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Research Integrity and Responsible Scholarship  
 
Period:  2 (November – December 2017) 
Credits:  3 
Lecturers:   Prof. René Bekkers, Dr. Ivar Vermeulen, Dr. Ellen Bal, Dr. Ida Sabelis 
Schedule:   

Sessions  Date Time Location 
1  Monday 6 November 9.00-13.00 WN-S640 
2 Thursday 9 November 13.00-17.00 HG-12A22 
3 Monday 13 November 13.00-17.00 WN-M648 
4 Thursday 23 November 13.00-17.00 HG-12A22 
5 Thursday 7 December 13.00-17.00 TR-2B20  
6 Friday 15 December 13.00-17.00 WN-M632 

  

Course objectives 
This course follows from efforts of the Faculty of Social Sciences at the Vrije Universiteit 
Amsterdam to support research integrity. It seeks to contribute to a reflection and discussion on 
the normative consequences of the abstract ideals of science and an awareness of standards of good 
conduct among PhD candidates in the social sciences. 

Recent scandals in the social sciences have put integrity in research at the heart of much 
debate in the press and in the academic community. The highly visible cases in social psychology, 
economics and anthropology may only be the tip of the iceberg. Violations of research integrity 
include a wide range of behaviors, from seemingly minor problems resulting from ‘sloppy science’, 
to questionable research practices (QRP), research misconduct (RM), abuse of power by 
dissertation supervisors, and outright fabrication, fraud, and plagiarism (FFP). How can such 
violations of research integrity be prevented? What should researchers do when they notice 
violations of research integrity? Formulated in a more positive way: how can researchers 
contribute to responsible social science research? 

Coordinated efforts to promote responsibility originate from self-regulation by the 
academic community, through codes of conduct formulated by National Academies of Science such 
as NWO, academic journals, professional associations, universities, and faculties. Recently, funders 
such as the European Commission have increased efforts to promote responsibility in research by 
adding funding allocation criteria. Private foundations such as the Wellcome Trust and the Gates 
Foundation require open access publication of research as a precondition for funding. At the same 
time, the incentives for individual researchers embedded in tenure tracks, academic careers, 
publication cultures, are tempting researchers in the direction of violations of integrity.  

This course helps PhD candidates in the social sciences to develop a position vis-à-vis the 
conflicting demands regarding research integrity. How should researchers deal with them? Because 
of the importance of responsibility and integrity in social science research, and of individual 
responsibility in determining one’s career path, this course is regarded as an essential part of the 
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education of all Social Science PhD candidates. In addition, this course teaches students how 
procedures for ethics review and data management are organized at the Faculty of Social Sciences.  

By the end of this course, participants (1) are aware of the values embodied in science, 
according to the association of universities (VSNU); (2) are aware of the behavioral consequences 
of these values in daily practice, and have acquired the knowledge for proper scientific behavior; 
(3) are aware of the ethical review procedures and requirements for data management and 
archiving within the Faculty of Social Sciences at VU University; (4) are aware of the codes of 
conduct developed to prevent integrity violations by research funders, professional associations, 
leading scholars, and academic journals; (5) have developed a critical position on their own 
responsibility in academic research. 

 
Course content 
The course consists of five meetings with lecturers from different backgrounds in which you will 
discuss integrity in research conduct and handling of data and its requirements according to 
faculty, university, national and disciplinary agreements. You will explore the terrain of scientific 
integrity and research quality, discuss violations of integrity, sloppy science, and questionable 
research practices. You will learn about ethical review procedures at the Faculty, proper data 
collection and storage; reliable and verifiable publication practices, impartiality, independence and 
norms on co-authorship. 
 
Form of tuition 
Course meetings are a mix between lectures and workshops. The final meeting is a conference with 
presentations by participants. In preparation of the meetings you are required to read papers from 
the recent and ongoing debates on research integrity in the social sciences, which are discussed in 
the meetings. During the course you will write a paper reflecting on an issue of your choice – 
usually connected to your own discipline or research subject – regarding integrity and quality of 
research, which you will present in the final conference meeting. You will also comment on two 
papers by other participants. 
 
