
No Group Does It Like Accounting 
A Look Back at Accounting’s Response to 6th Year Review for AACSB 

 
As a result of access to documents obtained through the Mississippi Open Records 
Act, reporters at USMNEWS.NET are able to provide readers with a glimpse into the 
CoB’s recent efforts to successfully navigate the AACSB’s 6th Year Review process – a 
process hoist upon the CoB under the failed leadership of the CoB’s previous 
management team of Harold Doty (former Dean) and Farhang Niroomand (former 
Associate Dean). 
 

 
      Harold Doty                           Farhang Niroomand 

 
As bad as the AACSB Peer Review Team’s report on the overall CoB was (filed during 
the spring of 2007), its findings concerning the shortcomings in Accounting were 
arguably even worse.  One of the main concerns that the AACSB PRT for Accounting 
had was the lack of intellectual activity among the CoB’s accounting faculty.  As a 
result of points made by the PRT in this area, the CoB’s accountants dove head-first 
into the task of recording what it believed was the trove of intellectual activity they 
felt that the PRT had somehow overlooked or perhaps only glossed over. 
 
What resulted from the accountants’ efforts was a two-page table that was included in 
the CoB’s 6th Year Review Responses Report that was submitted to the AACSB PRT in 
the fall of 2007.  That two-page table, entitled Summary of Planned Research, School 
of Accounting and Information Systems (Accounting Only), is inserted at the end of 
this report.  The accountants’ responses to the PRT’s call for more intellectual activity 
are, in addition to the two-page table that was provided, inserted near the top of the 
next page. Part 1 of the response states that the “Accounting faculty have six articles 
accepted for publication in peer reviewed journals since the AACSB visiting team was 



[in Hattiesburg] in February 2007,” and that “[t]wo of these have already been 
published.”1 
 

  
 
In Part 2 of the accountants’ 6th Year Review response to AACSB’s concerns, they 
note that “[a]ll faculty with doctorates are research-active and have submitted three-
year forward research plans.”  According to those plans, the “nine faculty members 
have 32 planned submissions to peer-reviewed journals . . .” This is the information 
that is presented in table form at the end of this report, and it is this information that 
is analyzed more thoroughly in this report for USMNEWS.NET. 
 
The information included in the table by the CoB’s accountants – information that 
produced the explanation about the 32 planned submissions – was canvassed, with 
particular attention paid to cross-referencing of the planned submissions by author(s).  

                                                 
1 Given the speed with which this transformation occurred, especially the part about two of the six 
being both accepted and printed (published) in six months or so, what kind of quality could one expect 
to be represented across the board in the case of these new intellectual contributions? 



The results of that canvassing process are quite astonishing, and they are summarized 
in Table 1 below. 
 

Table 1 
No Group Does It Like Accounting Does It: Cross-Referencing Results of ACC’s Planned Submissions 

    Article #  # Times Included    
1 2 
2 2 
3 1 
4 1 
5 3 
6 1 
7 1 
8 1 
9 2 
10 2 
11 2 
12 2 
13 2 
14 3 
15 2 
16 2 
17 2 
18 1 
19 2 
20 1 
21 2 
22 1 

______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
To start with, the final two table entries included by the accountants reference 
planned submissions from associate professor of accounting, Robert Smith.  Smith 
fails to list any journal targets for either “planned submission.”  Combined with 
Smith’s penchant for disappearing from the CoB (and Hattiesburg) for significant 
periods of time, and data that suggest he (Smith) will likely be stuck at the rank of 
associate in perpetuity, it is quite possible that these “working papers” exist only as 
abstract concepts, if at all.  Therefore, and since they also violate the accountants’ 
own explanation in the 6th Year Review response, they are not included in this 
analysis. 
 
This omission means that the two-page table contains only 22 so-called planned 
submissions.  Each of these is numbered, 1 through 22, in the order in which they are 
encountered when progressing through the entries in the two-page table.  That 1–22 
sequence makes up the first column in Table 1 above.  The remaining column in 
Table 1 notes how many times the accountants included each of these 22.  The counts 



in the second column of Table 1 range from 1 to 3.  Only eight of the 22 (36.4%) 
articles are presented just once in the table.  The remaining 14, or 63.6%, are included 
two or more (3) times each.  Specifically, 12 of the remaining 14, or 54.5% of the total 
22, enter the two-page table on two occasions each.  The remaining two enter three 
times each.  Each of the 22 articles enters the two-page table an average 1.73 times, 
which is why the table is made up of 40 or so rows and required two pages  for the 
CoB’s accountants to present (to the AACSB PRT).  
 
In the space below, USMNEWS.NET columnist Duane Cobb offers some commentary 
on this particular issue. 
 
 
  
 

Commentary from USMNEWS.NET’s Duane Cobb 
 
Report after report here at USMNEWS.NET has shown how the CoB’s accountants 
seem to have unique talent for making academic mole hills look like academic 
mountains.  This report is no different.  My question now is: how many of these so-
called planned submissions are simply re-stated titles of various articles published 
years ago by (some of) the accountants.  Looking at the two-page table that is inserted 
at the end of this report, I notice that associate professor of accounting, Marvin Albin, 
is involved.  That’s all I need to see to have internal alarms going off, prompting the 
question I posed just above. 
 
Let’s hope that an investigative report that addresses my question is forthcoming.  I 
know I can’t wait.  How about you? 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 



 
   


