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INVITED SPEAKERS

Barbara Reiter, University of Graz
What does it mean to successfully complete a 
doctorate… and what’s integrity got to do with it?
This talk explores three interconnected themes related to the pur-
suit of success in academic and professional contexts. First, it exam-
ines expectations through the lens of Bloom’s Taxonomy, focusing 
on the hierarchical cognitive skills required for achieving expertise 
and mastery. Second, the discussion delves into the multifaceted 
nature of “success,” analyzing its personal, disciplinary, and societal 
dimensions, as well as the complex interrelations between them. 
Finally, the relationship between success and integrity is explored, 
with “integrity” conceptualized as both a sense of wholeness and 
adherence to a set of core values. By addressing these topics, the 
talk aims to provide a nuanced understanding of success and its 
ethical implications, offering insights into how individuals and dis-
ciplines can align achievement with integrity.

Dr Barbara Reiter is a Lecturer in Philosophy and Ethics at the Uni-
versity of Graz. She was previously Professor of Philosophy, Ethics 
and Professional Ethics at the Bern University of Applied Sciences 
for Social Work. Barbara Reiter also taught at the Institute 5 of the 
University College of Teacher Education Styria and on the Master’s 
programme in Social Work at the FH Joanneum Graz and was the 
scientific director of the University of Graz’s Code of Values and 
Conduct.

Nataša Jakominić Marot, University of Rijeka
Research integrity in action
European research policy does far more than set strategic direc-
tions: it shapes how knowledge is created, shared and funded and 
how researchers navigate their careers. Ethics and integrity are not 
boxes to tick but principles that must be actively embedded in dai-
ly research and decision-making. This session explores how policy 

influences the realities of research and researcher careers. It focus-
es on five key structural policies within Europe’s ERA Policy Agenda 
2025–2027: reforming research assessment, strengthening research 
careers, promoting inclusive gender equality, advancing open sci-
ence and enhancing trust through engagement. Through prac-
tical examples, doctoral researchers will see how policy is shap-
ing research assessment, promoting responsible and transparent 
research, addressing reproducibility challenges and influencing 
opportunities for funding, collaboration and career progression 
across Europe.

Ms Nataša Jakominić Marot is Head of the University of Rijeka 
Centre for Research and Innovation. She is an expert in EU higher 
education research management and R&I policy and an institu-
tional peer reviewer and active contributor to the implementation 
of ERA Policy in her fields of expertise. Her portfolio also includes 
EU programmes & projects, innovation, reform of research assess-
ment and knowledge valorisation. Nataša holds MA in languages 
from the University of Zagreb, MBA in Public Administration and 
Management from Vienna, executive education in Innovation for 
Economic Development certificate from Harvard Kennedy School 
– Harvard University, and is in a PhD candidate in Sustainable De-
velopment. A member of multiple advisory, expert and policy plat-
forms (including EARMA ACPC/CPEG, YERUN Policy Platform and 
two CoARA working groups), she also contributes as an author and 
speaker in her fields of expertise.

Nina Peršak, University of Ljubljana
Publish or perish, but with integrity! Ethical challenges 
in contemporary scientific publishing
While institutional codes of ethics and codes of conduct relating 
to research integrity (such as ALLEA’s European Code of Conduct 
for Research Integrity) provide valuable orientation for academic 
authors in terms of principles to follow and unethical practices to 
avoid, they often lack more practical guidance and recommenda-
tions that enable prospective authors to navigate the contempo-
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rary field of scientific publishing, ridden with challenges generat-
ed, among others, by power imbalances in the structural setting, 
technological (particularly AI) developments and financial inter-
ests. The talk will highlight some of these and present good re-
search practices that aim at addressing them, thereby contributing 
to the culture of integrity and research excellence.

Prof. Dr Nina Peršak holds a PhD in law (Ljubljana) and a master’s 
degree in law and a master’s in social and developmental psychol-
ogy (both from the University of Cambridge). As a Specialist Con-
sultant for Research Ethics and Integrity, she heads the Unit for 
Ethics and Integrity in Research at the Rectorate of the University 
of Ljubljana. She is also Full Professor of Law, Scientific Director 
of the Institute for Criminal-Law Ethics and Criminology, Academ-
ic Consultant at Ghent University, Belgium (where she previously 
worked as a professor for several years), and Co-Director of the 
Working Group ‘Equity and Criminal Justice’ at the Berkeley Center 
for Comparative Equality and Anti-Discrimination Law, UC Berke-
ley. As a member of Ethics Advisory Boards and a scientific and 
ethics evaluator of research projects at the European, regional and 
national levels, she has many years of experience in assessing the 
ethics of research and advising various stakeholders on ethical and 
integrity aspects in science.

