all the 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

You can get that to us? 

I can get that to you, yes_ But let me just show you, for example, all of this... 

What you are showing us is the manuscript that she showed you? 

Yes, and that I reviewed with her co-author in Washington. That is all directly 
from a published paper. 

We are going to get copies of this. 

What did she say happened? 

You are reading this and you are recognizing the passages? 

I am reading it. I am recognizing the passage. I am going: Oh my God, basically, 
an when I talked to her that night. That was on a Saturday, and she got back from New 
York on Saturday night and called to see if the traumatic memory paper had gotten off to 
General Traumatic Stress. I just blasted her, and said "I am too exhausted to talk to you 
right now. Your numbers on one thing were all wrong, and whether you get it or not...", 
well, I guess it was Sunday morning, "whether you get it or not, that paper is significantly 
plagiarized." 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

data. We are going to go over all the numbers with you." I just blasted her about it. 
WhenI met with her on Monday night, which would be the Monday after Thanksgiving, 
and I presented it to y,cLu.,.I said 

(b)(7)(C) And she said, "No, 
1A-rhil I took them off the computer printout at the end of the traumatic memory paper." When 

she and I in the summer had been developing drafts of the paper that we were going to 
prepare for this traumatic memory study, I had taken from my own papers sections of 
various papers, tossed them at the end of the discussion and said I want to put this stuff in 
here so we don't forget these ideas and we can incorporate them later. So I had pulled 
different sections, and in fact I had pulled in some cases not the published version but, I 
usually keep prior versions of papers on my computes', so I had pulled sections of 
previous version and I just tossed them on at the end of this manuscript so we would have 
those ideas to work from: And they got eliminated later from the disk because we never 
used them. 

(b)(6): (b)(7)(C) 

Sorry, that is a paper she was writing with you? 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

This is the paper that 
so that it was a very early LA. 
not to forget the ideas.  

c!DE;,and  I were writing with her on the traumatic memory, 
i‘a.d basically taken sections of these other papers in order 

ELL](b)(71( Just so I understand the mechanics, her explanation was that she went to a word 
processing file of a manuscript on which she was a co-author and lifted sections of that 
and put it into another paper? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

MH: She said that she took those •articular sections that I had tossed at the end. Ran 
them off and sent them to b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Was that consistent with what you think was on that word processing thing? 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

Yes, but when I confronted her then, she said: "Weil, 1- rt,ya must not have known 
what was your stuff and what was my stuff" I said, "Danya, she didn't know because you 
didn't tell her." That was  Monday night, but by Monday night she had been through a 
grueling day with LI ,bn;  She  had met with me, and been told that I was putting her on 
leave, and that 1(b)(  and I wanted to meet with her on Friday and she should be prepared 
to go over all the traumatic memory data. Then when imp' and I met with her that Friday, 
we asked her to do 2 things. We hadn't decided, I guess we had already decided to file for 
this inquiry, but we had not decided about notifying NYU, or her thesis advisor. When 
we Met with her that Friday, however, we knew that her thesis advisor had copies of both 
of these papers, because had been a discussant at ISTSS. is also head of an APA 
task force, and Danya would be sendinabo !these materials. So we wanted to make sure 
that timi(6); Jdid not distribute these materials and we directed Danya to call for then. 

46). make sure that they were not distributed and we gave her the opportunity of telling her 
thesis advisor. She was clear. She wanted .4) portray things as apart from what had 
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happened at rc9.?:,,,i 
"--)-e--- 

shop, that with us these were mistakese, 'stakes in calculation and 
errors in citation, and I said to her 1.1(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) I looked at her 
and said: r(b)(6), (b)(71(C) — 1 And she sort of teared 

up, and I said: "
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

1(b)(6), (b)(7)(6) 

  

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

• •..•-•• 

    

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Are there citations to your articles? 

  There are a couple of citations. One is actually an seccurate citation. Anyway I 
called ji(h)(6)- (h)(7)(c)  ( who is the lead author of this paper, and the paper was at galley ... . 

- proofs. It is significant because this is a very big area in the field right now that is being . 
debatedeI think the daMage that could have been done was horrible. I mean if this paper 
had been published, people from the other side would surely have recognized it as , 
plagiarized. That is number 1, but 2 the fact that is had to be pulled and that-Darryr()4-0-4i 
determined thatgiesouldn't fix it. Thatwas significant enough that she couldn't fix it 

e------- eant that issu went out withouva representation of our position. So either way you cut c.,t-

 

4. LIYNI  • I I LIAA . b.— it was bad news. '  1 

(-15' 1 45  r (b)(6); .  
 - i 

1 
(b)(7)(C) It is almost independent of the damage, the fact that it was lifted from the material 

that you had written and that she knew that you had written? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), (b)(7)( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( That is what is so bizarre. I mean I have to say, in her defense, I am not sure that 
she understands this as plagiarism yet. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) When she copied this word processing file, did she know that those had appeared 

in print elsewhere? 

Yes, nol ad Erne hint, but Ke knew their sources. 

How do you know that she knew? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) 

I
Her dissertation is in the field. Part of the reason that she came to work with us 

was because of the work that we were trying to do. The Harvard Mental Health Letter 10 
was a well distributed paper. The Amnesia paper was published while she was working 
with us and she cited itt., The third paper was a paper that she knew I wahoping to have 
published. It was called Principles of Practice with Remembering Adults, and it was given 
as a talk here, and it has been given a number of times:  It had been selected as a chapter in 
a book coming out of Harvard University press, and I actually put the editor of that 
volume in touch with Danya because of her dissertation. VAL, that they might be 
interested in publishing her disertation. I guess the point is what was baffling) I guess is 
the only word to use,eas I have no doubt that this is heavily plagiarized, not only are 
huge sections of my work taken and reproduced exactly, but the form of the argument of 
the paper is one that was the form of the Harvard Mental Health paper that  221  and I 
wrote in 1993, and the lead author agrees with me and actually was horrified. What is 
startling is that Danya handed me the paper. There was clearly r7,1his is not somebody 

 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

Is there backup material available to you so that one could now check out the data 
that you have some questions about? 

Right. 

who is running around sneaking around, so Iclon't know what that means. Does it mean 
that she knows what plagiarism is and is on a self.distruct missior;and wants to get caught.7  
Does it mean she really honestly doesn't know what plagiarism is. Does it mean that the 
boundaries between our work and her work were so unclear to her that she didn't get 

That is almost another issue. That is, what she did or didn't understand about this. 
me fact is that she did it. So we will have to make an assessment of that when we receive 
the materials? 

(b)(6); 
(
r1_? (7)( 

(b)(6), 
b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) What I did do is k call* her co-authors  lir co-author and I were at a meeting 
together in Washington and I brought this manuscript and the stuff taken off my computer, 
and the other papers. In fact, I thought they were in this folder but she took thenNwith her 
because she was going to try to see if she could excise Danya's contribution and still put \ 
out the papeRerrti Mat she says, is that she just couldn't do it. She couldn't excise the 
work and still have a paper. 

That is the extent of it? I mean you were at unease with what happened up to and 
including the work on the Milton Fund grant, and then this alleged plagiarism? 

I think what I have kind of concluded out of it is that what we are looking at is a 
mixture of sloppiness and errors by an overly energized person, but also the production of 
materials, whether manuscript or data, in a way that doesn't express any knowledge of 
professional practice. 

b)(6), 
b)(7)(C) On several occasions you have mentioned that you were not sure to this date 

whether some of the data that you have been talking about, of which you have questions, 
is valid or not? 

(b)(6); 
0-W71M) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

Yes. 

And do you intend to do that? 

Yes, I think what we will do is any data that we can't verify we will throw out. 

Could you also make that available to us? 

Oh sure, absolutely. 

So we can also make an independent assessment. 
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because we can have 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Yes, thank you. 

25 

Yes. 

=-, 
I would kindly suggest that we move on to Es 

1b)(6) (b)(7)(C)
 

some of this discussion of the data later. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 
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resent; (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

  

Staff Members Present: (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

Also Present 
(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
, could you bring us up to date, and tell us what happened that made you get 

upset, and suspicious? 

r)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

obviously we are running behind time, but we don't want to rush you. Go 
back as to how you first met Danya Vardi? How she came to you, and then you can bring 
us up to date? 

O.K. fine, I guess it would have been in the spring time of last year. We were 
looking for someone to join our staff under an N1MH grant on the psychophysiology  of  

, childhood sexual abuse, and I had spread that word around. I got a call from tb)(6) 
(b)(7)(C) 

saying that Danya Vardi would be an excellent person for the job, and asked that I talk 
with her. I met with Danya in the Mass. Mental one afternoon. She was  very interested in 
the job. Said that she was finishing a post-doc at4(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) ilTrauma Program 
at the Lindemann Center, and was looking for something to move into when July 1st came 
around. Also that she was not especially happy in that program and wanted to move into 
something that would involve more research. I called several of her references at New 
York University, and they all gave glowing reports with a single exception, that she was a 
person who tended to spread herself too thin, to take on more than  she could handle, and 
they urged me to try to pin her down, to working in one place toim- th1/711C.1  did 
say that (b)(I ad some doubts about her, saying J  bought that she was flighty, but, on the 
whole, all the other references were so positive and I thought the fact that had negative 
things to say about her might have something to do with the fact that she wanted to move 
out of (" rogram. So I didn't pay as much attention to that warning as I maybe might 
have. 

However, However, after the talk with the people at NYU, I told her that I was reluctant to get 
involved unless she was prepared to make a commitment to our place as her home base, 
and she sort of wavered about that, so we didn't do anything for the next month or two, 
and then we talked some more. She said one of the things that was motivating her was the 
need to make more money, and she was prepared to devote herself to the work at our 
place with two exceptions basically. She had to finish out her commitment with 
and I spoke with  (b)(6), (b)(7)(C

. ) Isaid that her obligation essentially could come down to 
c!D?c9.?:_. 

two days a week. We had an understanding that she would stay there two days a week, 
and that she would work with me three days a week. I was also aware that she was doing 

(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 



some work with 
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) and my understanding was that she would continue that for 

awhile, and eventually conclude it. So she started working for us three days a week, and 
she was paid at that time as an intermittent basically as a research technician on an 
intermittent salary in the VA. Come July, she went to work for us four days a week. The 
understanding was that we would pay her for four days a week, and that she would spend 
an additional day on her own continuing her work with il(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) the people 
who just left the room. 

She started like gang busters at our place. The person who previously had been working, 
as sort of the lead recruiter and subject interviewer on this childhood sexual abuse grant, 
had just gotten the job as being the team leader in Manchester and had left to take the 
team leader job, and the study had been sort of languishing, which had me anxious. Danya 
came in and she immediately went to work contacting all the old research subjects, and 
bringing them back in, as well as doing a really bang-up job of recruiting new subjects. I 
might say that she has always had an excellent rapport with the research subjects, that she 
has done a good job of working with them and guiding them through the research project. 
Frankly, I was very impressed with her, and I praised her on several occasions. Although 
things started happening that made me have some second thoughts. 

One of them was that she, when we were negotiating her salary, she told me that she had 
been given a Ph.D. from NYU, and I was pretty sure that she hadn't been given a Ph.D., 
and I confronted her on it. She said yes, she had completed the requirements but hadn't 
gotten the Ph.D. It was just a matter of formality. There was another thing that happened 
when she had been given, because she was a VA intermittent employee, she was supposed 
to write down the number of hours she worked and give them to-(b)(6)' (b)(7)(C)  , who is our 
administrator, so she could be paid. She put down that she had worked on Labor Day, 
and M I' was very concerned about this, because lII new that she hadn't been in on 
Labor Day. I spoke with her about it, and essentially she said that it was just an oversight, 
that in fact she had been spending many more hours than she was being paid for at night 
and working from her home. I was aware that that was true, and I was inclined to just 
dismiss that as an oversight on her part. 

Then staff members started coming to me and saying: "We don't feel good about her. 
We feel that she presents one face to you and a different face to us. With you she is very 
obliging and very co-operative, and with us she seems to be rather opportunistic and we 
are not sure we really trust her." I was very disconcerted by this feedback, because I 
thought she was really good. 

This was the situation that would happen: I would meet with her. I would counsel her. 
She would give what would sound like reasonable answers to the other staff members' 
doubts. I would feel good about it. I would reassure the other staff members. We would 
go on for awhile, and then she would do something  else to pull the  rug out from under  me. 
The next thing that she did happened in October. ())(6), (b)(7)(C)  who is one of our 

ame to me....0h, at this point by the way, before I get into that, let me just say that I 
had recommended Danya for an instructor appointment, and the paper work had gone to 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

Min 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 
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Mass. Mental. After the staff members started telling me these things, and the thing came 
up with the Labor Day, and I had my counseling with her, I called Mass. Mental and asked 
them if they would please not process the instructor appointment. I told Danya that they 
had said that they were going to give it to her, but that I had told them to hold off on it, 
that I wanted to get to know her a little bit better. I told her about some of my misgivings 
especially about her having told me that she had a Ph.D. that she didn't have, that she was 
doing a very good job was my impression, with the project, but that I wanted to observe 
her further. So then things seemed to go along well for awhile. Then there was a big 
blow-up, when (b)(6) (b)(7)(C) in our lab, got a call from a friend of Danya's 
saying that Danya had given  EMI  this software which was Neuroscan software. Neuroscan 
produces both potential scanning software, it also produces software to administer 
experimental stimuli, and that was trying to run it and couldn't get it to run on 

(b machine. The reason )( couldn't get it to run on his machine was that it was copy 
protected and this was a $25,000.00 set of software which we had purchased which is not 
just run-of-the-mill software that gets traded all over the place. It is rather expensive 
stitF.-of-the-art software, in fact, part of its development had occurred at the  

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
• and I was very concerned that she had just given it to someone. I 

thought this could be very potentially embarrassing to us if people perceived that we felt 
that we could just distribute the software all over the place. So I met with Danya again 
and she said: Well the reason that she had done it was that she had made a swap and that 
she had gotten some other software from her friend that she thought would help us.X.You 
see, she was always very eager to please. So, at that point, I decided I would give her a 
written counseling, which I gave to her on November 1st, and in that written counseling I 
went over the things that had happened in the past, that I had only verbally counseled her 
about, not having her Ph.D. and the Labor Day thing. Then I also wrote down a number 
of things which had concerned me further, including giving away the Neuroscan software. 
The fact that she had left a pile of childhood sexual abuse charts out on the kitchen table 
over the weekend when we have a special locked file room for them. Then the other thing 
I told her was that I thought that there was a combination in her with a lot of ambition, 
wanting to have things very fast, wanting to be successful very fast, and a lax, what I 
characterize as lax attitude toward truthfulness. And I said frankly, that combination was 
potentially very dangerous to science, because this is the way scientific misconduct 
happens. And I said that we had we4.140€1-her carefully and that there had been no evidence 
of scientific misconduct, but that she should watch out for this because if I ever found out 
that she was involved in that I would fire her. I, in fact, gave her a copy of the Harvard 
Medical School Brochure on Faculty Policies on Integrity and Science, and I instructed 
her in this written memo of November 1st, to read it. Again, she was very reassuring and 
things seemed to be going O.K. again. I felt still pretty good about it, although the other 
people in our laboratory did not feel so good about her, 

(b)(6), 

vi-vike-ci 

cM9,?:„. Excuse me, did any of those people report what they considered misconduct or 
falsification? Or did they just felt uneasy? 

