
 

 

 

 

Please note: 

This version of the Regulation is a translation 

of the official German version and is provided 

for informational purpose only. It has no 

legally binding effect.  

 

The legally binding version is published in our Official Notices. 

This regulation was translated using a neural machine translation 

service. We do not guarantee the quality or accuracy of the 

translation. 



Inform
ati

onal 
Versi

on
Regulations of the Commission on Responsibility in 

Science of the Doctoral School NRW 
from 04.04.2023 

 

Like all research institutions, the Doctoral School of Applied Research in North Rhine-

Westphalia (Doctoral School NRW) is responsible for creating a framework in which its 

researchers can conduct responsible research. This includes the establishment of principles 

with regard to ethically relevant aspects of research projects and the establishment of a 

commission on responsibility in science. It thus takes into account the Constitution of the 

Doctoral School of Applied Research in North Rhine-Westphalia (Doctoral School NRW) of 

29.01.2021 and § 10 of the Regulations on Safeguarding Good Scientific Practice and Dealing 

with Scientific Misconduct at the Doctoral School NRW of 19.04.2022. The Commission on 

Responsibility in Science of the Doctoral School NRW offers researchers guidance on ethically 

relevant aspects of research projects and formulates corresponding recommendations. 
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§ 1 Commission on Responsibility in Science 

(1) The Doctoral School Senate, in consultation with the Executive Board in accordance with 

Section 15 (1) of the Constitution, shall decide to establish a Commission on Academic 

Responsibility (hereinafter referred to as the Commission). 

(2) Advice and opinions on ethically relevant aspects of research projects are generally 

provided by the relevant committee of the respective supporting university. In justified cases 

and with the consent of the university at which the research project is located, the Doctoral 

School NRW committee may be called upon if the Doctoral School NRW's area of responsibility 

and thus the promotion of young academics is affected.  

(3) The Commission works according to a procedure (Annex), which defines the process for 

the Commission's activities and regulations for safeguarding good scientific practice and 

dealing with Scientific Misconduct at the Doctoral School NRW.  
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§ 2 Responsibility in science 

(1) The supporting universities and the Doctoral School NRW ensure framework conditions 

that guarantee a responsible approach to the freedom of science and research. 

(2) Irrespective of the advice and opinion of the Commission, the researcher remains 

responsible for his or her own actions. 

 

§ 3 Tasks of the Commission for Responsibility in science 

(1) The Commission supports and advises the members and Affiliated Members of the 

Doctoral School NRW with regard to research projects for which they are responsible by 

issuing statements on ethically relevant aspects before and during the implementation of 

research projects. It informs the members and Affiliated Members of the Doctoral School NRW 

about the tasks of the Commission and raises awareness for the transparent handling of 

ethically relevant aspects of research. 

(2) The Commission shall work on the basis of the applicable law and scientific standards as 

well as the relevant professional rules. It shall take into account relevant national and 

international recommendations and shall base its work on the current state of science and 

research.   

(3) The results of the review and the opinions of the Commission are recommendations and 

do not release the researchers from their responsibility in science. 

(4) Ethically relevant aspects in research with and on humans relate to standards that are 

oriented towards the dignity of all, self-determination and the well-being of each individual. 

The Commission is concerned both with standards and principles within the field of research 

and with the impact of research on individuals and society. 

(5) The Commission does not perform the tasks of a public-law ethics commission under the 

North Rhine-Westphalia Health Professions Act and does not assess research projects that fall 

within its remit. 

 

§ 4 Composition and term of office of the members 

(1) The Commission consists of five professorial members from different departments 

representing different disciplines, one doctoral candidate, one member of the Staff member 

and one member of the Executive Board. The commission should include a person with legal 

qualifications. 

(2) The members of the committee are appointed by the Executive Board of the Doctoral 

School NRW in agreement with the Doctoral School Senate. In addition, one deputy shall be 

appointed for each member. This deputy is also a substitute member in the event that the 

committee member to be represented by him or her is himself or herself one of the applicants. 

The professorial members of the committee should have research experience and be 

experienced in the assessment of scientific and research ethics issues. 

(3) The Commission shall be composed of equal numbers of men and women. 
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(4) The members shall elect a chairperson and a deputy chairperson from among the 

professorial members of the Commission by majority vote for a term of office of three years. 

The chairperson of the commission represents the commission internally and externally. Re-

election is possible. 

(5) The Chairperson shall be operationally supported in their work by the Staff members. 

(6) Members may resign at any time without giving reasons. For good cause, a member may 

be recalled by the Executive Board at the request of the Doctoral School Senate. If a member 

resigns, a new member shall be appointed for the remaining term of office of the committee. 

(7) The names of the members of the Commission shall be published on the Doctoral School 

NRW homepage. 

 

§ 5 Legal status of the Commission for Responsibility in Science  

(1) The Commission and its members are independent in the performance of their duties and 

are not bound by instructions. They shall act to the best of their knowledge and belief.  

(2) Members shall not be personally liable for their activities on the Commission. 

 

§ 6 Opening of proceedings 

(1) The Commission becomes active 

1) at the request of project-leading researchers (Section 6 (4), (5) sentences 1 and 2, (6)) 

2) at the request of doctoral candidates involved in the project (Section 6 (5) sentence 2, 

(7), (8)) 

3) at the request of other researchers involved in the project (Section 6 (5) sentence 2, 

(7), (8)) 

4) on substantiated information from third parties (Section 6 (8)). 