Type of assessment  
To obtain credits for the course participants are required to be present and actively participate in 
all sessions and sufficiently fulfill all assignments. The assignments constitute a paper, in which you 
discuss an ethical dilemma in research (e.g., obtaining informed consent, research with minors, 
when is deception acceptable), an issue related to the quality of research (e.g., open peer review, 
interpretation of research findings), or a policy debate about ethics or quality of research (e.g., the 
effectiveness of measures that should prevent contraventions, the influence of editorial policies at 
journals, funding requirements, responsibility of individual researchers).  
 
Target group 
First (or second) year PhD candidates of the FSS. This course is part of the basic programme for 
first year PhD candidates; participation is regarded as an essential part of the training plan of all 
FSS PhD candidates. It is also open to candidates in later years.  
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Detailed Schedule  
For each session the readings and assignments are indicated. In preparation of the meeting, read 
the literature. 
 
Session 1: Integrity and quality norms in social science research 
René Bekkers 
Monday 6 November, 9.00-13.00, WN-S640 (Natural Sciences Building) 
 
Plenary lecture:  

• Values: scrupulousness, reliability, verifiability, impartiality, and independence 
• Codes of conduct: International, European, disciplinary, national and local 

Plenary discussion: 
• Quality of work and your judges 
• Publication practices and norms on co-authorship 
• The PhD candidate – supervisor relation and other interactions with seniors 
• Review and judgment of work of others 

 
Readings:  

• ALLEA (2016). European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity. http://www.allea.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/05/ALLEA-European-Code-of-Conduct-for-Research-Integrity-
2017.pdf  

• Edwards, M.A. & Siddhartha, R. (2017). Academic Research in the 21st Century: Maintaining 
Scientific Integrity in a Climate of Perverse Incentives and Hypercompetition. 
Environmental Engineering Science, 34(1): 51-61. https://doi.org/10.1089/ees.2016.0223  

• KNAW (2013a). Responsible Research Data Management and the Prevention of Scientific 
Misconduct. Amsterdam: Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts and Sciences. 
https://www.knaw.nl/shared/resources/actueel/publicaties/pdf/responsible_research_da
ta_management_and_the_prevention_of_scientific_misconduct.pdf   

• KNAW (2013b). Trust in Science, Summary of KNAW report ‘Vertrouwen in de wetenschap’ 
https://www.knaw.nl/en/news/publications/vertrouwen-in-
wetenschap/@@download/pdf_eng_file/Summary-advies-
vetrouweninwetenschap_web.pdf   

• Social and Cultural Anthropology VU University Amsterdam (2013). Protocol voor integer 
onderzoek / Protocol for the Integrity of Research 
https://www.fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Protocol_voor_het_voorkomen_van_fraude_bij_SCA_tcm
249-365845.pdf  

• VSNU (2014). The Netherlands Code of Conduct for Scientific Practice: Principles of Good 
Scientific Teaching and Research. Amsterdam: VSNU. 
http://vsnu.nl/files/documenten/Domeinen/Onderzoek/The%20Netherlands%20Code%2
0of%20Conduct%20for%20Academic%20Practice%202004%20%28version%202014%2
9.pdf  

 
Assignment 1: Formulate Preliminary Research Question  
In this first assignment you present a preliminary formulation of the research question that you will 
answer in your conference paper. Submit the assignment before Thursday 9 November, 9.00. 
  