(b)(6), 
(NM( They reported that she said that she had known how to administer the clinician 
administered-PT-ST scale, and that really when they looked at what she had done, she 
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(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

collaborator of ours. 
VA, and (b)(6): (b)(7)(C) 

really wasn't familiar with it, and the scores that she had put down were not according to 
the way they were supposed to be done. We met with her and went over it, and it didn't 
seem that she had fabricated anything; it seemed more that she had just assumed that she 
knew what she was doing, when she didn't. Nobody had anything that was scientific 
misconduct at that point. 

So the pattern was that someone would call something to my attention, I would counsel 
her. I would feel better at getting her explanation; then the rug would be pulled out as I 
said. Well, the final rug pulling out occurred on the Wednesday  before Thanksgiving. I 
had been up at the Hospital and I came back down and I  saw 41:0(61 (b)(71(C)  

at Harvard college, who is a 
is my colleague, a eznammarai at the Manchester 

 They were all sitting in the library and 
I went in, iirai said: b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

basically what they dii was to show me subjects' sentence completion forms which had 
been part of a project  that we had  added on to the childhood sexual abuse study, in 
collaboration with rb)(6), (b)(7)(C) And basically what apparently happened was that 
had come up that morning to go over the data with Danya. That when Danya had told 

that she run a number of subjects and given HIE the names, that when Eicame up 
wanted to see the data and she was unable to produce the data, but said that she had them 
in the other room. So while she kept (111(61 (h)(71(C,1 ' waiting, she went in to the 
other room, then she came back with data. She did that a few times, and then she went 
away for her Thanksgiving vacation. Our lab technician  observed her to be crying while 
she was in the file room looking for the data. And (b)(6),  (b)(7)(C) had started looking at 
it, it looked very suspicious primarily because the data that she brought in, which should 
have been in the subjects handwriting, actually turned out to be in her own handwriting. 
So at that point it looked to me like the game was up, basically. And finally what I had 
been afraid of and that I had specifically... I mean I was sort of preempting frankly because 
I had been predicting this with her for the past 2 or 3 months. I had been saying "watch 
out this is what you are going to get into if you continue to be as-a,calaiguswis as you are, CI-votO-P-i-S 
and you aren't careful, and you aren't more careful about the truth, this is where you are 
headed, and sure enough there it was. Well, over the Thanksgiving vacation, I called 3 
subjects where the data looked suspicious and asked them whether they had participated in 
this study, and they all remembered very clearly what they had and had not participated in. 
They all remember they had participated in a C(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) study and they all said they 
hadn't participated in this. So, it basically confirmed what was rett clear from the 
handwriting. So anyway, we came back to work on Monday. ame up. We sat 
down, and we confronted her. At first she tried to talk her way out of it, and finally she 
had confessed that she had fabricated the data. 

, as I said is our c!D?c9.?;_. 

MEI (b)( 

Excuse me, this included subjects that she had been asked for at the particular (b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

meet ng, as well as previous....? 

I think so. I think there were some of each. (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) knows better than I. r)(6); 
b)(71( 

If you speak with him (b) will be able to tell you. It may be clear also from the memos that 
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KU: 

concerned frankly about her welfare and whether she might try to kill herself or something 
like that, and I called r(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) to ask„. iiiiii has always been a supporter of hers, to 
call F671 and ask her if she could give her some emotional support. Well, the inevitable 
fallout of this materialized, an (b)(6), was really not in the mood to give her emotional 
support because (b)(6):  said that In had become aware just that weekend that there were 
things about the data that Danya had been working with IV that didn't seem quite kosher. 
In addition Ic!3?c9111  had become aware of some text that Danya had written into a chapter 
which appeared to be plagiarized. So I@ was pretty mad at her too. Anyway we tried 
to give her as much support as we could, at that same time, basically separating ourselves 
from her... Kept her on for a couple weeks, in order to break it to her slowly, and then 
finally after I got the green light from ())(6),  told her that I was putting her on leave 
Actually, the Monday I put her on a paid leave, and then a couple weeks later I told her 
that I was terminating her as of the end of this year. Since that time, things have gotten 
even uglier. We got a call from a Massachusetts prosecutor saying that she had written a 
bad check for several thousand dollars to pay for car repair on an account that had 
previously been closed. We have been getting calls from creditors. It has just been really 
unhappy and ugly. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Those are private financial matters, or did those have to do with...? 

Private financial matters. 

Is she still living in Manchester, do you know? 

To my knowledge she is still living in Manchester, and looking for a job. 

But they called you, the bank? 

The prosecutor called me up. 

5 

wrote to Anyhow, the nature of her misconduct, the nature of her 
fabrication is not the traditional kind of fabrication, which is you want to make a name for 
yourself by getting a dramatic scientific finding so you confirm a hypothesis by biasing the 
data in favor of the hypothesis. That was not what she was doing. In fact, the data she 
was producing that day were really gibberish that did not fit with anything logical. What 
she was trying to do was to cover her tracks for having tol that she had done 
something that she hadn't done. So this is a woman who wants desperately to please, and 
she wants to please as many people as she can so she was always going up We would 
be at a meeting and she would always be going up to people who had a name in PTST 
research and telling them about herself, and introducing herself, and wanting to get in on 
what they were doing, and calling investigators all over the country. A lot of which I 
found about afterwards. She just had an insatiable appetite to get there and get there now, 
way beyond her ability to deliver on the promises she made. And when it came down to 
the crunch that she was found unable to deliver, she essentially was buying time that 
morning, it was inevitable that she was going to be found out, and she was. Now since the 
time I spoke wit$0)(6). 11.  I spoke with 6 7)C) , ,  I spoke with.M,_. I was 11(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 



Nicely told succinct and to the point. We do have samples of the data? 

I think it would probably be most helpful when we go through this with 
might be expeditious.... 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(h)(71 

Do you understand these? 

Well, I have gone over it with ri-{,_iWe  went over it that day before 
Thanksgiving, and we went over it again with Dariya. If you want the definitive story in 
this, IM11  will give it to you. I have some familiarity.... 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Why is that? 

(b 
Why did 0 call me? I thin 

(b)(6) wanted to help her out  MI  said jv really didn't 
want to make this into a criminal case. That HT;  anted to see if there could be a way that 
it could be settled without that._ to save her from that.  21  wanted to know what was 
going on basically. So that is the story. 

but it 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

It is his test, I mean he knows what he wanted? 

It is his test which was done in our lab with our subjects. 

could spot the falsification? 

When you asked her about her academic credentials, was it all within one 
ersation that she said yes she had a Ph.D., but then backed-up and explained it? Or 

was in it in writing? What I am getting at is had she independently said: "I have a Ph.D." 
Or was it just to you that she conveyed that she had it and then backtracked? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

It was to me while we were verbally discussing what her salary was going to be 
starting July 1st, that she said that she had her Ph.D., and I knew that she didn't. I, at that 
time, said to her: "Well, wait a minute, now, do you really?" And she said: " I met the 
requirements..." I sort of believed that was true. That once a Ph.D. finished their 
dissertation it was really a.... 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

I am sure all of us... 

It was verbal and I sort of tucked it away in the back of my mind. That was the 
first sense I had that she was not truthful. There are a lot of good things about her. She is 
smart. She is engaging. As I said, she is very good with the patients, and I was just 
inclined to overlook the negative because I saw so much positive, and to give her the 
benefit of the doubt, which I guess I did for too long. 

The way you warned her about this, you predicted that future very well? 
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(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C)  

your-sfititsai-impression? 
You are a good psychiatrist, if somebody presented this case to you what would be 

But she never said I didn't know this was copywrited? 

I don't recall. 

But she did work with computers? 

Sure. 

Is she, to your knowledge, a good programmer? Is she competent to work on the 
computer, or in any of the things that you have heard about or see, is it lack of skill in 
dealing with the computer that has been at fault rather than.... (Missing section of tape) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

That is why I couldn't believe it when I saw it, because I had predicted it. I must 
have had that talk with her about 5 times about scientific misconduct, and that was a 
danger lurking in the future. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Is it appropriate for me to answer that? 

I think it is probably not appropriate for him to answer that. 

I have thought a lot about it, but I am not sure. 

In those early events, if nothing more had happened, you wouldn't have been so 
worried about it? Am I interpreting you properly, that it is because it accumulated? 

I felt good about Danya despite everything that happened until the Wednesday 
before Thanksgiving. I knew there was this other stuff there but I figured this is the way a 
lot of people are now. Junior people who want to get there fast, and it is sort of 
thought that she would work out. I think that I was blind, in retrospect, but I was aware 
these things were serious. Serious enough that I put her instructor appointment on hold 
and gave her a written counseling, and really tried to scare her in this November 1st 
meeting. But privately inside I always remained hopeful about it, until that last blow-up. 

(b)(6); 
(h)(71( She presumably did a lot of work with computer, so when you confronted her 
about this Neuroscart copyright issue, did she say I didn't know software was 
copywritten? Or did she just sort of say well ..., what was her reaction? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Her reaction was she didn't know how really expensive or special this software 

was. 

 

(b)(6); 
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(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

• b)(6)• 
h1171( 

She has an excellent presentation. She is a smart women. She is not as smart 
as she seems to be. Her computer skills are probably what you would expect for someone 
at her state of development. She probably professes to know more than she really does 
know. But I don't think that the problem here was computer skills. That (missing 
section). 

We were questioning that she took the software but she really had no access or no 
official access. She took it upon her self to lend it, to give it to somebody else, is that 
correct? 

(b)(6); 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Yes. 

As for the forms, there is an admission of having filled out the forms rather than 
the patients... 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) She admitted yes that... 

Can you explain why would this be done? When things are fabricated, one makes 
up numbers, in this instance, there was nothing to make up. One sat a subject down, gave 
the subject a piece of paper, and the subject entered a word. Why not let the subject do 
that? What was the effort involved, the energy, what was she saving? Why not allow it to 
go forward? I wonder what you think of that? 

I think what happened was that she had promised too much to many people, and 
that she wasn't able to deliver on her promises. And instead of saying to 
haven't been able to get these subjects in this experiment," she felt the ne 
and tell c,b)( that she had been making more progress with the implementation of the work 
that  she  had. Then when asked to see the data, which weren't there, she was unable to 
tell '(0)(6)hat she had not really run the subjects. She kept digging herself in deeper and 
deeper, because she just wasn't able, in the early stages, to say: "I'm sorry I haven't done 
it", or "I'm sorry I made a mistake", or "I am sorry I don't know how to do that." 
Apparently, the loss of face that was involved in admitting to small short comings 
prompted her to try to cover them over with lies, which led to more lies, which finally led 
to her trying to cover her tracks in a very artless way. 

(b)(6); Were some of the forms partly completed by the subject and partly that she 

 

completed? 

    

 

b)(6), 
b)(7)(C) 

 

I believe so, yes. 

    

I thought I saw that, but once again the same question, why not have the subject 
s already there, she has made the arrangements, the subject is in the room, she 

doesn't have to do any...-t-liergda . • 
s f 

ci4v3— frtcg-ti 

(b)(6); 
ikv7vi-‘  



Bound to fail, because it would soon be discovered? 

Bound to fail, absolutely bound to fail. If you look at the whole history of the 
whole thing, it was inevitable where she was going to wind-up. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

b)(7)(C) My interpretation in both the memos and what you have said, was that the subject 
came or different session for different forms and actually had not come in for those 
session, and she represented that they had? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) That is in some of them, but I thought on some of the forms, some of the entries 
are in the subjects' handwriting and some other part of it in her's, and I am wondering 
why the subject... The effort that it took, pressed as she was, to arrange for an interview. 
She is there in the room at the same time, so there is no more time involved, and I am 
wondering why one would not allow the subject to complete the form at that time? Why 
she would find it necessary? 