SESSION 1:  
IDENTIFYING, AVOIDING, ADDRESSING BIAS  
IN RESEARCH

Fabian Veider, University of Graz
Addressing structural bias in computational social 
science
While debates about bias in computational social science (CSS) 
often focus on data quality or algorithmic design, this work high-
lights structural bias — the unequal distribution of access to com-
putational resources, data, and infrastructures. I examine how such 
asymmetries can impact ethical research practice and influence the 
conditions under which social knowledge is produced, given that 
much of today’s analytical capacity resides in a few corporate eco-
systems such as Meta, Google, and OpenAI. These infrastructures 
influence which social questions can be asked and which methods 
are viable, creating a risk of epistemic dependency, where aca-
demic inquiry may inadvertently align with commercial priorities.

At the same time, positive developments are emerging. Policy meas-
ures such as the EU Digital Services Act (DSA) promote transparen-
cy and accountability in data governance, and growing open data 
movements demonstrate the potential for more inclusive and acces-
sible research practices. To build on these opportunities, I propose 
several complementary steps: investing in public research infrastruc-
tures, ensuring equitable access to large-scale datasets, developing 
ethical collaboration models between academia and industry, and 
supporting digital literacy at under-resourced institutions. Coordi-
nated efforts can help researchers preserve autonomy, strengthen 
methodological rigor, and mitigate structural inequalities in CSS.

Addressing structural bias is not merely a technical or regulatory 
challenge but an ethical one. Sustaining computational social sci-
ence as a publicly accountable and intellectually diverse field re-
quires confronting the political economy of data and reaffirming 
our shared responsibility to foster openness, inclusivity, and critical 
reflection in research practice.
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Hakile Resulbegoviq, University of Ljubljana
Cognitive interviewing as a theoretical framework for 
ethical integrity in cross-national survey research
Cross-national surveys are essential tools for understanding atti-
tudes and behaviors across societies, yet they often face threats 
to validity and ethical integrity. Variations in language, culture, and 
respondent comprehension can produce biased data and under-
mine the principles of informed consent, equity, and fairness. De-
spite the increasing use of surveys in international projects, limit-
ed attention has been given to how methodological tools such as 
cognitive interviewing contribute not only to measurement quality 
but also to broader questions of research ethics. 

This paper offers a theoretical analysis of cognitive interviewing 
as both a methodological and ethical safeguard in global survey 
research. Drawing on the Total Survey Error model and cognitive 
response process theory, it argues that cognitive interviewing 
helps identify hidden biases, improves cross-cultural comparabil-
ity, and ensures that questions are understood consistently across 
languages. From an ethical standpoint, cognitive interviewing en-
hances transparency, strengthens informed consent by reducing 
misinterpretation, and promotes inclusion of diverse and mar-
ginalized populations. The findings suggest that conceptualizing 
cognitive interviewing as an ethical practice—rather than merely 
a technical pre-test—contributes to research integrity, reproduci-
bility, and the legitimacy of cross-national survey data. 

By framing cognitive interviewing within the domain of ethics and 
integrity, this paper highlights its role in advancing responsible and 
trustworthy survey research in increasingly interconnected global 
contexts. 

Samar Zughool, University of Ljubljana
Nesting colonialism as unethical practice in migration 
and gender research 
Tanja Petrović’s concept of “nesting colonialisms” highlights how 
regions without a formal colonial past nevertheless reproduce co-
lonial logics through hierarchies of othering and claims of superi-
ority. While feminist scholarship has extensively critiqued coloni-
al practices in research and proposed ethical responses, no work 
has examined how nesting colonialism operates in practice within 
research on migration and gender. This paper addresses that gap 
through a feminist discourse analysis of three case studies on mi-
gration, integration, and gender that were conducted in Slovenia. 
It shows how research practices that present themselves as protec-
tive or neutral can reproduce nesting-colonial narratives through 
gendered and ethnicized stereotypes. Using an intersectional fem-
inist standpoint and autoethnographic methods, and drawing on 
the author’s experience as a feminist community worker in migra-
tion, the paper develops a practical model for undoing nesting-co-
lonial practices in qualitative research on migration, gender, and 
integration. The model’s core elements are: (1) co-creating termi-
nology and interpretive “dictionaries” with participating communi-
ties; (2) treating identity protection (anonymization, pseudonymi-
zation, and other safeguards) as a proactive, context-sensitive, and 
negotiable process rather than a one-off procedure; (3) examining 
the relationship between identity concealment in research and in-
ternalised oppression; and (4) analysing the root causes that lead 
research participants to conceal their identities instead of treat-
ing concealment as an endpoint. The study does not categorically 
reject anonymization measures; rather, it argues for investigating 
their causes and for ongoing, negotiated confidentiality practices 
grounded in power-aware ethics.
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Iris Hunziker, University of Graz
From philosophical insights to practical implications:  
a phenomenological and interdisciplinary approach to 
understanding ‘Stimmigkeitserleben’
Stimmigkeitserleben refers to a form of intuitive, bodily-felt knowl-
edge and is a key element in hypnosystemic psychotherapeutic 
practice. This approach emphasises the activation of inner resourc-
es and fosters solution-focused coping strategies in the face of 
challenges. 