http://www.allea.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/ALLEA-European-Code-of-Conduct-for-Research-Integrity-2017.pdf
http://www.allea.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/ALLEA-European-Code-of-Conduct-for-Research-Integrity-2017.pdf
http://www.allea.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/ALLEA-European-Code-of-Conduct-for-Research-Integrity-2017.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1089/ees.2016.0223
https://www.knaw.nl/shared/resources/actueel/publicaties/pdf/responsible_research_data_management_and_the_prevention_of_scientific_misconduct.pdf
https://www.knaw.nl/shared/resources/actueel/publicaties/pdf/responsible_research_data_management_and_the_prevention_of_scientific_misconduct.pdf
https://www.knaw.nl/en/news/publications/vertrouwen-in-wetenschap/@@download/pdf_eng_file/Summary-advies-vetrouweninwetenschap_web.pdf
https://www.knaw.nl/en/news/publications/vertrouwen-in-wetenschap/@@download/pdf_eng_file/Summary-advies-vetrouweninwetenschap_web.pdf
https://www.knaw.nl/en/news/publications/vertrouwen-in-wetenschap/@@download/pdf_eng_file/Summary-advies-vetrouweninwetenschap_web.pdf
https://www.fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Protocol_voor_het_voorkomen_van_fraude_bij_SCA_tcm249-365845.pdf
https://www.fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Protocol_voor_het_voorkomen_van_fraude_bij_SCA_tcm249-365845.pdf
http://vsnu.nl/files/documenten/Domeinen/Onderzoek/The%20Netherlands%20Code%20of%20Conduct%20for%20Academic%20Practice%202004%20%28version%202014%29.pdf
http://vsnu.nl/files/documenten/Domeinen/Onderzoek/The%20Netherlands%20Code%20of%20Conduct%20for%20Academic%20Practice%202004%20%28version%202014%29.pdf
http://vsnu.nl/files/documenten/Domeinen/Onderzoek/The%20Netherlands%20Code%20of%20Conduct%20for%20Academic%20Practice%202004%20%28version%202014%29.pdf
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Session 2: Research Integrity and Responsible Scholarship in Practice 
René Bekkers 
Thursday 9 November, 13.00-17.00, HG-12A22 (Main Building) 
 
Plenary lecture: 

• Open Science 
• National, VU and FSS policies on open access, research integrity, data collection and storage 
• Ethical review procedures at FSS-VU 

 
Readings:  

• Bekkers, R. & Van Pelt, B. (2016). Data in VU-FSS publications in 2013 and 2014. 
• DSW (2017). Richtlijn archivering wetenschappelijk onderzoek voor Nederlandse 

faculteiten Maatschappij- en Gedragswetenschappen, Versie 2, Juli 2017– sorry, English 
version not yet available  

• DSW (2016). https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Landelijke_code_ethiek_2016_tcm249-
815128.pdf  

• FSS Ethical Review Board (2017). Ethical review at the Faculty of Social Sciences. VU 
University Amsterdam. https://renebekkers.wordpress.com/miscellaneous/ethical-
review/  

o Flow chart: https://renebekkers.files.wordpress.com/2017/03/2-self-check-ethics-
review.pdf 

o Ethical Review Application form: 
https://vuass.eu.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_9tBjPqFq6bxv2Sx  
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/16_11_02_ERB_FSS_Submission_Form_tcm249-
836955.docx  

• FSW VU (2017). Data Management Beleid FSW – sorry, English version not yet available 
• FSW VU (2016). Reglement Ethische Toetsingscommissie 

https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Reglement_Ethische_Toetsingscommissie_juni_2016_tcm249-
815127.pdf – sorry, English version not yet available 

• OCW (2017, 9 februari). National Plan Open Science. doi: 10.4233/uuid:9e9fa82e-06c1-
4d0d-9e20-5620259a6c65. 
http://www.vsnu.nl/files/documents/Nationaal_Plan_Open_Science_The_Netherlands_Febr
uary_2017_NL_.pdf 

• Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam (2017). Research Data Management Policy. 
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%
3a165-749091-16  

• Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam (2017). Practical Tips & Guidelines for Researchers Who 
Work With Sensitive Data. 
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%
3a165-836798-16  

• Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam (2017). VU Research Data management Route Map. 
 
Assignment 2: Ethical Review and Data Self-Check 
Data self-check: for the most recent empirical research paper you have written (or co-authored), 
note the following: 

1. The title of the paper, names of co-authors (if any), and date of production. 
2. Where did you archive the data that you have used? 
3. Where did you archive the script / protocol that you have used to produce the results? 