I will speculate here, but there are 3 possibilities come to my mind. One is that the 
suoject actually, 'and remember she is disorganized and had to much too do so she wasn't 
able to pay proper attention to anything,' and so one possibility may have been that she 
lost some of the pages, or that she didn't give the subject the full protocol that she was 
supposed to because she wasn't paying attention, and that when she had to produce for 

b)(6). (b)(7)(C) l  a full set of completed data in a subject and she saw for whatever reason 
that it was incomplete. I don't know why it was incomplete. It is clear that she felt at that 
point, instead of saying to him;" I am sorry it is incomplete. I must have screwed up 
somehow." Instead of saying that, which she was unable to do, she had to try in really an 
incredibly naive way, because it was clear that this couldn't go on the way she was doing, 
she had to try to make it up as if it was complete. We asked her: "Were you going to let 
us go with these data, and publish them?" She said, "No", she just wanted to get out of 
the tight spot she was in then, and then she was planning on having the subject come back 
and getting the data the right way, and then substituting in the right data for the wrong. 
You know the road to hell is paved with good intentions. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
r.1 It is as you put it earlier a very different kind of motivation than what usually 
comes along. It is not designed to advance a career or to come up with a spectacular find? 

In a way it was designed to advance her career, because what she wanted to do 
was to ingratiate herself to as many investigators who were established in the field as she 
could. And so she would do it in order to not lose face with them, so in that sense it was 
kind of a social way of advancing her career rather than a scientific fabrication. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

(b)(6); Do you have any other questions? Well, we thank you very much and we hope 
that we got the discussion on tape. 
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(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

ate 



(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
is actually a Harvard f(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

Fe); (b)(7)(C) 

j(P?c9)
,,,

 yes,  Ib)(6); (b)(7)(C)   and lb)(6); (b)(7)(C)  

HARVARD MEDICAL SCHOOL 
Transcription of the Meeting with III(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

Conducted on Thursday, January 26, 1995, at 12:00 - 2:00 p.m. 

Investigative Panel Members  Present; 
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

 

b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

  

  

 

   

Staff Members Present: 
(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

Also Present: t-b?.6)_;.!))2.2f.L _ , lii 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 
Why don't you, in a narrative style, tell is how you first became suspicious of 

=7 

p)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

this? What you did? And what you found? If you could illustrate it to make it come alive 
to us? 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) if even briefly you could explain why you are up in Manchester and how 
you met Danya, just briefly? 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
b)(6); Yes, since January 1994, almost to the day actually, and I, and 

_lave been collaborating on a variety of different 
s was just one part of the larger CSA, Child Sexual Abuse protocol. 

I am not a paranoid person, so why would I be suspicious in the first place? It first arose 
when, this would have been in mid-November, there was a conferenceithe International 
Society for Traumatic Stress Studies, studies, in. Chicago. The conference ended on 
a Wednesday morning and that afternoon walked over to the Art Institute '.Chicago, as 
I am heading out) b)(6), comes in. So and I are standing around... d+ (b)(6) 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

projects 

b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

is who? 

works in Manchester. 
p7sD 

have collaborated for 12 yearsjat least. So we are talking about various things, and I had 
to take off. As I am starting to walk away,  571  turns to me and says: have got to 
warn you about something. I've got to warn you about Danya." Warn me about Danya, 
what is he talking about? ç: is looking  very serious and says: "It has come to our 
attention," "our" meaning presumably (b)(6) (b)(7)(C)  "that Danya can be very careless 
with data, experimental procedures or whatever." (b)( says: "Therefore what I would do," 
an saying it to me like this, "I would watch everything that  she does like a hawk, 
everything." Well, you know, this is coming out of the blue. (b)(6) says: "I don't feel 
-6.omfortable going into details, etc., etc., but all I can say is that anything that you and she 
happen to be working on. together, watch her work extremely, extremely carefully. I don't 



want to say anymore, but you are warned." O.K., that sort of sticks in your mind, right? 
Oa says this out of the blue. Then the week before all of this, sort of, blew up I was out of 
town on a job interview and I came back to Harvard on a Friday evening. 

There are three things that made me suspicious: One is 
1(b)(6), (b)(7)(C)

 oncern.... 

M(6); 

I am sorry, I am having trouble remembering some of the background of the 
organization. S had worked with her on projects? 

kb)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

Oh, I am sorry. I am being somewhat elliptical here. 
i of the Medical School stationed in Manchester. f,12.1(61 , are 

longtime collaborators, and  Danya  is a research assistant, or was until she resigned, four 
days a week working with and and so forth. So she was working on other parts, it is a 
big project. . So she was doing this and doing that. 
What 0 was alluding  to was that her other work, that had nothing to do with me, but had 
to do wit and (bM,  _1  there are all these overlapping projects and what have you, that 
there was some "carelessness", whatever that meant. So that is why I became suspicious. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) The date of that was? 

The date of the meeting with? 

 
 

b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6) I can tell you it was the Wednesday of the ISTSS, just a second. The conference 
ended that morning and I had to take off to another one in San Diego, so that is why I was 
in a rush to get out of there. That was Wednesday. November 16, 1994. Then the 
second thing that made me, sort of, suspicious was Excuse me let me correct that I 
misread this book. I bumped into in the Art Institute, Wednesday November the 
9th, in that afternoon about 1:30 or so. That is when El gave  Eri—  warning MI as 
shaking 0))( finger and carrying on. I had then returned on Frida ,November the 18th 
from the job interview and what I find in my mailbox, I told about this, were these 
slips. I will explain this in a second. These are from the librarian. The way things operate 
at the Psychology Department and Social Relations Library in William James Hall is that if 
you have an office in the building you can check out a book, When you check out a book, 
you have the book as long as you need it, until somebody else wants it. When somebody 
else wants it, they check to see if it is on the shelf, they put in a call for it and they get the 
book back. What they do is they send you. ..when you checked out the book you have to 
fill out these little pink cards in detail, the librarian then Xeroxes it, puts it in the 
interdepartmental mail, calls back the book. I get this stack of things in my mail, this book 
actually is a book that I had checked out, was reading, had set aside, and returned when 
they asked for it. This is my signature filled out etc., etc. But then I get in the same 
packet all these things. These are books that I didn't check out , but this is my name. So 
I said to myself, somebody is forging my signature, checking out books, and the books 
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have vanished, and the librarian is saying: 11D?(6?;_vhere are these books'?" I said: "look I 
never took them out." 

Can I get copies of those? 

kb)(6); 
[(Mal( Sure if you want to. So I am absolutely baffled. What is going on here? I didn't 
speak to the librarian until Monday. This was Friday night when I got back into town. I 
was looking through this and I said: "What is going on, who would forge my signature, 
take the books out, and not return, the books?" 

Over what period of time are we dealing with? 

I(h)(61-  (h)(71(C) 

way it works is there is a little check point,  
They are not dated. You see the cards aren't even properly filled out. You see the 

who sits there, you fill out the book slip.  II  checks it. You show (b)(6); our 

(b)(6), You et this undergraduate work 

Harvard Officer's card, and then you have to put your office number on it. You have to 
be in the building. It is very different from this library here, every library has their own 
rules. So then I am wondering about this. What is going on? And the next the morning, I 
remember when this happened, all of a sudden this thought pops into my head and it is 
that there is something common to all of those books. Every single book there is about 
depression, some of them are from what is called "Annual Review of Psychology", the 
"Annual Review" has these review chapters in it. Then it occurred to me, you probably 
want this date too, that Danya had a meeting with me, let me check to see because I 
marked it in here when we made the appointment, in October. 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

this is an obvious question but just to make sure I understand while you are 

 

1"ntriner cnr +t," Anto d(b)(61.  (b)(71(C) 
(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

No, in fact I will clarify that in just a moment. It will all become very clear in a 
second. That was on Tuesday, October 18th I had a meeting in William James Hall at 
6:00 o'clock with Danya. This is what was going on, she was preparing what was called 

agNARS AD 

(b)(6); 

(b)(7)( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

Those are initials? 

It is the National Alliance for Research on Schizophrenia and Depression. 

That is right. So what she was doing was preparing the proposal, and the idea 
n this was going to have something to do with depression and PTSD. Here is the 

connection. She had asked me earlier that Fall whether and I would mind 
commenting on it, etc., being mentorly about the thing, etc., etc. She made an 
appointment with me to come by and talk about the stuff. On that evening she asked me if 
I knew any good references on psychobiology of depression. I said:   1(1;)'(6); (b)(7)(d) 



(b)(6), "  
(b)(7)(C) J r • r - 

PGiA• .1  So I just mentioned this, and I told her that she could study the books in the library. 
You know, you can go down and check them in there, but you can't take them out. 

She can't take them out because she doesn't have an office? 

That is correct. Even if she had a card, let's sa e was from the School of 
Education, was a faculty member over there, sh couldn't still ake one out. That is just 
the way the rules go. But in any event, on Saturday it hit me, bet you she is the one who 
checked out the books because there was this common theme, and so on and so forth. So 
on Monday, I give hetTill, she was in Manchester, and I said to her: "Danya did you 
happen to check out a bunch of books on depression from the  William James Library?"  
She said: "Oh yes, sure I returned them weeks ago." I said' b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

said  (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) said;[(6' 
b. ( )(7)(C) 

b)()  
She goes: "Yes, what happened is that I went down to talk to the kid," who does 

the thing, "ani1ays  do you have an  office in the building?" And she said: 
"No, I don't but I work with p(b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  

-,  lind some others." So he said: "Oh go 
ahead and i i name on the card." I don't know whether that is true or not, but I 
spoke to the librarian. The librarian just hits the roof. says you can't do that. You 
can't have people signing your name. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

kifh)(61-

 

ii 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Are there other librarians? Is it possible possibly that one said it was O.K. and one 

said it is not O.K.? 

No. 

The 1(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) -person? 

That is right, but when they come in they are told this is what you have to do, you 
fill out the whole thing, there is an officer's card. You have to put your office on there. It 
may be the case that the kid was being "accommodating" that was what b)( r  b) I 
said, the librarian.  21  is not supposed to do this. Then she tells that the books have been 
turned back weeks ago. I said: "Danya, there are no books there." So here I am with my 
name on here, and I personally don't know, and I haven't bothered to track this down. I 
have other things  to do. Then  she says that she gave the books to her friend (b)(6) ho 
lives or works inl(b, )(6), (b)(7)(C)  I forget, and that E was going to drop the boo s off for 
her. I don't know who 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Gave them in order to have drop them off, or just lent them to 

No, not lend, she says: "I gave the books to said I am in 1())(6), (b)(7)(C)  
, 

You are up in Manchester, it is no problem, I will just drop them off for you." Then 
b Danya calls me back and says that she spoke to ()( and that  terribly sorry. The 

books are in 13.1W  car's trunk, and argot to drop them off. So at this point I said these 
books are driving around Boston in somebody's trunk of their car. So I tell 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(
,
13 (7)( 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 



Please explain what happened that day? 

O.K. it is in the memo, but I will recap it briefly. We sat down in Manchester in 
the morning. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

"look I think I know where the books are, I think it is all's well that ends well." We get 
the books back, no problem. I have no idea about what that kid told her, about what the 
kid did. If IDN)(  let her sign it, I have no idea. Meanwhile, I go up to Manchester  on  
Wednesday, and this is sort of my state of mind, a couple of weeks earlietc____ (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) ays. 

"Whatever you do, watch her like a hawk." Then  this thing about the missing books well t4 
was it forged? It doesn't say pb ) ( 6 ) (b)(7)(C) It say It could be (b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

for all we know, who knows? 

(b)(6); 
<OM( 
C) 

The handwriting on the library slips, is that her typical handwriting? 

Yes. 

She has said she did write it? 

Yes, she said she did, and she said she was told to do it by the kid at the check out. 
But yes, it isn't an attempt .... 

It isn't an attempt to look like yours? 

No, I don't know if she would know what my handwriting would look like off the 
top of her head. But she knows my telephone number because we call each other. She 
knows my dace number, but the things are incomplete. There is no date. You are 
supposed to write the date on there so they can track it. So I go up to Manchester in a 
state of mind of be ng very suspicious. Is she like a lose cannon on a deck doing these 
things? So then wp wire going to look at some of the data. This is what you brought 
here. This is what ib)(61  I know, wanted me to do, is to actually sort of point to what we 
are ta king about here. 

(b)(6); 
ih11711C.1 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

We being? 

(b)(6); Danya Vardi, (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 1:1 and myself. /Mall  was It was a paper and pencil 
tas but we put the stimuli in the computer so you could read it easier and so forth. So 
rilvb as sort of peripherally involved. But (b)(6);  also wanted to talk about some other 
possible research things and so forth. So  aTI  was physically present, that is the point. So 
then what happens is that Danya comes out and says ... Danya told me that there was a 
whole bunch of folks that she had tested. It is not like a one shot deal. People come into 
the project and they get tested. They go through different protocols. These are all the 
people that she had tested. I said: "Great." We were moving along, there was no hurry. 
She then she brings out.... She has a folder, like yours, and pulls open the thing and pulls 
out this subject. Let me get my own memo here. This subject.... 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7) 
(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Can you give us some identifier? 

I am sorry, I put a number 2 on it, subject 2, (subject 

Sorry to interrupt again, you just made a comment, you said there was no rush or 
anything, but it was fine. So there was no .. You hadn't said; " I want these 10 subjects?" 
There was no pressure? 

No, no, we got a bunch of projects going on and other things, there was no rush. 
The reason why I was in Manchester, this is just sort of a little side light which is another 
sort of oddity, is that she had dropped off some of the data before... 

She? 

"Oh, since I work with n Fridays, I will swing by and drop some of this 
Danyatorry, D me of the data before at Harvard and then she said: 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

stuff off." We had somet ng It e or 5 different times she was going to show up, and 
just never did, and didn't drop it off, and so forth. Only one time did. she explain that. 
She said she was in a 5 car accident; turns out it was a 2 car accident, but that is neither 
here nor there. So I figured what I would do is schlep up to Manchester, see everybody 
there and have lunch, and what not. O.K., so we take a look at these things and then there 
is this list. This is the list of the other subjects. I said; "We only have a couple of folks 
here, that we had run before, where is the rest of the data?" She said: "Oh wow, they are 
not here?" I said: "Oh no, are they lost? Are the data lost?" She goes; "No, no they are 
not lost." 

am sorry I am having difficulty differentiating these 3 lists now? 