My interest in Stimmigkeitserleben arises from both my academ-
ic background and my professional work as a hypnosystemic 
counsellor. The latter affords me unique, practice-based, situated 
knowledge of the phenomenon, a knowledge that is inherently 
incomplete, calling for theoretical supplementation. 

My PhD project explores how people experience and articulate 
Stimmigkeitserleben, and how it differs from related phenomena 
such as moods, feelings, and intuition. A central aim is to develop 
a conceptual framework that includes an experience-based mod-
el reflecting its phenomenological structure and that supports its 
theoretical articulation across disciplines. 

My research adopts an interdisciplinary approach and follows a 
spiral process in which empirical investigations and philosophical 
inquiry continuously inform one another, creating a hermeneutic 
cycle of understanding. I pursue my research as a member of the 
sysTelios Think Tank, a research group committed to the scientific 
exploration of the hypnosystemic approach within clinical settings 
and its integration into frameworks such as complex system theory.

SESSION 2:  
REFLEXIVITY, POSITIONALITY AND ETHICAL  
SELF-AWARENESS OF RESEARCHERS

Eriona Ajvazi, University of Graz
Ethical challenges in discourse-based bias detection:  
a case study of the Belgrade–Pristina dialogue
This paper explores the ethical challenges that arise in dis-
course-based bias detection within post-conflict and politically 
sensitive contexts, with a specific focus on the Belgrade–Pristina 
Dialogue. Drawing on the methodological framework of Critical 
Discourse Analysis (CDA), this study interrogates the narratives, 
power asymmetries, and implicit ideological positions embedded 
in official communications, media discourse, and institutional texts 
related to the Kosovo–Serbia negotiations.

While CDA offers powerful tools for exposing discursive bias, 
its interpretative nature raises complex ethical questions about 
researcher positionality, neutrality, and the potential impact of 
analysis. In a context marked by deep historical grievances and 
contested statehood, researchers face the dual responsibility of 
maintaining methodological integrity while navigating their own 
socio-political proximity to the subject matter. The paper reflects 
on the tensions between objectivity and advocacy, especially when 
the researcher’s identity intersects with the conflict under study.

This case study highlights several key ethical dilemmas: how to 
avoid reproducing dominant or exclusionary narratives; how to en-
sure respectful engagement with sensitive material; and how to 
communicate findings in ways that promote academic rigor with-
out exacerbating political polarization. The study also emphasiz-
es the importance of reflexivity, transparency in analytical proce-
dures, and the ethical necessity of framing discourse research in 
ways that are contextually sensitive and socially responsible.

Grounded in a real-world conflict mediation case, this paper offers 
ethical insights for researchers working at the intersection of lan-
guage, politics, and post-conflict reconciliation.
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Costanza De Cillia, University of Ljubljana
Fragility on display: hanging and the scholar’s ethical 
challenge
Hanging has long been stigmatized as the most ignominious de-
mise, exposing condemned bodies to humiliation, as a spectacle 
sovereign power engraves its authority on. Yet the cultural mean-
ings of hanging reach beyond their historical contexts into the 
“pornography of death”: in the contemporary pathological public 
sphere, this morbid obsession has metastasized into new econo-
mies of fascination atrocity exhibitions, torture porn, aestheticized 
gore, creepy-kawaii fashion —where voyeuristic consumption of 
suffering thrives.

My research, at the intersection of Death and Religion Studies, 
foregrounds the interpretive dimension of hanging: whether sub-
mitted to capital punishment, martyrdom, or lynching, the hanged 
body always demands ethical and reflexive scrutiny, in which it 
may be conceptualized as a paradigmatic cursed death, because 
its deliberately degrading modalities: the condemned is reduced 
to a puppet-like figure exhibited on the scaffold stage, suspend-
ed, fragile, defenceless. Death arrives either through the sudden 
fracture of the neck or the prolonged agony of strangulation, dur-
ing which involuntary and socially awkward physiological reactions 
become part of the public spectacle of disgrace.