https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Landelijke_code_ethiek_2016_tcm249-815128.pdf
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Landelijke_code_ethiek_2016_tcm249-815128.pdf
https://renebekkers.wordpress.com/miscellaneous/ethical-review/
https://renebekkers.wordpress.com/miscellaneous/ethical-review/
https://renebekkers.files.wordpress.com/2017/03/2-self-check-ethics-review.pdf
https://renebekkers.files.wordpress.com/2017/03/2-self-check-ethics-review.pdf
https://vuass.eu.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_9tBjPqFq6bxv2Sx
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/16_11_02_ERB_FSS_Submission_Form_tcm249-836955.docx
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/16_11_02_ERB_FSS_Submission_Form_tcm249-836955.docx
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Reglement_Ethische_Toetsingscommissie_juni_2016_tcm249-815127.pdf
https://fsw.vu.nl/nl/Images/Reglement_Ethische_Toetsingscommissie_juni_2016_tcm249-815127.pdf
http://www.vsnu.nl/files/documents/Nationaal_Plan_Open_Science_The_Netherlands_February_2017_NL_.pdf
http://www.vsnu.nl/files/documents/Nationaal_Plan_Open_Science_The_Netherlands_February_2017_NL_.pdf
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%3a165-749091-16
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%3a165-749091-16
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%3a165-836798-16
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/_layouts/SharePoint.Tridion.WebParts/download.aspx?cid=tcm%3a165-836798-16
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4. Did anyone ever ask you to give access to these data? 
5. Imagine you are a reviewer of the paper. Would you be able to reproduce the results 

reported in the paper from the archived data and script? 
 
Ethical review: for the most recent data collection you have participated in: 

1. Complete the ethical review self-check at 
https://vuass.eu.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6m9blsjuErux5Zz.  

2. Save the pdf you obtain at the end of the self-check and send it to the course coordinator at 
r.bekkers@vu.nl.  

 
Submit the assignment before Thursday 9 November, 9.00 – yes, that is the same time and date as 
assignment 1.  
 
 
Session 3: Integrity and quality of data management, analysis, and reporting 
Ivar Vermeulen and Ellen Bal 
Monday, November 13, 13.00-17.00, WN-M648 (Natural Sciences Building) 
 
Plenary lecture:  

• Research ethics 
• Relation with research participants 
• Data collection and storage 
• Describing and using data 
• Questionable research practices  

 
Plenary discussion:  

• Questionable research practices 
 
Readings: 

• Bal, E., E. Grassiani and K. Kirk, Neo-liberal Individualism in Dutch Universities, in: Learning 
and Teaching Volume 7, Issue 3, Winter 2014: 46-72.  

• Clifford, J. (1986). Introduction; partial truths. Pp. 1-26 in: James Clifford and George E. 
Marcus, Writing culture: The poetics and politics of ethnography. Berkeley etc; University of 
California Press. 

• Ferdinand, J., G. Pearson, M. Rowe and F. Worthington, A different kind of ethics, 
Ethnography 2007 8: 519-543. 

• Matelski, M., 2014. On sensitivity and secrecy: How foreign researchers and their local 
contacts in Myanmar deal with risk under authoritarian rule, Journal of Burma Studies vol. 
18(1), 59-82.  

• John, L. K., Loewenstein, G., & Prelec, D. (2012). Measuring the prevalence of questionable 
research practices with incentives for truth-telling. Psychological Science.  

• Klein, R. et al. (in press) Investigating Variation in Replicability: A “Many Labs” Replication 
Project. Social Psychology.  

https://vuass.eu.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6m9blsjuErux5Zz
mailto:r.bekkers@vu.nl
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• Masicampo, E., & Lalande, D. R. (2012). A Peculiar Prevalence of P Values Just Below. 05. The 
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 65(11), 2271-2279.  

• Nosek, B. A., Spies, J. R., & Motyl, M. (2012). Scientific utopia: II. Restructuring incentives and 
practices to promote truth over publishability. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 7, 615–
631.  

• Nosek, B. A. & Bar-Anan, Y. (2012). Scientific Utopia: I. Opening scientific communication. 
Psychological Inquiry.  

• Simmons, J. P., Nelson, L. D., & Simonsohn, U. (2011). False-positive psychology: Undisclosed 
flexibility in data collection and analysis allows presenting anything as significant. 
Psychological Science, 22, 1359-1366.  

• Simmons, J. P., Nelson, L. D., & Simonsohn, U. (2012). A 21 Word Solution. Dialogue, The 
Official Newsletter of the Society for Personality and Social Psychology, 26(2), 4-7.  

• Wagenmakers, E.–J., Wetzels, R., Borsboom, D., & van der Maas, H. L. J. (2011). Why 
psychologists must change the way they analyze their data: The case of psi: Comment on 
Bem (2011). Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 100, 426-432.  