I am sorry, this is a subject. These subjects here, she pulled these out of a folder. 

Two different subjects? 

That is correct, (subject P) and (subject R), two different subjects. 

She pulled them out of the folder to show to you? 

Yes; "here are two of the subjects." 

And that is all that was in the folder? 

Well there were some other things in there too. 

But those were the only subjects? 

   

 

, and (subjec (b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

   

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) 

FON; 
1-.1/71/r1  
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Yes, but then there is this list, you see. I said: "Oh wow, that is great. Boy, you 

have been really busy. Where are the other subjects?" Here is the list right? I said: "Are 
they lost?" She says: "Oh no, they are not lost." I thought maybe she had left them at 
home or something. She says: "They must be in my office. They must be misplaced." I 
said: "Oh, I will go help you find them." She says: "No, no, no stay right there." I am 
thinking to myself; 'She has got the cleanest office of any human being I have ever seen in 
my life. It is very clean, well organized.' I am thinking to myself; "how can you lose it in 
there?' It is not like it is one of these people that has got stuff all over the place, it is not 
like that. So then I was just marking, scoring, these are just my writing here. 

Those little "r"s? 

That is right, that is mine. Then she goes into the office, and I was told later by I 
think IS(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 1-one of the other people, that she was starting to cry as she was 
going back and forth. It didn't make sense. Then what happens it that she then... .bear 
with me a second... Then she comes up with this, here it is that last one... O.K. then she 
comes back into the rooms and comes up with this one. This is (subject H), it is number 
10. 

Just this one? 

Yes, just one, one at a time. So it is not like, for example, there is a folder and you 
got all this stuff' in it, right. Then she goes: "Well, I am going to continue my search, here 
is one." She goes back into the room again. So I am going over this stuff, then she 
comes back in with this person. This is (subject T4' (by number 8. I will pass all this stuff 
around in a second. So I do this; I flip through this and say: "Oh wow, there is one sheet 
missing." She goes: "It must have become disconnected with these." So she dashes back 
into the room and a few minutes later she comes back in and gets the stapler; pow, pow, 
pow, staples 4 staples on it and hands it to me; like this. I didn't notice this at the time but 
this is a very short little procedure. It takes a few minutes, so the subject would have been 
starting with, well ink color is irrelevant, but this is red ink. So this would be done first. 
This is red. This is black. Now there is no way that a subject would switch pens. It 
doesn't make any sense. Especially if you look at all this ink, black, it is not as if she ran 
out of ink suddenly and said I need to switch to a red pen. Meanwhile this list was pulled 
together in black ink, all right. I didn't notice this immediately at the time, I noticed this a 
little bit later that morning. Then she started checking off subjects that she had "found" in 
the other room. Now, she originally had a black pen then she switches to a red pen. It just 
coincidentally parallels exactly the switch of the subject. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) On the list of the people where there is writing in red on the bottom. Whose 

handwriting is that? 

ih)(71(C,1 
(b)(6); This is my handwriting. I initialed it. I was being a bit compulsive about that but I 

wanted to make sure you knew what I was doing. Then she says, it is about 11 o'clock in 
the morning, she says she has to go to New York City, and she has to pick up a friend on 

7 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) 



the way. It is the Thanksgiving holiday, so she takes off. I am forgetting one thing that I 
mentioned on the memo. We, meaning P=  :- Ind  I, noticed that some of the completions, 
some of the responses, I don't want to get into all the details of this, but we have the 
letters "REL" and the person completes that with the first thing that pops into mind. If it 
was correct, it happened to be the word "relieved", the word "related" appears. That is 
somewhat of an unusual kind of word... Right here, this is wikat I was getting at when I 
annotated this, see it is "related". There is nothing wrongwscVnebody having that as sort of 
an item, but it is an unusual kind of a thing, and here is another one, another "related", it is 
odd. I said: "That is an interesting error that someone makes like that." She said: "What 
do you mean interesting, that is not strange. That is not strange at all. They are both 
women aren't they? Women are into relationships. It is a girl thing." 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Who says this? 

Danya, not p(b)(6), (I?)(7)(C) Was as surprised as I was. She says: "It is a girl thing. 
Why are you people surprised?" I said: "I was just commenting that is was sort of an odd 
error to make." Then Danya had left, we were just going over this and ... 

Left because she wanted to go to New York? 

Yes, she had told me before that she was going to New York, so I knew she was 
going to New York. She said she was running late, and I said: "Don't let us hold you up." 

At this point you only have these 3 subject forms? 

I had some in my office, yes. This was what was happening chronologically that 
morning. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

She came up with 2 going back and forth? How many? 

Let me see, well there are 3 here. 

One you had? 

One I had, that is correct. But this was in her folder, mind you, and this one, she 
gave me initially. These 2 she got when she went back to the room. Now, there is also 
another one of these, I mentioned this again in the memo and I might have been somewhat 
cryptic, but one of the other items was BAN, "banister". 

    

 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

 

Just so I understand, the person has previously seen a list of....? 

    

That is right. The person sees these thing and then it is a memory sort of thing. 
at was on the sheet was some spelled out "banister", and that happens to be correct. 

That is fine, but that particular subject did not receive that particular word earlier. 
Normally what you would expect is if there a prior exposure to some item, that it primes 

8 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 



(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

saw? 
(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

things in such a way that when they say the first thing off my head "banister". Most 
people are going to say "band", "tgidwagon", "banquet" for "BAN" not "banister". So 

aid: "Maybe she gavel>ccwrong sequence." Because what is the probability of 
subject coming up with such an unusual completion! 

This is a randomized sequence of something? , 

Yes, right so we know which one gets. 

And this is part of one of the genuine sequences but not the one that this person 

That is correct, exactly. That is right, so when somebody comes up with that one, 
you think; that is really odd.' Then Mr looks at me and she says, she has this look on 
her face; "I don't feel comfortable about this." I said: "What do you mean?" And then it 
just occurred to me, sort of reading her mind: "You mean to tell me you think that she just 
made these data up right now?" And she says: "It could be." Then we sat down, and I 
was thinking; Oh God, it>iti this nightmare, then we start looking at this and the 
handwriting... 15 

(b)(7)(C) 
(b)(6); 

Which one are you holding now? 

I am sorry, this is (subject pi) . 

One that she went back to get? 

Yes, that is correct. That is right, number 8. This hooked "d", I am not a 
handwriting expert, but that subject has hooked "d"s. This subject has hooked "d"s. This 
subject has hooked "crs. This subject, who I think is entirely genuine, no. 

PC: It is clear that trauma generates hooked "d"s. 

Yes, you start wondering about this. E,b)(761),Cl lid I said at this point we are 
extremely, remember there were 3 things that made me suspicious; one was the 
conversation witimj(6), (b)(ij(c)  in the Art Institute. Two was this business about the forging 
of names and other things. And three was just  her general  behavior, running in and out of 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

the room, crying, earring on. So I tell this to  b)(6) (b)(7)(C) I says: "I am just as suspicious 

as you are." The b)(6), COI/leS. ii-ormr•N  was gone in the morning, had a meeting, gi 
comes back and te Is E(0,11 76j(c)  says: "Danya has struck again." 

(b)(7)(C) (b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) says this? 

b)(6), 
• (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

God, I thought she was doing O.K. What happened?" And I tell 1(h)(6) Ihe stuff, andib)aw  

looked like you hit DJ n the head with a baseball bat. We were all stunned, but ""(b) 

No, by7)( says this to j gets this look of horror. says: "Wry 



especially 1b),9,),;,,, I am  totally clueless about all of these  other  things, because it is a 
[(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) supervisee matter. At that point,r6).,  tells me just in a very 
sketchy detail that d has had problems with her on and off from the beginning. But it was 
just like a personnel matter, it is not lilcerls going to say: j did you know that 
when Danya Vardi came here she told me she had a Ph.D. in Psychology and she didn't." 

She was really an ABD at the time. So this was all news to me. It is sort of a funny thing. 

It is almost like the left hand doesn't know what the right hand is doing. Down at 
Cambridge Hospital, they were doing presumably the sort of thing, the supervisor gsrbtr  

suspicious, but they don't broadcast it to the whole  word. Then what happens that itornic)  
says that 'we can't work in a context as this.' /31)(  'said he was going to make some phone 
calls. (b)(  give a call tern' "(7)(c)..,.„ „ ,land asks for some advice. 

said: "What you should do is put her on some sort of leave with pay? Because 
you can't have somebody walking around making up data, doing this sort of thing, in the 

lab < At the same time it is all up in the air and so forth, so says: "Where is 
Danya?" I said: "Well, she is on her wa to New York. We can't talk to her in any 
event." Then I had to take off, and then had to take off again. Then I go back to my 

office, sorry I get worked up just thinking about it, but about 2 months ago... 

Sorry, since we have these can I just understand what these different pieces of 
paper initials? 

(b)(6); 

(b)(6); 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Sure.... 

 b57,1, please identify them as you go through them? 
h1(71(C,  

), 
(b)(7 I am looking at the subject report forms. On the front of these, each of these is a 

•ist of handwritten words? 

That is right. 

What is the source of the original stimulus? So they see a written..? 

Yes, well in this case we just put them on the computer. So the word comes up. 

They observe that, and then you give them this cued recall form, it says "SCI....? 

No sorry the order is a little bit different. You see the presentation and then the 

memory is tested in 3 ways. The first way is just a blank yellow sheet of paper and they 

simply write down the words that they had seen earlier. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) From memory without stimulus? 

That is right, so it is a free recall. 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 



(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) That it right. That is exactly right. 

Sorry about that. 

No that is O.K. 

We just need to know to understand it. 

That is even more striking than the discrepancies between the handwritings on the 
different pages? 

Yes, well there is more that I found very bizarre and striking_ But in any event, I 

(b)(6), 
(b)(71(C Then the second page is called "cued" recall. You get the first 3 letters, and that is 

  

you cue? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

So that is what it is all about. The fact that there is a cued recall and the fact that 
there is free recall gave us handwriting samples. If this would have been just a 
recognition test we would still be going along about our business not knowing what has 
happened. 

That is right 

So both of these forms would have been completed by the subject. 

That is right, and one more in that one they circle things that they have seen 
e ore. So it is a recognition thing. So there is free recall, cued recall, and recognition. 

O.K. 

So the handwriting on this unformatted page is written by the same person at the 
same time as the handwriting on ... 

That is correct. 

You sit there and you fill in all 3 forms. 

That is right you don't move your butt from the chair. You sit right down and you 
just • o it right there on the spot. 

I am looking at number 7 and the handwritten first page all should have been 
written by the same person at the same time as the completion on cued recall? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

b)(6), 
b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
thlaltel 

get back to my office at William James Hall and it is late in the afternoon and I look at 
some of the others. These is what I want to show you. 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) These are ones that are in your office? 

That is correct. These are old ones, O.K. 

When you say old ones, these were not associated with your request at that time to 
produce these on the Friday afternoon? 

Wednesday, correct. 

Wednesday, this is a totally separate set of subjects? 

People who had been run before. 

But by Danya? 

Yes, the only role she had was to schedule and run these things. Now this subject 

Which one? 

Oh, I am sorry, (subject Z), number 5, this subject, what I did was I put all these 
together and I went back to my office and got the others out, I believe this was done 
earlier but I don't want to.,. I can double check that, but you will see it becomes sort of 
irrelevant other than the fact that there is the notorious hooked "d" again. 

So that subject that you just passed around was not associated with this 
Wednesday produced people? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) No, this was earlier. (subject 

(b)( 
(subjec ), I) is number 6? 

(b)( 

another subject with the hooked "d", 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 

(subjec  , yes. (subject  , this is another subject here. 

What is the number? 

Number 9, this one, in any event.... There is another one that as you see was not 
real. Now this is a subject here, this is subject number 11, kb) name is (subject G). This 
subject was run awhile ago, but this particular subject the cued recall sequence wasn't 
right. I don't want to bore you with the details. But we couldn't use this subject. It had 
to be tossed. Then Danya some weeks before had told me that she reran (subject G). 
You can't do that. It doesn't make any sense to do that. She had however the protocol 
from (subject G) on the second running. Now, (subject G), number 1 and (subject G) 
number 2 have got very, very different handwriting. They don't look at all alike, and 
(subject G) number 2 has got the handwriting that looks to me like Danya's handwriting. 
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But the handwriting doesn't look similar on the whole? 

Well yes. 

I suppose she could have been trying to alter her handwriting? 

She did that with one that I want to point out to you actually. In fact, that she 
pointed out to me, but I am getting a little bit ahead of my story. Now, these are people 
here, and I think if you see some of the other subjects who I have absolutely no reason to 
doubt their, here I will just show it you. This number I, that is a real person. That is a 
real subject. In number 3, notice that handwriting looks completely different from hooked 
"d"s extra. Number 4 this is another one that is real. Those are all real. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) May I ask a question. In number 5 and number 6 where you point out that the 

hooked "d" appears, otherwise the handwriting between the 2 is quite different. It doesn't 
look as if the same person, does this look like her regular handwriting and this less so? 
What I am getting at is that the hooked "d"...? 

Do you see where I wrote fabricated, fabricated on the top. She told me she 
fabricated those. So both are done by Danya, according to Danya, she made those up. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) can I interrupt. The one that we think may be fabricated they are real people 

 

right? 

 

    

Yes, they participated in the project and so forth. If you see on the top where you 
see "fabricated", "authentic", or "partly fabricated", that is my handwriting but those are 
her words, and I'll get to that in just a second. So in some sense this is all kind of a moot 
point.  So what happened then, it is Thanksgiving weekend and I am talking to PO); _ I 
said: c!)?0?;_,  just let me call them and say you have been in the program, did you 
participate?" So it is Thanksgiving weekend and in New Hampshire it is not difficult 
because there is one area code for the whole state. Nobody lives there. So we get these 
people's phone numbers, call them up. A couple of them

/
ewe talk to and :92)g),,,,,  talked to 

somebody early on Monday morning and those subjects said they participated in this. 
They did this but not that, and not that. So they simply denied having been involved in 
this part of the project. 