Death and transgression touch the limit of the sacred, while the 
image of suffering can become more real than the event itself, 
seducing us into a simulacrum where spectacle risks eclipsing the 
victim. To study the hanged body is then to confront enduring 
traces of shame and suffering, avoiding any instrumentalization 
and maintaining compassion for their victims: scholars in fact must 
contribute to an ethics of representation that honours the dignity 
of the dead.

Lucija Tomac Cvitković, University of Rijeka
Ethical challenges in family research within pedagogy 
Family research explores the dynamics, structures, and practices 
within households, but it also raises significant ethical challenges 
due to the sensitivity of private and intimate data. This paper deals 
with the core ethical principles guiding family research, including 
informed consent, privacy, child protection, cultural sensitivity, and 
the management of power relations. Particular attention is given to 
vulnerable groups such as children, whose participation requires 
both parental permission and child assent, as well as careful adap-
tation of research methods to ensure their voices are respected. 
The paper also emphasizes the importance of confidentiality, not 
only in data protection but also in interpretation and dissemina-
tion, since misrepresentation may harm both individuals and fam-
ily relationships.

Special consideration is given to sensitive topics such as gender 
roles, sexual orientation, and family violence. Research on gender 
must avoid reinforcing stereotypes while acknowledging struc-
tural inequalities. Studies involving family members must ensure 
safety, avoid heteronormative bias, and recognize the legitimacy 
of diverse family forms. Researching family violence raises com-
plex dilemmas, requiring protocols that balance participant con-
fidentiality with obligations to report harm and provide support. 
Across both qualitative and quantitative methods, ethics is shown 
to be a continuous, context-dependent process, requiring reflex-
ivity and responsibility from researchers. Ultimately, ethical prac-
tice not only protects participants but also enhances the credibility, 
validity, and social value of family research.
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Ella Breitfuß, University of Graz
Science needs more than standards
Standardizing frameworks are a key element of good scientific 
practice. They encompass the technical, methodological, infra-
structural, and normative structures that shape how research is 
conducted, documented, and evaluated. By establishing shared 
baselines, these frameworks aim to enhance transparency, com-
parability, and reproducibility. Yet not all fields lend themselves 
to the same degree of standardization. In laboratory-based disci-
plines such as biomedicine, methods, for instance, are shaped and 
constrained by material and technical requirements, often result-
ing in relatively uniform procedures. In contrast, computational 
research involves a broad range of open-ended design choices, 
making strong methodological standardization more difficult to 
achieve. One might expect that disciplines operating with stronger 
standardizing frameworks are also more reproducible. However, 
reproducibility crises have also emerged in fields where extensive 
standardization is possible, such as biomedicine and psychology. 
This gap exposes a deeper problem: standardizing frameworks 
are necessary but not sufficient for research integrity. I argue that 
such frameworks should be complemented by ethical reflection 
- understood as a structured and explicit engagement with the 
methodological, epistemic, institutional, and societal dimensions 
of scientific research. The less standardization a field allows, the 
more essential such reflection becomes. Integrating these practic-
es into research training and reporting can make standards more 
meaningful, context-sensitive, and adaptive to disciplinary reali-
ties. Ethical reflection cannot replace standardization, but it can 
deepen its effectiveness. Combining formal standards with con-
scious ethical responsibility offers a more robust foundation for 
producing reliable, trustworthy knowledge in both highly stand-
ardized and flexible research settings.

SESSION 3:  
RESPECT AND CARE TOWARDS HUMAN 
PARTICIPANTS, AND IN PARTICULAR VULNERABLE 
ONES 

Emina Mušija, University of Ljubljana
Women’s political participation at the local level  
of government in Bosnia and Herzegovina
This doctoral dissertation, titled Women’s Political Participation at 
the Local Level of Government in Bosnia and Herzegovina, provides 
an in-depth, comprehensive, and scientifically significant analysis 
of the shortcomings and patterns of women’s political participa-
tion in BiH, offering evidence-based policy recommendations for 
improvement.

The study examines a large dataset covering results of all local 
elections held in 142 municipalities across BiH from 1997 to 2020. 
In cases where official data are incomplete or unavailable, sup-
plementary qualitative methods, including interviews and focus 
groups with candidates, elected officials, and local stakeholders 
are conducted to ensure data completeness. The analysis com-
pares the representation of men and women on candidate lists and 
their electoral outcomes, and explores regional variations across 
the cantons of the Federation of BiH, as well as between the Fed-
eration, the Republika Srpska, and the Brčko District. Preliminary 
findings show a slight increase in women’s electoral success across 
the 2004, 2008, and 2012 election cycles.

