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CREW Activity (iDARE conference September 2016)
Image: Caitlyn Parry

iDARE involves a team of designers and visual and performing artists and theorists from
across Australia who have asked the question: How do we prepare artists for real world
practice where there are no ethics committees to guide them and where and they are
responsible for developing their own ethical framework in their work? In late 2015, this
team won OLT funding for a University of Melbourne led project Developing new
approaches to ethics and research integrity training through challenges posed by Creative
Practice Research [ID15-4776].

A little context: Higher degree research (HDR) in creative practice (including creative and
performing arts, and design) is a relatively new research field in the academy. The creative
practice PhD has only existed since the 1990s when creative arts training became part of a
unified higher education system as a result of the Dawkins reforms. As researchers,
creative arts research practitioners enrolled in the creative practice PhDs have become
subject to the university’s research ethics processes and procedures if their work involves
human and animal subjects, while in “real world” practice this is not the case (Bolt et al,
2010: 6). The iDARE team are concerned with the question of developing “ethical know-
how”: how ethical practices are enacted in creative arts research and beyond its
disciplinary boundaries. Our aim is to support research and reposition “ethics” as being at
the forefront and centre of innovative creative research practice rather than a problem to
be avoided.

Read more

https://www.ahrecs.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/iDare01.png
https://www.ahrecs.com/human-research-ethics/idare-innovation-design-arts-research-ethics


18/4/18, 7(58 amResearch Ethics Monthly - May 2017

Page 3 of 5https://mailchi.mp/27033a2f7b1e/research-ethics-monthly-may-2017

Cracking the Code: Is the Revised Australian
Code likely to ensure Responsible Conduct of
Research?
The Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research is presently under review.
Issued jointly in 2007 by the National Health and Medical Research Council, the Australian
Research Council and Universities Australia, the current code is a 41-page document
divided into two parts. Part A, comprising some 22 pages, sets out the responsibilities of
institutions and researchers for conducting sponsored research responsibly. Part B,
comprising approximately 11 pages, provides advice on procedures for identifying and
investigating instances of the conduct of research in which those responsibilities have not
been fulfilled.

The current proposal is to replace this document with a five-page statement of eight
principles of responsible research conduct and two lists of responsibilities, again of
institutions and researchers, together with a 25-page guidance document (the first of
several) of preferred procedures for the identification and investigation of research conduct
that has not adhered to the responsibilities set out in the five-page code.

Among the innovations in these changes, other than a significant reduction in the size of
the document, is the proposal that the expression ‘research misconduct’ not be used in the
guide on identification and investigation but be replaced by the expression ‘breach’. An
important reason given for this proposal is the avoidance of conflict with the requirements
of institutional enterprise bargaining agreements (EBAs).

Did you also see?
IN THE BLOG
1) Research Ethics in the Philippines: a personal journey
2) Ethical Self-Assessment: Excellence in Reflexivity or Corporatisation Gone Mad?
3) Intuitive Research Ethics Training for Novices
4) ‘Except as required by law’: Australian researchers’ legal rights and obligations
regarding participant confidentiality
5) Ethical use of visual social media content in research publications

IN THE RESOURCE LIBRARY
1) More a marathon than a hurdle: towards children’s informed consent in a study on
safety 
2) Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) first China seminar
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3) Hey, Computer Scientists! Stop Hating on the Humanities
4) Final Rule, three months later – Institutional Review Blog
5) Dear journals: Clean up your act. Regards, Concerned Biostatistician

Finding Common Ground: Consensus in
Research Ethics Across the Social Sciences
Iphofen, R (2017) (ed.) Finding Common Ground: Consensus in Research Ethics Across
the Social Sciences. Emerald
http://www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/products/books/series.htm?id=2398-6018&go=Go

This volume edited by Ron Iphofen identifies areas of ‘common ground’, core ethics
principles and areas of concern in research ethics across the social sciences. The book
draws on proceedings and papers delivered at a Symposia series under the auspices of
the UK Academy of Social Sciences (AcSS).
 
This is the first volume in a series that will offer practical help and guidance across in
research ethics – both on the ground and in meeting the demands of research ethics
review. The series adopts a ‘virtue’ ethics approach which promotes good practice and sets
principles, values and standards that can act as models to aid successful research
outcomes.

You can this post and earlier posts at www.ahrecs.com/blog
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RESOURCE LIBRARY
Have you checked out the resource library recently?
New items are added daily. There are separate sections
for Human Research Ethics and Research Integrity.
There are subsections for different categories of items
e.g. ‘In the news’ and books.

We hate spam and definitely don’t want to be bother you with an wanted emails.
Click here to change your subscription settings.

This newsletter is authorized by the AHRECS team, click here for contact and other details.

We would never divulge your details to anyone else, including not disclosing you’re a subscriber,
without your permission.
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