When you say this and this and that, are these different parts of parts of this 
project? 

No, differen projects through the whole Child Sexual Abuse protocol. For 
example, there is sychophysiology. There is some rilognitiveyasleThere are other 
things as well. But they did not participate in this. 
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hlf71( 

(b)(6 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 



The Monday after Thanksgiving? 

Yes, the Monday after Thanksgiving. So I go up to Manchester and I see  
that morning and says: "I spoke to", there was one subject we had been trying to get all 
weekend and she was never home for some reason, her (b)(6); 

11111711C.1 said she is coming back. 
She didn't come back. So we simply sit down with Danya and I first ask her about the 
book deal, because I still don't know what has gone on with the books. The books have 
still vanished and at this point I am extremely suspicious, I don't believe this person 
even exists. Lb), 6-,),;lis the on who has 1(0)(6), (b)(7)(C) )ooks in the trunk of r (6  car, illegally. 
So she said: "I will call

(b)(6 and remind M." I said: "Why don't we both go, can you give 
me her number?", because I don't think she exists. So I write the number down, and she 
calls somebody, and places a message on this person's machine to say: "don't forget to 
bring the books back to William James Hall". But I have the number down became I am 
going to call this person, because I am extraordinarily suspicious. As it turns out, I can 
just sort of end that shaggy dog story, (Ps)(  actually is a real person. She is a hltAl thlaltrl j 

who works at (b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  does know Danya, and according to  (b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  
who told me this is a very straight arrow, a good person, and did indeed have the 
books in (b)( ar, and did indeed forget to bring them back. But i called me back, and 
said Miropped them off, so all is well that ends well. C.13?C6-k-s s happy and that is the 
end of it. But I didn't know that at the time, so Monday morning we sit down like this. 

is sitting in front of me on a chair. We have got a table here, and Danya and I are 
sitting on a couch. We have this stuff spread out here, and I said to her that we have some 
questions about some of the data here. Then she said: "Well it is all real." That is a 
strange thing to say. I said: "These are all subjects that you have run?" She says: 
"Absolutely". (b)(6),  gets this look on 130 face and goes: "Danya, you have lied to me 
before in the past, don't sit here and lie to (b)(6), nd me both. Just tell the truth." She says: 
"I am telling the truth." c!0?(9), says: "Danya, 3 of these subjects that are here say that they 
didn't participate." I said: "Danya, why would somebody say they didn't participate, 
when in fact the data are here?" She goes: "O.K., I am so terribly sorry." She puts her 
head down, and says: "I just feel so ashamed. I am so embarrassed. I really let you guys 
down. You have been so nice to me." She says: "I did in fact make up some of these 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) And this could be described in a way that would be very difficult for a subject who 

had gone in and done it? 

b)(7)(C) 
That is right. It is the only paper and pencil task when the stimuli are actually on 

wviA puter screen, so it is very unusual. But anyway this is all neither here nor there, 
because. 

To be clear there is no chance of ambiguity as to whether they did or did not 
ate? 

No, as it turns out, you will see in a second, it really is neither here nor there, 
because of what happens. I go up to Manchester on Monday morning. Do you want me 
to tell you the date? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 
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subjects last Wednesday." I said; "LI get this straight. I want to go through all of these 
things and I am going to ask you, is it authentic or is it fabricated? I just want you to say 
authentic or fabricated." So I would show her the subject, and she goes: "authentic." So 
I write down "authentic", that was number I. I asked this one, number 4, "authentic" or 
"fabricated"? She goes; "authentic". Number 3, "authentic" or "fabricated"? She says: 
"authentic". I went through all the authentic ones first. Number 2, "authentic" or 
"fabricated"? She says; "authentic; (Subject L) "authentic" or "fabricated"? She says; 
"fabricated". So I writetfabricated down. Number 6, "authentic" or "fabricated"? She 
says; "fabricated". Number 5, the one that !,(b)(

7
6
)
)
t
,
r talked to, I said: "authentic" or 

"fabricated"? She says: "fabricated". Then I say number 10, "authentic" or "fabricated"? 
She says; "fabricated". Then I say number 7, "authentic" or "fabricated"? She says: 
"partly fabricated, look how the handwriting is, look how the letters are. The "d"s are all 
straight." 

She said that? 

Yes, she said that the handwriting is different on this from this. She is saying: "I 
fabricated that". There is the hooked "d". So she said she fabricated the recall, 
recognition on number 7. 

How could she do that if the person... There are no breaks? 

There are no breaks. I know it is crazy. 
hypothesis is? 

(b)(6), Yes. 
(b)(7)(C) 

 Is that this was the one she was doing on that Wednesday morning, saying "I got 
to make this look different," and she was in a hurry. And suddenly slips back into her own 
handwriting, that is what I think is going on, but at this point I am thinking to myself; this 
is all swell. She has already said that she fabricated several of these subjects. Same thing 
here with.... 

Why wouldn't this possibly, couldn't she have just given this person one task and 
then said that is it, thank you very much? 

   

No, I mean.... 

   

 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

 

    

We can certainly ask her when she comes here. 

Yes, at this point what did I write down? I just wrote "partly fabricated". I 
quoted her, and the reason why is "partly fabricated", "wholly fabricated" what difference 
does it make if it is fabricated. The others are already completely fabricated. Here we go 
again with number 8, I said: "authentic" or "fabricated"? She goes: "partly fabricated." 
Now I am thinking to myself here we go again, now what is the story. She goes: "Look at 
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(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6) do you want to know what my 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 



how the writing is different." It is the same thing again, but this is the red pen. This is the 
one where she went back and got it, switched pens apparently. So I just write down 
"Partly fabricated" just for the record. Then I mention subject number II, I said: 
"authentic" or "fabricated"? She says: "authentic". Then I said: "Subject number 12, the 
second time, "authentic" or "fabricated"? she said: "fabricated." So she told then that she 
fabricated some of these subjects. I completely believe that she fabricated them. She said 
these others were authentic. I completely believe they are authentic. She said some of 
them are partly fabricated. Personally I believe they are entirely fabricated, but it is neither 
here nor there at this point. 

    

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

 

Did she give a reason? 

Yes. 

Is this set that you are showing us now a complete set of all that had been done? 

Yes. 

Or is this a fraction? 

   

    

b)(7)(C No, I sent the whole thing, because originally when  (b)(6),r1 called me P3)(6  said 
could I sent over the "data"? I said: "Well, it would make a lot more sense for you to see 
real subjects and real handwriting, versus the other." So I sent everything. This is 100% 
of everything that was done in this part of the project. You got the real stuff. 

   

s sitting there watching this. Maws dropped open.  III  was So anyway, 
completely shocked. 

(b)(6); 
/1-.1/71/rN 

is in the room when she is saying "fabricated"? 

Yes, we are at 1(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) affice, Danya is sitting on a couch. I am sitting 
here, we got a table and this stuff is on it, and is sitting in one of these yentas chan-s 

fabricated, partly fabricated, authentic. c!3?c9.?,,,,, says to her, (,13,)(  s speechless at first, ID says: 
sitting right across that table. So she says to both of us th ese subjects are actually 

"Why did you do this?' (b)(6). is totally baffled. She says: "I had to1,1:0; I had run these 
subjects. We had planned to meet, and look at the data, etc., etc., and I had not in fact run 
those subjects, I was too embarrassed to say that I had not in fact run these subjects when 
I had toll-In-77 that I had. I didn't run them. I was just too embarrassed, and I just felt 
horrible. I was just not thinking. I just feel terribly ashamed. I am so sorry. I will never 
do this again," and she was just sort of acting impulsively. c!3?c9,L is still sitting there and 

goes: "You mean to tell us that you actually made up these subjects. You just 
completely fabricated these data, handed them to V)(6  I and said there is subject so and 
so?" She goes: "Yes." He goes: "But we will be writing this stuff up. We will be 
publishing and presenting it, but the data are not real Danya. Are you just going to let 
somebody write something, and present something like this?" She goes: "No, I had this 
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( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7) 
(C) 

Sorry, 



idea that somehow I was going to swap it or change, or say there was something wrong 
with one of the sequences and we have to run that subject over again." I am sitting there, 
and is sitting there, we are going what is she saying. It just didn't make any sense, 
just drop it. So then she leaves the room. That is when placed the phone calls to 

That is when you had given x instructions on 
this thing. Then (b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  had been a good ten, or for Dan Dan a has been 
someone with a lot of energy. She is " , getting into research and so on. I think 
was really sad about this whole thing. says: "What I think I will do is I think she is 
going to give 1))(6). (b)(7)(C)  I to need some emotional support. I am going a call." Because 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

(1?)( 

doing the same stuff on some other project." I said: "When did they find this out?" 
said: "They found it out over the weekend, apparently they were Gin! through some 
other things." calls her up to enlist her aid for support, and b)(6); (b)(7)(c) 

p))(6 is really hot. 
Then I thought back, when we were first going over this stuff sitting there in the room 
that morning, Daiwa was saying that she had been under a lot of stress lately, and so forth, 
and now 10)(6), (b)(7)(c)  is all upset at me about something, about some data. It didn't 
re ster until later I think that is why  she  is upset So that is essentially the whole story. 

'd it was the worst day of  p:.)(6 ife, and it has been crazy. 

There are only a couple of things I would  like to say, just to wrap up before the tape runs 

out. I think, and this is something that(Ifi and I said to each other a few weeks ago at 
William Tames, every now and then you pick up the newspaper, the "Chronicle of Higher 

Education", whatever, you hear about some scientist who fakes some data to make some 

great discovery, gets the Nobel prize, whatever. This is not like that. There is no plan, no 
hypothesis, she just simple filled o • - • • a• d them in order "not to let anybody 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
down." I think with the case with my guess, is that the same sort of thing 

was happening. They had to do a manuscript. They had a deadline, because it was one of 

these special series, and you have to get the paper in by such and such, and they were kind 

of moving on it, and so well I don't know if she made up the numbers willy ray, or didn't, 

or was just extremely careless at Cambridge Hospital. But it is the same sort of thing. It 

is not like somebody is deliberately trying to falsify something in some scheming plan to 
get rich and famous. It is just doing to say here it is. Same with this other thing about the 

plagiarism business, it was taking the things and giving it to a 
I think it is a different type of a thing here. It is not your typical, I mean it is clearly 

plagiarism; she said in that case and in this case that she fabricated the data. She said it. 

There is no question about that, the point is that the motivation is very different in most 

cases. 

Was the recall project the only project for you she had worked on for you? 

No, there was actually 2 other things we did. One was dealing with an 

autobiographical memory cueing thing, and there is absolutely no evidence of any sort of 

b)(6): (b)(7)(C) 

has been like this sort of a mentor of hers and so forth. She was working with 
I am sitting in the room when (b)(6),  calls 

somebody look so shocked more times in one day, an 
"I don't believe it." I said: "What is going on?" 

u • . Look, I have never seen 
angs up the phone and goes: 

says: 1'0)(6).(13)(7)(c) .1  is livid, she  is 

1(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 
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mischief on that. The other  one was  another project. It was actually a reanalysis of some 
data that we did, Danya, pa), 

isN/71/1"•\ and me, and actually most of the analysis. I 
did the others and the three of us wrote it up, and we submitted this paper. So those are 
the 3 things we did. The one with the autobiographical memory, again she did just fine. 
That is the tragic thing about Danya is that in some sense she is fine, then she does 
something like this and completely baffles you. This is the only evidence that I know of 
personally that she screwed up. 

(b)(6); 
And you asked he5t2i, about the autobiographical part? (b)(7)(C 

There are all sorts of records, and I check them, that is fine. The third thing is 
this other paper. We sent this paper into a Journal, and this is the irony about this crazy 

thing, there is a "Journal of Traumatic Stress" and  Vb)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

was doing a special series, ad a cluster of papers on memory, and the whole series  
has collapsed. Why? Because 3 out of the 4 papers Danya was co-author on, and W(6),  I 
and I said we have no reason to doubt the validity of that paper, the data in it n thin It 
was as clear as a bell. But neither one us wanted to be in  13rint, you know, 
Vardi" on a manuscript. So I just called up 1(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) and I said: "We just want to 
pull the manuscript." ' I said: "Look 
Danya Vardi has screwed u and we just..." I said it very simply like that. And then this 
other thing with that paper was also supposed to go in like that. T 
another one too, there are 3 or 4. So she was running around collaborating  with 
everybody in the field. I get this phone  call from a (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 0  of mine. s a 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) Iwho works in PTSD, and 0:0(  calls me and says/ 
what is going on down therd(n says "T get 4 nr 5  messages on my answering machine a 

rom Danya Vardi saying that she and
)(6), (b)(7)(C)

'Want to collaborate with me on some 
project." Danya is going in all these different directions. I mentioned this to (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

goes: "I don't know anybody in (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) This is prior to the recall tasks? 

 Yes, that is older, that was in the early Autumn. My point is she is running around 
doing all these different things. This is the only thing that I was involved in that is fiinny. 
There is one last thing then I will shut up. In retrospect, we are really lucky because this 

by accident discovered this business about the plagiarized manuscript with (b)(6), , from 
stuff was caught like that. "(b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  on the same weekend, caught like  that, and  then 

That thing was in galley proof, that was going to press with 5 pages or (b)(6); 

something of plagiarized material word for word, but it was pulled. We just thank our 
stars that nothing that has been fabricated or plagiarized has made it into print. 