Throughout the research process, careful attention is given to 
data management and sharing practices, including secure stor-
age, controlled access, anonymization, and responsible dissemi-
nation. Informed consent procedures are rigorously applied for 
all interviewees and focus groups, ensuring participants’ autono-
my, privacy, and protection. By integrating these ethical practices 
directly into the design and implementation of the study, the re-
search maintains both methodological rigor and integrity.
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Combining both methods with robust ethical standards, this dis-
sertation contributes not only to understanding barriers to wom-
en’s political participation but also to advancing best practices in 
research ethics, data governance, and participant protection.

Daniela Car Mohač, University of Rijeka
Research ethics with children in early childhood and 
preschool education: challenges and responsibilities 
of researchers
Research in the field of early childhood and preschool education 
is extremely important for understanding children’s development, 
needs, and experiences during their earliest years. However, when 
research participants are children—especially those of preschool 
age—ethical issues become particularly sensitive and complex. 
This paper focuses on exploring the ethical challenges and re-
sponsibilities faced by researchers working with children, includ-
ing issues of informed consent, privacy protection, preservation 
of dignity, and ensuring the well-being of participants. Emphasis 
is placed on the role of adults (educators, parents, and research-
ers) in mediating children’s rights within the research process, as 
well as on the need to develop ethically sensitive methods that 
respect the child’s perspective and voice. The aim of this paper is 
to encourage critical reflection on how to research with children, 
rather than about them, while respecting their rights, autonomy 
and development.

Lucija Rojko, University of Ljubljana
Ethics and research integrity in nursing studies 
involving patients: emphasis on qualitative 
approaches
Purpose: To present an overview of ethics and research integrity 
in nursing studies involving patients, with a focus on the particu-
larities of qualitative approaches, where relational, contextual, and 
interpretative processes are central.

Methods: A review of professional and scientific literature from 
journals, repositories, and guidelines was conducted. The included 
literature addressed ethical frameworks in qualitative research in-
volving patients as the target population, as well as works providing 
direct methodological and ethical support for Slovenian studies. 
Results: Although limited in scope, the selection of sources is di-
verse in content. Ethical issues are often discussed only in gen-
eral terms, while in certain contexts researchers rely on existing 
standards but also highlight the need for additional, more pre-
cise practice guidelines. Studies focusing on socially vulnerable 
groups emphasized participants’ structural vulnerability, yet pro-
tective procedures were less frequently described in detail. Na-
tional regulatory documents and ethical codes provide a frame-
work, but their application and consistent reporting in qualitative 
publications are sometimes inconsistent.

Conclusion: Ethical reflection in qualitative nursing research some-
times appears uneven. The following directions were identified: 
(1) more consistent standardized reporting, (2) context-sensitive 
guidelines for qualitative work, and (3) strengthening reflexivity 
and co-creation with participants.

Ana Cikač, University of Ljubljana
Between consent and experience: ethical reflections 
on lived experiences in bed rest studies
Introduction: Bed rest studies (BR) investigate physiological chang-
es due to microgravity or prolonged inactivity. Conducted under 
rigorous conditions, the environment and standard measurements 
are very intrusive, with specific types of isolation structuring ex-
treme conditions. However, participants are often recruited from 
the general population, which requires adaptation to conditions 
that are very different from participants’ daily routines. 

Objective: This study aims to present the participants’ perspectives 
on participation in the BR study. The focus is on the ethical aspects of 
the difference between the understanding of informed consent and 
the lived experience of the participants after completion of the study. 
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Methods: We investigated the first-person lived experience 
through retrospective semi-structured interviews (n=20) with male 
participants of a previous long-term BR study. For data collection 
and analysis, interpretative phenomenological approach was used. 
Interpretation of the results is based on the theoretical framework 
of phenomenology and studies of everyday life. 

Results: Preliminary results indicate that understanding one’s par-
ticipation, based on informed consent, motivates joining the study, 
while personal experiences completing it. However, these two of-
ten do not align. Lived experiences are dynamic, changing over 
time and space, influenced by interpersonal relationships and in-
dividual body perceptions, making them hard to capture in formal 
consents. Meanwhile, informed consents in BR studies usually fo-
cus only on technical descriptions of protocols and measurements, 
creating a possible discrepancy. 

