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OBJECTIVE
To show that the research integrity requires an
environment (Institutionality and governance) that
stimulates science's reflection on itself:
‐ social and epistemological dimension
‐ institutional dimension
allows a permanent reflection about the importance,
the opportunity and the relevance of a responsible
science, technology and innovation.

HYPOTHESIS
Research is an activity that confronts, at the same
time, high levels of uncertainty and high demand of
success so, the researcher is constantly solving
situations, making decisions that impact as the context
as the results, so we need researchers with criteria
(that is to say: knowledge and responsibility).
The scientific practice, like other social processes, is
subject to power relations.

Methodology
In April 2018, COLCIENCIAS issued the "Ethics Policy
of Research, Bioethics and Research integrity", whit
purpose is "Promoting the appropriation of a culture
based on ethics, bioethics and research integrity
that promotes and guides collective, participatory
and plural reflection in the science and technology
processes developed in Colombia that guarantee
their quality and relevance, for social development
with justice and equity ".

Methodology
How was the process that gave rise to this Policy?
It was an exercise of reflection with researchers that
began in 2013, and not a mandate from the
government.
This same constancy and perseverance from
researchers will accompanies us today in the
implementation of this policy.

Process: from 2013 to 2018

Methodology
2013: From the reason of responsibility to the Ethics of
Research
The difficulty of the researchers to reflect on the scope of their
social responsibility ( there we are in the domain of ethics), as
well as to recognize that some methodologies requires the
endorsement of a Committee on Research Ethics (like: focus
groups, conducting interviews, recording videos, working with
ethnic communities). According to some claims:
"it is not the same to work WITH human beings than to work
ON human beings".

Methodology
2013: From the reason of responsibility to the Ethics of
Research
In the First National Dialogue on Research Ethics, it was
established that: reducing the endorsement of the ethics /
bioethics committees only for the biomedical disciplines, is
tantamount to ignoring the emotional, social and
anthropological order of the human being, since the
Biomedical focuses on the biological aspects.

Methodology
2013: From the reason of responsibility to the Ethics
of Research
How the Research Ethics Committees should work, to
carry out the evaluation of projects that are not in
Biomedical Sciences, such as Human and Social
Sciences, Engineering, and Biotechnology?

Methodology
2014: Bioethics as a transversal axis of scientific
practice
In the Second National Dialogue, the central question was about
the scope of the Ethics of Research, to "delimit" its scope of
action: it is a unique ethics, transversal to all the scientific
disciplines, or given its specificities, it is necessary to establish
some differences.
Is there an epistemological foundation common to the Ethics
of research?

Methodology
The second Dialogue also evidenced the need to find a point of articulation between
the Research Ethics Committees (given the great differences detected in their
functioning), as well as to introduce the research integrity into the dialogue.

2015: AROUND Research INTEGRITY
During the third Dialogue, we address the QUALITY of the process and the results of
research and the AWARENESS of its scope and impact on society.
Research incentives, hierarchies between sciences and also between researchers,
ongoing training and evaluation of researchers, the impact of the evaluation of
policies on science and technology, how research priorities are defined... etc.).

Research integrity requires a comprehensive vision of the science and
technology sector.

Methodology
The questions emerged during the Dialogues, made evident the need to have an
overview of the system to understand the articulation between the Ethics of
Research, Bioethics, and Research integrity.
Some Questions:
1) Must the evaluation model include the particularities of each disciplinary
practice? (for some epistemologists, the Positivist Evaluation Model have had
imposed the criteria of the so‐called hard sciences) ?
2) How this situation affects research integrity?
3) Why the grants and the stimulus system condemn the error and only finances the
success and the relevant knowledge (relevant for whom)?
4) How the quality and trajectory of the research could be affected by criteria alien
to scientific practice in a strict sense?
5) Could Scientific knowledge be affected by the absence of a State Policy on
research integrity?

DESIGN OF THE
POLICY
1. Systemic análisis

2. Regional consultations

3. Online survey
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Online survey
Response options
Omission or inclusion of authors in publications without the respective
recognition or merit
Lack of rigor in the traceability of the data, its collection, analysis and custody.
Lack of commitment, follow‐up and accompaniment in the direction of degree
works.
Conducting research without the respective endorsement and follow‐up of an
Ethics Committee of research or Bioethics.
Arbitrary appropriation of ideas, data and research results by superiors, teachers
and management positions.
Handling in the absence of protocols for the care, handling and use of animals in
the research process.
Oversized budgets to ensure the flow of resources.
Otrers,

ANSWERS (%, N.)
54,8% (456)
51,9% (432)
42,2% (351)
37,7% (314)
35,9% (299)
23,3% (194)
22,6% (188)
5,2% (43)

Online survey
It is necessary to design a System of research integrity.
The practices requiring a priority promotion appear in order: the conflict of
interest, the confidentiality and the informed consent, followed by the author's
rights, the Authorship and the peer review are the most punctuated.
The main objective of the Policy should be, in order of preferences: Research
integrity and promote a culture favorable to ethical reflection, bioethics and
training in good practices, throughout the career of the researcher.
The main objective of the Policy should be, in order of preferences: Research
integrity and promote a culture favorable to ethical reflection, bioethics and
training in good practices, throughout the career of the researcher.

ROAD MAP OF THE POLICY
Operational and strategic Matrix of the Policy
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Currently, we are executing this road map.

TRAINING

CONCLUSIONS
The Colombian experience has showed that research integrity depends more
and more on the ability of science and technology systems (it´s to say: from
the researchers and others stakeholders) to think about themselves and self‐
correct. The capacity for self‐criticism and self‐evaluation, of the diverse actors
of these Systems of science and technology: civil society, financiers, companies,
Universities, among others, it’s the guarantee of a research integrity.
In the last 8 years, Colombia got involved in a series of Dialogues with the
researchers about ethic of research, allowing the creation of a national policy in
2018. This Policy involves the scientists and the stakeholders.

Currently
these are the
researchers who are
thinking about the
scientific practice in
Colombia
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