(b)( afterwards, I had no idea how closely was watching her. had told me that had 

written up a counseling memo, and it listed all these things and whatever. There was no 

evidence of clinical misconduct, but sort of carelessness. Whether it was deliberate or not 

deliberate it has got be right. That is my story. 
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I didn't know that then. It was after I went back to m office. No, excuse me, at 
that point I didn't know that then. No, two things, first of al and I were in a state 
of shock. We had never seen anything like this before. It is incredible. Second of all, she 
simply said I fabricated subject x, x, x. I wrote her quotes on there, so it is pointless to 
say, to do any more. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

I wanted to clarify this. It was probably clear in your memo, but I didn't (b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

understand that this did not all occur on that particular day? 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) I have a question. When you were having this session with her, going 
through this, and then she said she would be embarrassed to say she hadn't done it. Did it 
come up, or did you bring up the fact, that you found older interviews? In others, it 
wasn't just all in that Wednesday? 

You mean about faking that data? 

Yes, and it had occurred earlier, and there had been an opportunity to .... It is not 
the situation that I thought might be possible which is to say, gee, I did this and then an 
hour later said: "God this was a horrible mistake," and covered her tracks.. But it had 
ha ened in previous subjects, and on that day. There seems to be a pattern? 

Oh, yes. 

What period of time would these subjects that you have written "falsified" on had 
been collect over? Days? Months? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

When we started the whole project you mean? 

Yes, when would the first falsification fall? 

That would be back in April or May. You mean the falsified stuff? 

Yes. 

I don't know. 

Why do you think that she falsified the (subject G)? 

She had told me that she had rerun the subject. 

Did you say you had detected the incorrect sequence? 

Yes, that is right. 
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No, not at all. 

So there was no feeling that she had let you down? 

No, God no. 

Why do you think that she did that? 

There was no pressure from you to do it? 

What my hypothesis is the following: The (subject G) one, she had told me, she 
knew that the sequence was goofed up, and then she called me on some other 
conversation and said: "Oh, by the way, (subject G) was back in for something else, I ran 
it through. We got the correct sequence. We got the data on !MT@  That is when I told 
her: "You don't want to that, you were just wasting time, because the subject can't be run 
twice." She said: "O.K." I don't know whether she had created (subject G) number 2 
fake data before or after I told her that it is pointless to rerun a subject. I don't know. 
She may have faked those data long before that day that I went to Manchester, which is 
entirel ossible. It was after all in the packet. It was there. Or she might have said since 
I tol I ran (subject G) twice maybe I better have number 2's data there. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

• 
So she messed up? 

She made an error, on number one, and then she called me sometime latter and 
said that she reran (subject G) a second time. When she fabricated the data on (subject 
G), she said she did, but I don't know when. I really don't know. It was either before I 
told her it was pointless to do somebody twice, or it was after I told her that and she made 
up the data in order to make her error look real. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(
(
to)(7)( What isn't clear is that was not a promise, because actually you didn't want that 
subject? 

(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 
was she somehow responsible for the first one? So she might have felt that 

she owed it to fix it up? 

She just gave the wrong cued recall. She misunderstood something. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) She? 

Danya. Vardi had misunderstood something and gave her the wrong cued recall 
sheet That is all. 

(b)(6); 
gDp)( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) These are not dated? 

No. 
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Clean, organized, yes. 

She has multiple offices, she carries around a computer, is she essentially a well 
organized....? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Are the subject numbers assigned sequentially? 

Yes, they would be, but what I did here is I just simply put my own numbers for 
your purposes. I would have to track that stuff down. 

Those don't represent the chronological times? 

No. 

Your guess is that the fabricated protocol span at least a month or two months of 
time Is that fair? 

I would guess that is the case, because there were some that seemed. Yes. What 
had in my office that we just simply salted away, put them away. In those are ones that 
she said were fabricated. They are from before, before that Wednesday. So in other words, 
to try to make this in sort of a nut shell, some of the data were fabricated on that 
Wednesday morning, other data had to be fabricated before that, because it was in my 
office. 

You used the word careless several times, and there is an image of a person doing 
many things, taking books, giving them to people, and yet you say she has an impeccable 
office? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(h)(71(C, 

(b)(6); 

Carries around a computer? 

Doesn't she, she is very computer savvy? 

I don't know whether she carries one at all. I guess, making me think about this, 
maybe she has an office at Cambridge Hospital, I don't know. 

b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C For one day a week I don't think she would have an offick, 

You have seen her office? 

— Her office at Manchester, yes. That is why it surprised me. If you lose something.. 
I mean her office is as clean as this room. It is very well organized and then when you 
come back, let's say you find something in the office, you would assume that all the stuff 
would be in a misplaced folder. But no it was one and then back and forth sort of a thing. 
As I was saying, she will be coming here, and will be sort of giving her comments on all of 
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(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

Mc6L., 

No. So I don't know it is a very sad story. It is a shocker. I still get upset 
thinking about it. I look at it the other way around. None of this has ever been published. 
This hasn't gotten out in print, never presented in conference, although I think this is the 
problem with ri(b)(6),  data. She actually presented some data, and I saw the data cited 
yesterday in the "Chronicle of Higher Education". All this dispute about memories and 
child abuse. They didn't mention specific details, but I know when all this blew 

said she hadn't slept for days. The whole thing was making her sick. She is a very 
solid clinician, and then to get somebody who is a lose cannon on the deck. 

(b)(6); 
1:3)(7)(C 

The subject does not write their name? 

At the top, Danya Vardi. 

who writes the names? 

(b)(6); 
scwati 

 

this horrible mess. My guess is what she will tell you is that she did indeed fabricate 
several subjects' data. She has admitted that to you. She has admitted that to (b)(6), 

me, and some other people, and she will probably say that she partly fabricated some of 
the others. But that is the only thing that she has done wrong, certainly with respect to 
myself. Yes, everything is fine, but I don't know what she is going to say about the 
plagiarism stuff. She may say I  didn't know it was plagiarism. I don't know. She may 
say the stuff with  Mhl/R1- (1-11/71(("1

, is carelessness. Ti hat is one of the contexts that I use the 
word careless. C.I3S—• used the worAareless apparently referring to stuff in that 
counseling memo. I don't know, I didn't read the memo. t ib,r,;,1  was waving it around 
after all this came about, but I didn't read it. I don't, it is just a sad, sad story. It is 
someone who gave every indication of being a rising star. Someone who is really excited 
about research. Eager  to take on new projects.  She is calling this person in L.A. working 

(b on a paper. Calling up  )(6), (b)(7)(C) 1, just doinA4Olion things. Collaborating 
with 4 different centers here.  She went to the nationaCtor PT  SD, which is down the street 
from here/ to talk with g(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) a couple of guys who work 
there. They were going to work on a big project on the validation of this Mississippi cale 
for sombat-related PTSD applied to civilians, on her own. She is voluntarily getting 
involved in as many different things as possible. She said she just got in over her head. 

 

(b)(6) (b)(7)(C) 

 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

 

 

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

Does she have her Ph.D. now? 

DanycI will just tell you what I know. Apparently she told 
I1(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) 

that she 
had her Ph.D. last April when she interviewed for the job research assistant. It turns 0 T 
out that she didn't. She was what we call ABD. he told me that she had been writing 
drafts of her dissertation. They had been going back and forth with her NYU committee, 
then defended her dissertation, oral defense, I think in October or September. I have been 
out of town so much this fall that I forget willen it was. But that was her oral defense, and 
her committee then said, Danya told me this, welljit looks good t. She passed her oral 
defense, but we want some revisions here, clarify this or do this whatever. I thought she 
was going to submit, well she said she submitted something to NYU to check commas, 
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b)(6); 
b)(7)(C) 

and margins, and then it came back again and so forth . To the best of my knowledge2the 
final written document of her dissertation has not been filed at NYU. The last time r 
talked to Danya about this, which I say is October or November, because I thought she 
was going to graduate in December, but it is not on file. So the thing is still in thesis. I 
don't know how she could have possibly got her Ph.D. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

The paper that you refer to? 

With at UCLA4I didn't read the paper. 
own manuscripts to you? To your committee? 

Even though her paper has a Ph.D.? 

Which one? 

      

  

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

  

did she submit her 

     

      

Some of them, yes. 

I have not seen any
i
oLthose, but on the telephone ()I:0 day, calls me up and 

rea these long sections, I 410. sitting  there  listening to this, it is exactly the same. I don't 
know who wrot Ph.DI.J  on this. 1' I,  obviously, who was the first author probably 
had it typed up, and someone may have thought that she had her Ph.D. by that time. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Has anyone contacted NYU? 

I believe her thesis is in. 

No, to ask whether she had her Ph.D.? 

I don't think she has. 

MANIA.. With and me, we were ust simply focusing on this, presenting this for the 
record. As far as NYU, maybe L has, I don't know. 
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So you told him that you had finished all your requirements? Is that what you had 

HARVARD MEDICAL SCHOOL 
Transcription of the Meeting with Danya Vardi 

Conducted on Thursday, March 16, 1995, at 1:00 - 3:00 p.m. 

Investigative Panel Members Present; 1(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

 

(b)(6) (b)(7)(C) 

Staff Members Presentb" ),  (b)(7)(C) 

Also Present: Danya Vardi (DV). 

, We want to hear what you have to say, and that can helps us. So why don't we 
begin? There are really two settings in which problems arose that we have to deal with, 
one is in New Hampshire, the other one in Cambridge. Why don't we focus on what 
happened at New Hampshire first. You have read the transcripts, do you want to react to 
it, and tell us your side of it? How you see it? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)( 

DV: Yes, in general those are the ones I have very little issues with, so I can just kind of 
tell you.... 

(b)(6); 
/1,-,v7v1-1 Danya, can keep your voice up? 

(b)(6), DV: O.K., one very, very small thing, I told _  I was finished in terms of completing 
the degree with all my requirements, but it wasn't going to be granted yet, that summer. I 
had turned in my dicssertation, and because of NYIJ and scheduling it took them 5 months 
to give me an oral because it was over the summer and you can't have an oral before 
October 25th, and I had the first orals of the year. I probably should have been clearer in 
terms of what that fully meant wit  -rTM  But it wasn't as if I said I have finished my orals. 
I have my Ph.D. and I am licensed or anything like that. 

DV: Yes, I had finished all my requirement and I was done, because basically I was 
done except for my orals and then the changes after my... 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) You had written up your dissertation? 

DV: My chair had signed off on it, and my committee had signed off on it, and I was 
just waiting for orals, actually there was very little except for marginal comments at the 
end. They are looking at it again, that is almost done. So I have do those. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) I see, the degree has not yet been awarded? 
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I very much wanted to be there, and wanted the 
at I really am finished. I am not lying to you. It is 

ere is no chance it is going to be pulled away, and 

DV: Well, what happened then was, I don't know who notified them here. It was going 
to be awarded January 15th, and someone notified them before that so the dean and the 
department chair got a committee at NYU together and they are just going through every 
record. I forwarded them the records, and that is almost done. So hopefully by May it 
will be awarded. 

(b)(6); 
/kv7v(-1 You think there was a communication problem between... when you talked about 
the degree...? 

DV: Yes. 

That you weren't clear, or he didn't hear? 
(b)(6); 
(h)(71(C,1 

DV: It was a communication 
job, and was trying to impress o 
not going to be pulled from me. 
there really wasn't. The  other thing is the Labor Day hours. That was silly. Every week I 
turned into b)(6), 01., I worked Monday, Wednesday, and Thursday, and yes I ... It is 
my fault and I accept 100% responsibility, and nothing here I am going to say .... It 
wasn't as if I billed for the day. I just wrote the same hours every week and I was running 
out, and that week I did the same thing, and she told me... She said "no, I didn't work." 
So it wasn't as if I was doing something dishonest there. 
b)(6), 

b)(7)(C)  Let me just stop you there for a minute. You say that the Labor Day was a 
Monday...? 

DV: Yes, and I always work every Monday.... 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Every Monday, Wednesday, and Thursday 

DV: Well, I forgot, it worked into 4 days a week by the end, but at that point it was 2, 
or 3 days week. I know it was Monday, and I know it was a Thursday. I am not sure if it 
was Tuesday or Wednesday at that time. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) But you put in the same number of hours as if you had worked on Monday? 

DV: Yes, I just wrote the days, I would write the days I worked; Monday 8, Tuesday 8, 
Wednesday 8, and I turned that in religiously every week writing the same thing. So that 
week I turned it in and I didn't realize, because she had asked me Thursday as I was 
running out the door to go to Boston. 

The computer software... 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Can I just ask you whose transcript are looking at Danya? 
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DV: 030), _ I page 3, so someone asked did I know that computer software is 
copyrighted. I have been on a computer since I was 5 years old, so yes I know it was 
copyrighted. Had I thought I was doing something wrong, or had I known even what I 
was dealing with, because I don't know a lot about programming. I know a lot about the 
statistical packages which I use, the canned packages to analyze data. Had I known 
anything I wouldn't have lent it. If I thought it was so wrong I wouldn't have had my 
friend call the lab if I was trying to steal and say can I or can't I use this. There was a 
precedent where I had borrowed some software to do some work at home, so I didn't 
think it was such a big deal if! took that home that night and let (b)(6))orrow it. I had used 
SAS at home, someone else in the lab had given me permission aftrfigured and that is 
my fault again, I should have gone and said '(b)(6),  what is the deal with this software, can 
I borrow it for the night?" So I accept full responsibility. A: I have no idea how to 
program, I would have no idea even how to debug. I didn't know it was locked or even 
how to deal with that. Those skills I don't have. And [was not into marketing it or 
selling it, both of us are just into learning and swapping stuff; and teaching each other. 

S just a good friend, a graduate student as well. 

Do you understand what your error was though? 

DV: My error was in not asking permission to, can I take this home or asking what it 
was, or asking if! could borrow it. Just not askin c!D?c9,?, . I figured I had borrowed one 
program to work at home on lab work, and that was my fault, and my error was in not 
getting clarification and not being clear. And not asking if I could lend it, and t would 
have told me no you can't do that. It is copyrighted. It is very expensive software. This 
is not just like a little game. I had no idea even who developed it, or the length of work 
that was there, or even how much was on it. If you ask me to this date what was on the 
program, I only know 2 of the very small canned packages in it. It is not like I know what 
is really on the disk. 