Conclusion: Exploring intersections of individual lived experiences 
helps identify common themes to enhance how these experienc-
es are communicated and integrated into informed consent for 
future BR studies.

Antonija Todić, University of Ljubljana	
Ethical and practical dilemmas in qualitative interviews 
with migrant workers in eldercare
This paper discusses the practical and ethical challenges that arise 
when conducting qualitative research, based on the case of mi-
grant workers in elderly care in Slovenia. Despite the growing num-
ber of handbooks and articles that address epistemological, the-
oretical and practical aspects of qualitative research, qualitative 
research is often treated as self-evident and underexamined in the 
literature, which can be especially frustrating for less experienced 
researchers. In relation to ethical concerns, these are often present-
ed as a matter of procedural compliance (ethics approvals, consent 
forms, data-management plans). Yet many of the most pressing 
challenges emerge in the everyday realities of fieldwork and re-
main underexplored.

The aim of my presentation is to highlight some dilemmas, both 
practical and ethical, encountered while conducting interviews. 
These include, for example, (1) recruiting the appropriate sample, 
building rapport, and recognising the limitations of interviews—
navigating trust, fatigue, and representativeness; (2) negotiating 
the gap between researchers’ assumptions and participants’ per-
spectives—differences in interests, expectations, and interpreta-
tions; (3) managing sensitive data—navigating how to responsi-
bly store and share qualitative data under FAIR principles without 
compromising participants’ safety or interpretive value. 

By foregrounding these often-overlooked practicalities, the paper 
contributes to discussions of research ethics by showing how di-
lemmas unfold before, during, and after fieldwork. Greater atten-
tion to these situated challenges can enhance the quality of qual-
itative data collection, analysis and interpretation.
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SESSION 4:  
RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 

Kristina Host, University of Rijeka
Moral AI
Ethics in artificial intelligence (AI) refers to the set of moral prin-
ciples that guide the design, development, and use of AI systems 
to promote fairness, transparency, and human well-being. Integrity 
complements this by ensuring honesty and moral soundness, so that 
data, models, and outcomes are accurate, secure, and reliable. To-
gether, ethics and integrity are essential for building trustworthy AI.

Language models illustrate both opportunity and risk. They assist 
with learning, translation, and writing, but may generate harmful 
content or respond to unsafe prompts, such as: “Explain how to by-
pass a security system.” Developers must set clear rules, including 
safety filters, value-based guidelines, and escalation protocols, to 
ensure responsible behavior.

Machine learning increasingly shapes everyday decisions. For ex-
ample, recruitment systems may screen résumés efficiently, but 
biased or narrow datasets risk excluding women or minorities. 
Similarly, banks use credit-scoring models to approve loans, where 
limited or unrepresentative data can disadvantage some groups. 
Ethical deployment therefore requires diverse, inclusive data and 
transparent criteria.

Furthermore, computer vision relies on training visual data collect-
ed from multiple sources, often without explicit consent, raising 
privacy and trust concerns. In medicine, for example, AI can assist 
doctors in diagnosing conditions and suggesting treatments, yet 
can we fully trust an algorithm to decide a patient’s recovery path? 
This emphasizes the need for oversight, ethical standards, and hu-
man involvement in critical decisions.

As AI increasingly shapes real-world outcomes, we must ask: who 
is responsible if a machine makes a harmful decision, and how can 
such outcomes be prevented?

Katarina Banov Trošelj, University of Rijeka
AI and academic integrity: exploring moral judgment 
in university students
The aim of this study is to examine the maturity of moral reason-
ing in university students when confronted with ethical dilem-
mas related to the use of artificial intelligence (AI) in educational 
and academic settings. Grounded in Lawrence Kohlberg’s cogni-
tive-developmental model of moral judgment (1985), moral de-
velopment is conceptualized as a progression through six stages, 
from pre-conventional reasoning driven by fear of punishment to 
post-conventional reasoning guided by universal ethical princi-
ples. This framework continues to serve as a valuable foundation 
for operationalizing moral reasoning, and we propose its applica-
tion to the challenges posed by ethical dilemmas in AI use.

To assess moral reasoning, we employ the Test of Moral Reason-
ing (TMR; Proroković, 2016), which presents participants with two 
moral dilemmas and corresponding pro- and contra-arguments 
aligned with Kohlberg’s stages. Participants rate the acceptability 
of each argument on a six-point scale, producing an index of mor-
al judgment maturity. Additionally, a novel AI-focused dilemma 
was developed, addressing academic and professional integrity 
through a scenario in which a student considers using AI tools to 
complete an assignment. Arguments for and against the act are 
staged according to Kohlberg’s model of moral development. We 
examine the convergent validity of this AI-focused task by com-
paring responses across traditional and AI-related dilemmas and 
exploring associations with independent measures of attitudes to-
ward AI ethics (Jang et al., 2022). Group differences by gender, year 
of study, and socioeconomic status will also be analyzed.