• Wicherts, J. M., Bakker, M., & Molenaar, D. (2011). Willingness to share research data is 
related to the strength of the evidence and the quality of reporting of statistical results. PLoS 
One, 6, e26828. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0026828  

 
 
Assignment 3: Peer Review 
You select two other course participants who will act as peer reviewers of your paper and agree 
upon a deadline for submission of your paper. At a convenient time you discuss the first drafts of 
two conference papers with other participants. We advise you to organize the peer review after you 
have refined the research question of your conference paper based on the suggestions of the course 
coordinator, and before the deadline for assignment 4.  
 
 
Session 4: An exploration of integrity and research quality in practice  
René Bekkers and Ida Sabelis 
Thursday, November 23, 2017, 13.00-17.00, HG-12A22 (Main Building) 
 
Using a dilemma game, we explore the terrain of integrity and research quality.  

• Plenary discussion of dilemmas: violations of integrity and bad science  
• Dilemmas in the PhD candidate – supervisor relationship (Ida Sabelis)  

 
Reading:  

• Erasmus University Rotterdam (2013). Dilemma Game: Professionalism and Integrity in 
Research. Rotterdam: EUR. 
https://www.esl.eur.nl/fileadmin/ASSETS/ieb/integriteit/dilemmagame-mrg.pdf  

 
 
Session 5: Research Data Management  
Jolien Scholten 
December 7, 13.00-17.00, Room TBA 
 
Plenary lecture and discussion: 

• Research Data Management (RDM): why it is necessary and how it can be beneficial to your 
research? 

https://www.esl.eur.nl/fileadmin/ASSETS/ieb/integriteit/dilemmagame-mrg.pdf
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• Practical guidelines and instruments to manage (store, protect, archive) your data properly 
• FAIR (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable) principles for data 
• Facilities and support for data management at the University Library at VU Amsterdam  
• Benefits of a Data Management Plan and how to write one 

 
 
Readings: 

• LibGuide Research Data Essentials. Read the text and watch the movies. 
http://libguides.vu.nl/researchdata 

• Michener, W. (2015). Ten Simple Rules for Creating a Good Data Management Plan, Plos 
Computational Biology 11 (10)  
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1004525 
 

 
Assignment 4: Data Management Plan 
Consult the research support pages on VUnet. Prepare a Data Management Plan (DMP) for your 
upcoming data collection using the format provided by the University Library (see Canvas) and 
send this to your peers. Evaluate the DMP you receive. Submit your assignment before December 5, 
17.00. 
 
 

Session 6: Conference  
Ben Crum 
December 15, 13.00-17.00, WN-M632 (Natural Sciences Building) 
 
Plenary presentations:  

• Paper summary 
• Peer referee reports 
• Comments and questions from the audience, including Ben Crum, Director of Research at 

the Faculty of Social Sciences  
 
 
Assignment 5: Revise paper  
Building on the comments from the other participants who peer reviewed your paper and 
suggestions you received at the conference presentation you revise your paper and submit it to the 
course coordinators. 
 

http://libguides.vu.nl/researchdata
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1004525
https://vunet.login.vu.nl/services/pages/category.aspx?category=tcm:165-292251-1024&rootid=tcm:165-114108-512
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Recommended readings 

• Abma, R. (2013). De Publicatiefabriek. Over de betekenis van de affaire Stapel. Nijmegen: 
Vantilt.  

• AMC/VUmc Editorial Team (2013). Independence in scientific research: AMC/VUmc 
Research Code. Amsterdam: AMC/VUmc. https://www.vumc.nl/afdelingen-
themas/7785989/documenten/ResearchCode  

• Berkeley Initiative for Transparency in the Social Sciences (2017). Announcing Open 
Enrollment for the BITSS MOOC: Transparent and Open Social Science Research.  
http://www.bitss.org/2017/06/01/announcing-open-enrollment-for-the-bitss-mooc-
transparent-and-open-social-science-research/  

• Bouter, L.M. (2014). Perverse prikkels of rotte appels? 
https://www.vu.nl/nl/Images/Oratie_LM_Bouter_2-5-
14_VERSIE_VOOR_DRUK_definitief_tcm289-385194.pdf Perverse incentives or rotten 
apples? Inaugural lecture, VU University Amsterdam. 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/08989621.2014.950253 