(b)( When these things were happening did you feel tha 6) was being unreasonable, or 
this was just a series of things where there were miscommunications and 
misunderstandings? • 

DV: I have a problem, from let's say since mid-graduate school, of over-committing 
and I just had too much stuff to do and they were careless. I knew they were careless. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C Did you think (,-13, )(  was being unreasonable? These were just things that came up 
from carelessness? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) 

(b)(6); 
(1-111711 

DV: No, I didn't think 
people I know. 

1 was being unreasonable at all. I think he is one of the fairest 

Had it occurred to you, would you have felt comfortable asking (b)(6), Did ikv7v yo u 
have a problem in that sense? 
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DV: No. 

So this is, as you say, like I used SAS, this is like using SAS on your home 
maciune. It just turned out it wasn't like using SAS on your home machine, and you 
didn't know it wasn't? 

DV: I didn't know it wasn't. 

And he pointed out to you in what you thought was a reasonable way that this was 
not using SAS? 

DV: Oh, please, I called him, it was funny, and too bad how I found out. I called him 
right after my defense to say I defended, and I passed. I knew well enough to when 
something was on mind, and I heard in his voice a half-hearted congratulations. And I 
asked 13  why, told me that on the phone, and then I clarified it from my advisor's 
desk in New York of what had happened and then with ,InTwhen I came back to work the 
next day. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

   

You felt you knew L-.1 well enough to be able to pick up things from the way 2 
would ask you a question? 

Just the tone of (b)(6  ice, I mean you get to know people from working with them ) 
an e was upset about something ani(b)(6),  vas holding back. I asked him what was 
on 1 mind, and 0 told me. The only other thing which is kind of funny, was I had my 
car fixed and had some very bad work  done on my car, and I was having a fight with the 
car dealer. If you want to talk tJyou  can. Who Q is calling a prosecutor is the 

is  a policeman, who called ,Ik1/71/01  (b)(6), 'ye taken 
care of it. But I am sorry it came to (b)(6), _ and I wish they would have even told me 
called. Of course I am embarrassed that the call even came in, but it is not as if there is a 
warrant out for my arrest, or a prosecutor looking for me. 

   

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) This isn't bad debts or welching on credit cards? 

    

DV: I don't have the most perfect credit rating, but I certainly don't  have people ready 
to lock me up. I pay my bills. That is it for5)(6), , otherwise I think ;Do), 'is perfect, 

11-.11711r1  

very clear and exactly what happened. 

1h1/71/C I had actually called you in and told you that, and describes it here, what could 
happen if this sort of thing continued. How did that effect you? Did you realize what B 
was talking about? 

DV: Of course, I knew what he was talking about. Of course I did, and the last line on 

  

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Sorry, you are referring to a memo from 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)( 

DV: 

brother of the guy who fixed my car. 



(b)(6); 
11-4(7)(C Like what? 

  
 

    
  

 

    
  

 

    
  

 

DV: Like the paper with b)(6), (b)(7)(C) hat you know about that from (b)(6),• She was 
rushing me, and we were like one minute away from a Federal Express plane at the office 
at Logan Airport to get that in. She was  pressuring me to get it done. The project with 

the reason I asked(b)(6),  (b)(7)(C) la join us was that I wanted her to take that over. 
I didn't want to do it anymore, because I just had too much. And in the paper with 
and  mu  where the sloppy mistakes got made in the memory paper. 

TAME 

DV: Yes, to me that I know El sent you a copy of, "I strongly recommend you limit 
your outside commitments." I just really.., something happens where I just take on way 
too much, and then I get over my head. When I am not, I think everybody (?) I am 
capable of very good work. When was referring to my office, my files are color 
coded I generally do know what has to be done. 

When do you think you realized that you were overcommitted, and things were 
beginning to happen that weren't like your usual self? 

DV: I have been a busy kid. I was busy in college. I was doing a million things, and in 
graduate school, but I would say really it was never that bad, until the end of May last 
year. I moved out of a 5 year relationship. I just started taking on more and more. 
Partly to keep busy and partly I really loved what I was doing, and really finally felt 
settled. I entered therapy at that time for that specific reason. I really felt myself spread 
around and really losing control. 

So between May of 1994 and October to November? 

DV: Yes, I got really, really bad in the fall. I just kept getting worse and worse. By the 
time this happened I was getting 3 hours of sleep a night and I was just ...at one point I 
had contracted with my therapist that someone else would drive me home when I was 
there, because I was so wiped out. It was right before the conference in November. I just 
had no sleep for days, trying to get everything ready. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6) 

411171 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C When you receivedVIL,-,  inemo, did that allow you to think this through a little 

bit and put any brakes on? 

DV: Yes, unfortunately I started a kamikaze mission to get rid of things and not take on 
new things. I had just dug myself in so deep that at all costs I just want to be getting rid 
of things. 

Let's go to what happened with ((bb)
g
(6)) 

11 
because that is also up in New Hampshire, 

and you have a copy of this? 



DV: Yes, the unfortunate effect of this too, I think it made me very anxious at work. In 
a good way, but also in a bad way. Because I was trying to clean stuff up. I didn't want 
any more complaints going to 11(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) and I knew rbi(6-1 (b)(7)(C)  says id to me 
don't rush, no hurry, but I also  knew lflth had aiready mentioned the first mista e in this 
project to gl(b)(6),  (b)(7)(C) I didn't want to admit I was screwing up a second time on 
the same project. It made very afraid to even .... 

(b)(6); You described you were driven to do things, do many things all at once. What 
outside pressures were there? Where any of these... 

DV: Outside pressures? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) In terms of the collaborators, were you under pressure to perform? 

    

    

I had committed tab)(6) (b)(7)(C) 

But were they pressuring you? The commitments were yours. 

Not until the fall when the deadlines started really coming due with the talks that 
they were doing. The need for the slides. The need for the paper, the special issue. You 
know, and it was all exciting, but it was all just too much pressure at that point to quickly 
end doing things that were due at once. I am probably the most guilty of just not putting 
on the brakes and saying this has to wait. This can't go out yet. Just backing out of 
commitments would have been a better idea looking back, but hindsight is always 20/20. 

Just to go back to 0)(6),  'transcript, you mentioned a little bit that you did feel 
some pressure from 2E1 But in terms of the transcript in general is he accurate in 
description of the events? 

DV: Yes and no, I mean 99% yes. Again just very little stuff, all the errors happened 
on that day. The one transcript that I think ic,b, )(  ad said was from before that looked like it 
was in my writin . That was a woman who was the worst scorer on the other tests I had 
done with an even testify if you want to call P3)(6  that 1`)R)1  did it and I was just 
writing with because was just so incredibly anxious through the protocols. The 
auto-biograp cal memory protocol, which we were doing in another study, ED was able 
to only come up with 4 memories for very simple words from her life out of 20 and was 
just very anxious. So I was sitting and just writing down because it did not matter who 
wrote it. It mattered what she remembered. So that protocol is in my writing, and 
name is I (b)(6), lives in 10) )(6),  (b)(7)(C) iitials are  ILE2  and if you people want to get that 
subject's word, but the rest of that morning is totally true. I was in such a state I don't 
even know what I wrote. 

You mentioned that t2 ,  You said you felt pressure but (RI31)(  said there was no 
rush. Did you feel lik (p

s
)( was. ..Was le pushing you? 

DV: 

(b)(6), 
0,11711C 

DV: 

a long time ago. 

(b)(6); 
011/711C.1 

(b)(6); 
II-11171( 

ail 

1-.NI711r.  
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DV: No,Ihil was just asking me very appropriately where are you on it? Where are you 
on it? And I was just afraid, I knew (b)  had talked to MIA once with that one screw-up 
where I had given the words in the wrong sequence, and that plus the memo, I knew I was 
being watched like a hawk. I was just very afraid of him saying I screwed-up on anything 
else. 

When you say you are afraid of rsaying you screwed-up, is that because you 
thought E expected more subjects to have been run? 

DV: Yes. 

(b)(6); 
11111711r Did RO ever give you an indication that was an unacceptable rate, or bad rate? 

DV: No, (.b,)(
 
is probably one of the nicest human beings that I know. 

 

wasn't unreasonable? (b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)( 
6); 

No. 

 

DV: 

(b)(7)(C) 
had a lot of energy. I4 

 

the sense that I could interpret energy as being 
get this... But you felt 

b)( 
6), you better was reasonable? 

DV: Yes. 

    

(b)(6 

 

(b)(6); So as you look back on that morning, 
/1-.1/71/ 

sked you to give ), 
0017 4 

the rest of the 
data. How do you explain what you did? 

 

DV: It is a complete  fog I have no recollection even of one word that I wrote. I just 
wanted him and Linda  to take the project and work on it and to get home. My c!D?c9)  is 
pretty much decompenating right now. She is a pretty bad alcoholic, and I was running 
home to her, and she was in bad shape. I just wanted it off my back. I wanted it to go 
away. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) What do you think would have happened if you had said I hadn't completed it? 

(b)( 
DV: Probt'-'  "(b)(--,1-. 1 4̀ 1—ive just.. I could have told (b)(6), and yes m ould have said 

r )v(u) 11^" 
something t _ jbut I would have had my job. It would have been O.K. 
and I would have been able to work on it when I had more time. There was no deadline 
for that particular project. 

I have always been confused by something, I think it was clear that you mentioned 
that day, but there were also, from my interpretation of what aid, is that there were 
cases from previous days that you actually had not run? 

(b)(6); 
(bs)(7)( I think that is what she was just telling us. 
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(b)(6); 
thIMIC.1 

(b)(6); 



(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Did you ever get, you said you would have liked 
Did you ever get to the point of suggesting that to 

DV: Yes, that is why 

 

was at that meeting. 

to take over the project. 
b)(6); 
h1(71(C,1 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

Had b)(agreed that would be done? 

DV: Yes, it was just one case with my writing because as I was reading it asn't 
sure about one case. 

So that is, I see so you would say every case that was not actually run you did that 
day, that one particular day? 

DV: Yes, I mean that morning and there was a whole thing with being run twice. I 
didn't run MI  the second time.  I only ran jj the first time in the screwed-up batch and 
that morning I just wrotet.b?C-6?: ame twice. I didn't even look who was on the list that I 
had run before which is why 6J  name came up twice. I was just writing anything down to 
give them to lb,),;67),•hat  morning. 

When you look back and think about when you went into your office because they 
had asked for more material, you are telling us that you. 

DV: I was scared. 

(b)(6); 
ith)(71(C) 

(b)(6); 
(M(71( 

Your feeling was that you wanted to be out of this project, that you had already 
recognized you had made too many commitments. Do you have any way of translating 
that, which seems an entirely understandable thing to me right now, and why you didn't 
say it? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

DV: I was just afraid. I didn't want to be angry at me, which is not a reason. I 
really can't take (?) of people I really hurt. It doesn't excuse what I did. What I did 
was the research equivalent of sleeping with a patient. I am not excusing what I did. I 
mean I am still processing on many levels ... What exactly the real rush was for anything. 

DV: Yes. 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) So that was going to happen? 

DV: Yes,  h)(6) was going to start running people, which would really help me because it 
wasn't happening with all the other stuff I was doing. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Do you recall whether you had 3 hours or more sleep the night before? 
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DV: I think it was 3 hours. But it's very difficult to remember anything. My therapist 
even said there was no judgment, I mean bad or good judgment at that point, there was 
none. I was totally in orbit. 

Did you have advice from your therapist about slowing down and getting more 
sleep? 

DV: Oh, yes, this is why I went into treatment, just trying to stop this. Unfortunately, I 
had to crash and lose everything I love the most. 

Let's turn to the manuscript... 

   

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) ,o you have any more questions? 

    

No. 

Do you want to say anything more about this? 

DV: No. 

Let's turn to the manuscript, could you give us your version of what happened? 

DV: I tol4W.C.11, I mean again the dynamics there were a little complicated. I wish I 
could give an explanation, psychically like I did what I did. I mean, I handed her the 
document with my work to mak ure I didn't say anything that is going to get me into 
trouble. What happened was (b)(6),

r. as pressuring me and that was pressure. 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

DV: 
(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

    

   

(b)(6) (b)(7)(C) 

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Who is ir 

 

  

    

(b)( 
DV: Who is in h(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) was pressuring me because 6), had a 
deadline that was really like, I think, 3 weeks from when IN asked me to write it with 
and I liked EU I had never worked with Er/ before. It sounded like a great opportunity, 
and I should have at that point known my limitations that night when lib)(6)ras asking if I 
could do it with and work on it with I (b)(6) What I did, which I also toia  is I 
went to my computer. I took a lot of stuff from my dissertation and from different 
documents, and then I took the end of the memory paper, that I was working on with 

IM(6), (b)(7)(C) Those were three sections of three different papers. Two of which 
and tr)Ii  had worked on without me. One I think was published, and one was going to be. 
I gave it to and I figured that when 121 integrated it I would look at it and then be 
able to kind of either paraphrase, or take out, or kind of go back and see the exact 
wording whose was whose. 0:9( I faxed it to me and I really didn't have time the day before 
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(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

c!D?c91,_, 



(b)(6 was turning it in. It is my fault. I should have just said to I need to look, some of 
this wasn't mine, you know. 

So those were not sections that you had written? 
(b)(6); 
c??(7)( 

(b)(6), 
DV: I took some of what II-111711 and ;13,),;67),; had written, and some of what I had written. 
It was all thrown at the end of the paper. Stuff that we might use from their papers, and 
from this paper. I integrated a lot of my own material there, and gave (Ps)(  like a 12 page 
document. About 4 or 5 we have determined already were directly from  ())(6)(b)(7)(C) 

work. Sometimes I cited it, but I should have really, I know I was totally wrong, and I 
should have just been able to say to her I need more time to go over this, and rework this. 
This is why. 