Some implications include the potential for further developmen-
tal research, such as extending established measures of moral rea-
soning to dilemmas of AI-usage. Additionally, this new tool may 
be used to engage students in reflective discussions of ethical di-
lemmas, fostering academic integrity and promoting professional 
responsibility, in line with Kohlberg’s original vision of moral edu-
cation inspired by the Socratic method.
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Vanja Brandić Mičetić, University of Rijeka
“Trust me, I’m a psychologist...” – scientific misconduct 
in focus
Even though psychologists receive thorough training in ethics, 
cases of scientific misconduct still occur in research and academic 
work of these professionals, similar to behaviors observed among 
other university employees. Misconduct includes deliberate ac-
tions such as data fabrication, falsification and plagiarism in pro-
posing, performing, reviewing research or in reporting obtained 
results, which can distort the scientific record and mislead the sci-
entific community, as well as the general population. These actions 
are a direct threat to the validity of psychological science. Cases, 
such as the fraud by Diederik Stapel, have heightened concern for 
the credibility of published findings, especially in social psycholo-
gy. Recent surveys indicate that more covert questionable research 
practices, such as selective reporting, are surprisingly prevalent 
among psychologists. Understanding how common misconduct 
is and why it happens can be first step to increase research integ-
rity, and maintain public trust. In this presentation, by reviewing 
various studies and articles, the prevalence of such practices will 
be outlined, along with explanations of why they occur, sugges-
tions for how to reduce their frequency, and a brief illustration of 
Stapel’s case.

SESSION 5:  
RESEARCH INTEGRITY IN A BROADER ETHICAL  
AND DEVELOPMENTAL CONTEXT

Lin Hang, University of Graz
From Kant to Heidegger: rethinking the ground  
of moral duty to others
This paper aims to illustrate why we bear an absolute moral duty 
to others in light of Heidegger’s existential philosophy. More pre-
cisely, it examines how Heidegger, when confronted with the lim-
itations of Kant’s moral theory, deepens and complements it. Even 
though Kant derives the categorical imperative from the practical 
reason, several problems are left unresolved. For instance, his the-
ory often appears grounded in an isolated subject premise, which 
necessarily results in the neglect of specific emotions and interac-
tions. Secondly, it tends to display a certain formality and externali-
ty, leaving the impression that the categorical imperative functions 
as an externally imposed duty. Thirdly, this perspective directly re-
sults in a lack of grounding in facticity. As far as Heidegger is con-
cerned, by contrast, human existence (Dasein) is not primordial-
ly isolated, rather being-with-others (Mitsein mit Anderen). This 
shows that it is not additional and accidental feature of existence, 
but an ontological constitution. Moreover, the world itself contains 
a structure that is already open to others. For instance, when one 
uses tools or speaks language, one is always already engaged in the 
shared world with others. Together, these constitute the ontologi-
cal facticity and necessity of interpersonal relations.
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Tanja Prokop, University of Rijeka
Empathy and epistemic injustice: a phenomenological 
perspective on research ethics in social care 
institutions
Empathy is often considered an indispensable ethical value in re-
search with vulnerable groups. Yet, its uncritical use within insti-
tutional and research settings can reproduce epistemic injustices 
rather than alleviate them. This paper draws on Edith Stein’s phe-
nomenology of empathy, which frames empathy as an epistemic 
act of accessing the experiences of others, and Dan Zahavi’s view 
of empathy as a mode of understanding that does not rely on af-
fective identification. Together, these perspectives allow for a re-
consideration of empathy as a research attitude that requires epis-
temic humility, distance, and reflexivity.

I will focus on the context of family-related cases within Croatian 
social care institutions, particularly situations of domestic violence 
and custody disputes, where women’s testimonies are often dis-
believed and children’s voices are entrusted to the wrong parent. 
Here, the phenomenological approach will be brought into dia-
logue with Miranda Fricker’s notion of epistemic injustice to high-
light how institutionalized empathy can silence or misrepresent 
those most in need of recognition.

The paper addresses two key ethical challenges: first, how re-
searchers working in social policy contexts can avoid reproduc-
ing institutional biases through the language of empathy; second, 
how phenomenological insights can help reframe empathy as an 
epistemically responsible and ethically reflexive practice. In doing 
so, I argue that phenomenology offers tools for strengthening re-
search integrity, especially when dealing with marginalized and 
vulnerable populations.