(2) Causes that justify the opening of proceedings are: 

1) Advice and opinion on ethically relevant aspects, 

2) Statement on ethically relevant aspects for submission to third-party funders, 

3) Statement on ethically relevant aspects for submission to publication bodies in 

preparation of publications. 

(3) The Commission shall only become active if the application contains the consent of the 

supporting university at which the research project is located, as specified in § 1 (2), and if the 

area of responsibility of the doctoral college and thus the promotion of early career 

researchers is affected.  

(4) Cases of consultation are justified as follows: 

Project leaders shall carry out a simple self-assessment before the start of the project to assess 

whether or not the project contains ethically relevant aspects within the meaning of 

Section 3 (4). If, when preparing the self-assessment, there are indications for project-leading 

researchers that their project contains ethically relevant aspects, they can submit an 

application for advice to the Commission, provided that the supporting university gives its 
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approval. The documents to be submitted with the application are regulated by the 

Commission. 

(5) Cases for comments pursuant to Section 6 (2) sentences 2 and 3 are justified as follows: 

1) When applying for research funding, project leaders are obliged to submit a vote on 

ethically relevant aspects of the research project to the funding body. Following 

approval by the supporting university, the committee can draw up a corresponding 

statement.  

2) Project leaders and researchers involved in the project as well as doctoral candidates 

involved in the project are obliged to submit a vote to the publication body regarding 

ethically relevant aspects of the research project. After approval by the supporting 

university, the committee can draw up a corresponding statement. 

(6) The researchers leading the project should inform the Commission immediately if doubts 

arise about the ethical admissibility (Section 3 (4)) during the implementation or in the event 

of changes to the research project. 

(7) Doctoral candidates and other researchers involved in the project may submit an 

application if doubts arise as to the ethical admissibility (Section 3 (4)) of the application or 

implementation of the research project, provided that the supporting university at which the 

research project is based has given its consent. 

(8) The Commission may also make substantiated comments from members and Affiliated 

Members of the Doctoral School NRW on ethically relevant research the subject of its 

deliberations, based on Section 10 (3) of the Regulations for Safeguarding Good Scientific 

Practice and Dealing with Scientific Misconduct at the Doctoral School NRW. Confidentiality in 

accordance with Section 12 (1) of the Regulations for Safeguarding Good Scientific Practice 

and Dealing with Scientific Misconduct at the Doctoral School NRW also applies to this 

information. The Commission is not obliged to follow up anonymous reports and will only take 

action if the supporting university at which the research project is based has given its consent. 

 

§ 7 Procedure 

(1) The Commission shall meet as required, but at least once a year. Meetings may be held as 

face-to-face, audio or video conferences or in hybrid form. The notice period for meetings 

shall be at least 14 days, unless it is shortened with the agreement of all members. The 

chairperson opens, chairs and decides the meetings.  

(2) The meetings of the Commission shall not be public. The members of the Commission are 

bound to secrecy. The same applies to external reviewers and experts called in as required 

and to Staff members supporting the Commission. 

(3) The applicant has the right to submit a written statement at any time and to inspect 

reviews and opinions obtained by the Commission. He or she may be heard by the Commission 

before submitting his or her statement and shall be heard at his or her request. Other parties 

involved in the research project may be heard. 

(4) The Commission shall adopt its opinion after an oral discussion.  
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(5) If necessary, the Commission may consult experts from the relevant subject areas who are 

not members or Affiliated Members of the Doctoral School NRW and obtain reviews. 

(6) The results of the Commission's meetings shall be recorded in minutes and archived for at 

least ten years. 

 

§ 8 Adoption of resolutions 

(1) The Commission shall pass its resolutions with the participation of at least five members. 

Members who are involved in the research project in question or whose interests are affected 

in such a way that there is concern of bias shall be excluded from deliberation and decision-

making. 

(2) The Commission shall strive to reach a consensus on the decisions to be taken. If such a 

consensus is not reached, it shall decide by a majority of the votes cast. Abstentions shall be 

regarded as a rejection. In the event of a tie, the Chairperson shall have the casting vote. If no 

member objects, resolutions may be passed by way of circulation. 

(3) In matters that cannot be postponed and in which a decision by the Commission cannot be 

reached in good time, the Chairperson shall decide. The chairperson must inform the 

Commission immediately of the reasons for the decision taken and the manner in which it was 

made. 

(4) The Commission shall comment on the occasions for initiating proceedings referred to in 

Section 6 (2). The opinions do not release the person responsible for the research project from 

responsibility for their own actions with regard to the further procedure. 

(5) The Commission documents that it has advised the applicant with regard to the ethical 

permissibility of the research project. Within the scope of its professional competence, it shall 

comment on the extent to which, in its opinion, the implementation of the project appears 

ethically justifiable, if necessary with modifications and conditions, e.g. to minimize risks. 

(6) The opinion shall be communicated in writing to the person who submitted the application, 

the Executive Board of PK NRW and the university management of the supporting university 

at which the research project is located.  

 

§ 9 Entry into force 

These regulations come into force on the day after their publication in the Official Notices of 

the Doctoral School NRW. 

Issued on the basis of the decision of the Doctoral School Senate of 04.04.2023. 

 

Bochum, 28.04.2023    St. Augustin, 04.04.2023 

Chairman of the Board   The Chairman of the Doctoral School Senate 

signed Sternberg    signed Jung 

(Prof. Dr. Martin Sternberg)   (Prof. Dr. Norbert Jung) 
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