   

What was the basis of I 
(b)( 
6); 

 

    

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

 

right to pressure you? 

DV: 
(b)(6), 
(b)(7)( had a deadline that needed to met. 

   

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) You were over a short period of time, but you made a commitment? How do you 

visualize why W( had the right to pressure you? 

(b)( 
DV: Well, it is my fault. RN said to me I have this project, it is due very quickly, can 
you help me? It is a good opportunity. It is due in 3 to 4 weeks. I have a mouth. I should 
have been able to say no I can't do this. I am over-committed, there is no way. It sounds 
wonderful but sorry. Then r9 asked me for stuff. It is my fault. I admit it. I said I would 
do it, I would work on it. • 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) You had not known her over a long period of time? 

DV: No, not at all. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

  

As you look back on it now why do you think said yes to.

 

 

 

DV: was (0:11  was very nice. was very engaging. It was somebody new in the field who 
I liked. I was very excited about having the opportunity to know (b)(6 and work with 
And what I took on, I took on because I loved it. I didn't take anything on because I hate 
it. 

EEO 

In terms of the description of everything that went on at the Cambridge Hospital 
where the paper is involved, do you have any comments you want to make? 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

DV: Yes, I am very guilty of sloppiness that is inexcusable. I did not falsify anything, 
but Actually with the Q sort, it probably would take me more time to sit down and 
create a record than it would to score an actual patient of mine. I have had about 7,000 
therapy hours to date, or to give it to somebody else to do. To sit there and fabricate 
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what someone else's psychological makeup would be, and try to do this would be crazy. 
Yes, I was sloppy. Yes, the last minute work on the memory paper was sloppy. The 
scoring of the records, I was glad -„Ivith the memory charts was able to recognize, 
they handed me a folder of evaluations and said we don't have complete charts on these, 
but use these evaluations. Some had a lot of incompletes on it. I didn't falsify any data, 
but there was a lot of no information. There were only 2 or 3 page write-ups from a team 
meeting, and maybe I should have asked more. Maybe I should have told them that I want 
more completes on these. You know, all this stuff that should have been happening that 
they didn't have time.  Again collecting all the data. There were 90 subjects, and I 
inputted them with Who can verify that we went through the stack. We put 
them together. The programmin did most of it. It was on Paradox and then we 
translated that to SAS to analyze it. But again I should have taken more care. I was the 
one who collected all the data, who went to the conferences with everybody and sat with 
people, and had them score their patients. The data that was gotten when I was sitting 
there, was good data. The actual ones where they were completed, but there were times 
when some of them were sitting and scoring and making mistakes. If I didn't have 3 or 4 
people trying to get all the data at once, I would have been able to maybe save more of the 
records that had to be thrown out. Again I moved 2 times in this process, and kept 
moving with my boxes, and my computer stuff, and the file cabinet. I just kept piling stuff, 
because I never had time to organize it into 2 drawers there so there was no neat order, 
like there was up at I. oer s I was just so nervous that I made sure everything was really 
perfect. But ultimately I did do some clean up, in terms that it wasn't a total mess of the 
files. But I think there is stuff that got lost, a couple of records in the shuffle. The other 
thing that bothers me is that on the printout, I printed the numbers with SAS in a column 
under N of how many were in each group, and I handed them the printout so they could 
see. Maybe there was a miscommunication but if they look at the printout there is a 6 next 
to the veterans of the only good records that there were. So it wasn't as if I was hiding 
how many records there were. I think in the beginning there was a mistake, and again it is 
sloppiness, and my not being attentive to making sure all the numbers matched up to what 
we ultimately used, and what we had in the beginning. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) I get the impression, maybe it is bad memory, but they actually didn't really look 

that much at the output. Were they familiar with SAS? 

DV: (b)(6), (b)(7)(C) sat with me and we, literally, there was a second paper we were 
going to start working on, an item analysis at HIM, I think you saw it. And 10 people on 
the research team, and I made those copies, had copies of each item, the N in each group, 
the mean of each item, and the standard deviation, and the copy of the item card on file. 
So they had a page on each item with all of that. All of the research group members had 
that with that N in the column. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) So you think they were just not familiar with reading output like that? 
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So your interpretation is this is basically doing things fast and furious and different 
people not looking at the same numbers carefully enough, and having a deadline for a 
conference? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 
whatever? 

But the numbers were there and just misinterpreted or not attended to, or 

DV: Yes, 6 good records. 

The 16 was IF assumption? (b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

DV: I think we working so fast, and it is my fault for probably not being, you know, on 
top of things enough, and organized enough to be saying, make sure you see that this was 
all that there was that was good from the batch. These are the only records I could save  
that I thought were good data. But the numbers were in the column, and tb)(6). (b)(7)(C)  

went over pretty much all the data analysis with me. I did it at home alone, and it was 
hard because it was, you know, converting from Paradox huge data sets; we had a 
hundred and one items per subject and about ninety subjects and a million different things 
he wanted done and a million different ways 13 wanted it sliced, and I wasn't that familiar 
with how to convert it to SAS and, you know, a couple of times I had to come back two 
or three times to him 

DV: Yeah, and I'll take full responsibility. I don't want to give anybody the impression 
I am shirking responsibility. 

DV: Yes. 

  

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

The 16 that thought was there, was really something like 6 or 7? 

   

DV: Yes. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 3ut that number, 6 or 7, was actually there? 

DV: Yes, from the beginning. We may have gotten something close to that and thrown 
it out. I think maybe a couple may have gotten lost in the shuffle, a couple in each of the 
cells are lost. 

b)(6), 
b)(7)(C) So the sample description might have been 16, but then when you actually got the 
Luny ete data or something it was actually...? 

DV: Yes, and once, when I meet with him after all this happened, you know, we were 
finally sitting down and going over stuff I went like this, so it wasn't as if I was trying to 
hide anything. It was right there in the printout. I had basically gone and the way I got a 
lot of the data was sitting down and begging friends, and at one point driving to one 
woman's pediatrician in Arlington to pick up the data for me. So I was really running 
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around like crazy trying to get all the pieces from different people, but not organizing it 
carefully enough, being on top of everything. You know it is, someone used the word 
"bad research assistant". 

. How would you do things differently now? 

DV: One place, one job, one thing. It is funny because I was with somebody for many 
years before I came up here. Laba • kru 7 vs.  larogram, and 
does schizophrenia research at an early age. He kept saying to me, 'just one job, stop it, 
stop it," for 4 years, and we would laugh at how many commitments, and know I could 
never just work in one place. It's hard way to learn, but at this point there is no more 
chance. 

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) 

at that time saw this same tendency? 

DV: I was doing all right, but I was running myself, you know I have always run 
myself This is just an old pattern at a new level. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

   

You worked for 

 

as a research assistant? 

    

(b)(6) 
DV: No, just very good friends. I lived with , rh)(7) for a few years. Just that I have 
always worked really hard 80 or 90 hours a week just because I like what I do. 00)( just 
kept trying to get me to focus it while I was in graduate school, focus the energy and 
really just do one thing and do it really well. And a words came back to haunt me. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

You don't have to answer this question, but was that the relationship that you 
referred to as breaking up? 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

DV: No, no this was my first few years of graduate of school, and then someone else 
for the last few years? 

Danya, what are you doing now? Are you working? 

DV: Yes, clinical work with adolescents. 

In New Hampshire? 

DV: Yes, it is immediate. It is quick. They tell me to fuck off. I go home at the end of 
the day. They go home at the end of the day. Most of them are pretty abused. It is not 
what I want to be doing, but for right now it is paying the bills. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Are you working in a mental health center? 

DV: A group home, most of the kids there I work with are in the group home and I do 
individual and group and family treatment. 
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(b)(6); 
thlaltr. 

 

Is that what you want to be doing? 

No. 

What do you want to be doing? 

    

DV: 

 

 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
C) 

 

DV: What I used to do. I am smart enough to know how small the field is, to know 
that regardless of what happens it is over. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) How do you view what you are going to do now? What is the next step? 

DV: I just want to get stable. I want to process this, and have this work itself through. 
I hope there is place in academics for me but I really, really doubt it at this point. I don't 
know what I am going to do. At this point I am taking it one day at a time. 

  What would you, if you had your druthers, or you could work magic, how would 
you want to see the outcome of this? 

DV: Everything has been done. It will probably be another  year until I get my 
dissertation, which is fine. I am  in no more hurries. cM9,?, fired me after this thing.  I 
was almost a family member in Ilbhr7;'(c1  louse, I have lost that. I miss i(b)(6), (b)(7)(C)  I just 
know I can't go back to the way it used to be. People have no reason to trust me. I am not 
going to ask them to trust me after what I did. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)( 
r.1 

Have you seen any of these people again? 

DV: That has been the hardest part. At NYU a couple of people are really great, and 
called to check in, and Db)(6), (b)(7)(C)  had called me to check in to see how I am doing. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C 

But you would like to get back into this kind of research? 

DV: I don't see a lot of hope. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Why? 

DV: Because of what I did. I wouldn't trust me. 

(
(
b
b
)
)(

7
6
)
)
(
,
C) 

'You think you could do it again? 

DV: No, I am just looking at what I did, and what I did was horrible. I really did screw 
it up and hurt a lot of people. 

Are you saying the best predicter of the future is what happened in the past, or are 
you saying that because of that nobody should trust you? 
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DV: I am saying that because of that nobody will trust me, that it is a small field and 
that news travels fast. I know that most people in Boston can be really (?) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) Would you want them to trust you? 

DV: I would love a second chance. They won't trust me right away, but I would love a 
chance to earn it back, but I don't think that is going to happen. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C Is there anything else you would like to tell us? 

 

DV: No. 

One more question that I have, this field that you have chosen which is memories 
and the use, is that the field, not just that you know best, but that you really would want to 
continue to work in? 

DV: At this point I am very interested in trauma, and treatment of, more and more 
clinical work I am doing, the more I am taking myself to task. What does and doesn't 
work. I think I need to stop documenting the damage and start figuring it out. My 
interests are a lot more global than memory. Treatment and clinical research is something 
very near and dear to me but I don't see it happening. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) I have a question I am struggling to try to figure out how to ask. You are in 

clinical work right now? 

DV: Yes. 

(b)(6); 
(h)(71(C. 

We have talked about an academic career and a Ph.D., an aside question, but not 
t e main one is are you licensed now? 

DV: No, no I am supervised at the agency under someone who is licensed, and they 
know that it might be awhile in coming, hopefully by May, within the year the Ph.D. will 
be granted and then a year from now I will be licensed. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) But you are gaining experience in dealing with people in a therapeutic setting? 

DV: I have 7,000 therapy hours between an A.P.A. approved internship and lots and 
lots of treatment in addition to research. 

ih)(71(C) 
(b)(6); I think what I am getting at is if you were sitting and talking with someone as a 

therapist how would you advise them to deal with your situation? 

DV: [think pretty much the way my therapist is working with me, just kind of one day 
at time, and then accepting where I am at right now, and trying to pull the layers apart 
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DV: 
(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 

DV: 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) 

and understand what it was that finishing meant that all this happened around the time I 
defended. Just kind of pulling the layers, but she is a lot more hopeful than I am. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) She is more hopeful than you are at the moment? 

 

DV: Yes, at this point than I am. You think I was joking with you about maybe 
applying to law school. 

(b)(6), 
(b)(7)(C) Is your lack of hope because of the way you think people would react, or because 

of what you think of yourself? 

What I think of myself. Looking in the mirror in the morning. 

Let's suppose you were in a different position, and you were in a position to hire 
people. The other side of the one you have been talking about, and you came along. 
What would you have to know or learn to be able to hire you? You want a second 
chance, how could you reassure this hirer, perspective employer, that you could perform, 
would perform? 

DV: I think by showing them that I am doing everything with myself I went for 
counsel, and they actually told me no. I have been going to therapy. I increase the 
number of sessions each week. I also got myself my own supervisor to be completely 
honest with in monitoring myself in my job as supervisor. I have also joined a peer 
supervision group to be on top of my stuff. I would just really assure that I am doing 
everything to try to understand this and stop this so it will not happened again. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C That is the first (?). How would you structure the work? 

DV: One task, very simple, very straight forward, and again if in the beginning they 
wanted stuff for people to double check and triple check. 

Could you take that? 

Of course I could. 

Well we thank you very much, we know it has been difficult for you but you did a 
good job. 

DV: Thanks, am I going to get a report? 

What will happen next is this will be transcribed, and you will get a chance to• 
correct it. The committee will then draft a report, and you will actually see it in draft form 
and have the chance to comment on that, and they will look at those comments before 
they finalize them. We then have a Standing Committee whom this will go to. That is the 
next level, but you will see the report even before they do. 

(b)(6); 
(b)(7)(C) 
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DV: O.K. the Standing Committee is? 

The Standing Committee is ten faculty members who, I know it seems that you are 
the only one, but there are a number of committees like this that are going on at the 
present time, and when those small committees do their reports they go to the Standing 
Committee who reviews them. They have the perspective of, this committee has just seen 
this case, the Standing Committee has a sense of where this falls on the continuum of 
conduct that we see from faculty members and so because of that experience that is sort of 
an intermediate level, and there will be the opportunity if you want to come and meet with 
them, you can. I will be talking to you. They will make the final recommendation which 
goes to the Dean and in this case to :(b)(6), (b)(7)(C) of Mass Mental Health 
which is where all the appointment at Manchester VA go through. They are the final 
decision makers. So we are still talking several months, but as I say along the way you 
will see draft reports. I take it you are planning to stay in New Hampshire for the time 
being? 

DV: I am not going anywhere at the moment. 

(b)(6); 
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