• Della Porta, D. & Keating, M. (2008). How many approaches in the social sciences? An 
epistemological introduction. In: M. Keating and D. Della Porta (Eds), Approaches and 
methodologies in the social sciences: A pluralist perspective, pp. 19-39. Cambridge and New 
York: Cambridge University Press. 
https://www.researchgate.net/file.PostFileLoader.html?id=561f7c6d60614b6b138b460b&
assetKey=AS%3A284762339069953%401444904043622  

• De Winter, J.C.F., & Dodou, D. (2016). A surge of p-values between 0.041 and 0.049 in recent 
decades (but negative results are increasing rapidly too). PeerJ 3:e733; 
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.733   

• Lehrer, T. (1953). Lobachevsky: plagiarize. 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gXlfXirQF3A  

• Ned Lebow, R. (2007). Social science as an ethical practice. Journal of International Relations 
and Development 10: 16-24. http://www.dartmouth.edu/~nedlebow/soc_sci_eth_pract.pdf  

• Pittaway, E., Bartolomei, L., & Hugman, R. (2010). ‘Stop stealing our stories’: The ethics of 
research with vulnerable groups. Journal of Human Rights Practice, 2(2): 229-251. 
https://academic.oup.com/jhrp/article/2/2/229/2188714/Stop-Stealing-Our-Stories-The-
Ethics-of-Research  

• Schuyt, K. (2014). Tussen fout en fraude. Integriteit en oneerlijk gedrag in wetenschappelijk 
onderzoek. Leiden University Press. 

• Simonsohn, U., Nelson, L.D. & Simmons, J.P. (2014). P-curve: A key to the file drawer. Journal 
of Experimental Psychology General, 143 (2): 543-547. 
http://pages.ucsd.edu/~cmckenzie/Simonsohnetal2014JEPGeneral.pdf  

• Tyler, S.A. (1986). ‘Post-modern ethnography: From document of the occult to occult 
document’, in: J. Clifford and G.E. Marcus (Eds), Writing culture: The poetics and politics of 
ethnography, pp. 122-140. Berkeley etc; University of California Press.  

• Wager, L. & Kleinert, S. (2011). Responsible research publication: international standard for 
authors. A position statement developed at the 2nd World Conference on Research 
Integrity, Singapore, July 22-24, 2010. Pp. 309-316 in: Mayer, T. & Steneck, N. (Eds). 
Promoting Research Integrity in a Global Environment. Imperial College Press / World 
Scientific Publishing, Singapore. http://hrcak.srce.hr/upute/etika_en_Management.pdf  

https://www.vumc.nl/afdelingen-themas/7785989/documenten/ResearchCode
https://www.vumc.nl/afdelingen-themas/7785989/documenten/ResearchCode
http://www.bitss.org/2017/06/01/announcing-open-enrollment-for-the-bitss-mooc-transparent-and-open-social-science-research/
http://www.bitss.org/2017/06/01/announcing-open-enrollment-for-the-bitss-mooc-transparent-and-open-social-science-research/
https://www.vu.nl/nl/Images/Oratie_LM_Bouter_2-5-14_VERSIE_VOOR_DRUK_definitief_tcm289-385194.pdf
https://www.vu.nl/nl/Images/Oratie_LM_Bouter_2-5-14_VERSIE_VOOR_DRUK_definitief_tcm289-385194.pdf
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/08989621.2014.950253
https://www.researchgate.net/file.PostFileLoader.html?id=561f7c6d60614b6b138b460b&assetKey=AS%3A284762339069953%401444904043622
https://www.researchgate.net/file.PostFileLoader.html?id=561f7c6d60614b6b138b460b&assetKey=AS%3A284762339069953%401444904043622
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.733
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gXlfXirQF3A
http://www.dartmouth.edu/~nedlebow/soc_sci_eth_pract.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/jhrp/article/2/2/229/2188714/Stop-Stealing-Our-Stories-The-Ethics-of-Research
https://academic.oup.com/jhrp/article/2/2/229/2188714/Stop-Stealing-Our-Stories-The-Ethics-of-Research
http://pages.ucsd.edu/~cmckenzie/Simonsohnetal2014JEPGeneral.pdf
http://hrcak.srce.hr/upute/etika_en_Management.pdf
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