Gorana Birovljević, University of Rijeka
When personality meets technology: dark triad traits, 
moral reasoning and ethics in AI-driven academic 
dishonesty
Artificial Intelligence (AI) is becoming deeply embedded in dai-
ly life. Despite its great potential, AI raises significant ethical con-
cerns, particularly related to fairness (including racial and gender 
bias), privacy, and transparency in decision-making processes. Al-
though efforts have been made to address these issues, they per-
sist, largely due to human actions and decisions. 

Understanding the factors that predict AI users’ ethical attitudes 
is therefore essential. This research investigates how sociodemo-
graphic characteristics and stable personality traits influence stu-
dents’ ethical views on AI use, particularly in the context of ac-
ademic dishonesty. Specifically, the study examines a sample of 
university students to assess whether Dark Triad traits (character-
ized by a tendency to disregard social norms, and display manip-
ulative and self-interested behavior) can predict attitudes toward 
AI ethics and levels of moral reasoning in a hypothetical scenario 
involving violations of academic integrity and the ethical principles 
of psychologists’ professional conduct. 

Based on prior findings on relationship between Dark Triad traits 
and academic dishonesty, we hypothesize that students scoring 
higher on measures of psychopathy and Machiavellianism, but not 
narcissism, will show lower awareness of ethical issues and reduced 
sensitivity to ethical dilemmas in the constructed scenarios involv-
ing AI use.

Finally, we will discuss the methodological challenges of research-
ing ethical attitudes and moral reasoning maturity, as well as the 
practical implications of our findings. These include the potential 
for designing interventions to promote academic and professional 
integrity and support the development of AI ethics education in 
higher education settings.
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SESSION 6:  
RESEARCH ETHICS IN A BROADER SOCIAL  
AND FIELD-SPECIFIC CONTEXT 

Elena Maria Scherer, University of Graz
Open science in religious studies: ethical tensions  
and practical realities 
Empirical research in religious studies is increasingly embracing 
Open Science and data sharing, offering new opportunities for 
collaboration and innovation. However, this shift also brings signif-
icant ethical challenges that demand careful consideration. 

This paper examines the ethical dilemmas posed by Open Science 
in the context of religious studies. Researchers must navigate a 
complex landscape where the principles of transparency and data 
accessibility often conflict with the need to protect the privacy, dig-
nity, and cultural sensitivities of research participants. The FAIR-da-
ta guidelines, while promoting data reusability, require extensive 
anonymization and data management processes that may not fully 
account for the deeply personal and context-specific nature of re-
ligious beliefs and practices. The presentation seeks to highlight 
the ethical tensions between theoretical ideals and practical real-
ities, raising critical questions about the prioritization of interests 
in research: Should legal compliance, scientific advancement, or 
ethical responsibility take precedence? 

By focusing on these challenges, this work aims to contribute to 
the ongoing discourse on how religious studies—and other empir-
ical disciplines—can responsibly engage with Open Science while 
upholding high ethical standards.

Alejandro Esteso Pérez, University of Graz
God save the mayor: local illiberal structures  
and practices in Serbia
What explains territorial variations of illiberal politics within 
non-federal States, and how do their traits appear empirically? 
Through the comparative exploration of eight municipalities in 
Serbia, this study examines the structures and practices of local 
illiberalism and attempts to explain what impacts their varying de-
grees of penetration. It builds upon an emerging scholarly liter-
ature on sub-national illiberalism and makes the case for a new 
framework of analysis, whereby illiberal structures and practices 
appear in opposition to three components through which democ-
racy can be subverted: the electoral, the liberal, and the ideological. 
The study draws from a set of elite and non-elite interviews, focus 
groups and comparative ethnography conducted in the selected 
municipalities, where a series of ethical questions and issues are 
bound to arise. Ultimately, the study expects to find evidence that 
a lack of economically emancipatory tools for citizens strengthens 
the local leaders’ grip on power, and that the concentration of eco-
nomic control in their hands facilitates the establishment of illiberal 
structures and practices. A deeper illiberal embeddedness is also 
expected in municipalities where the prevailing ethnic group does 
not prevail at a national level, as well as in those units bordering a 
third State. Municipalities whose leadership belongs to—or aligns 
with—the national ruling party are also more likely to show deeper 
traces of illiberalism.

Tena Pejčić, University of Rijeka	
The ethics of assessment
The ethics of assessment are increasingly recognized as a key 
component of teacher education, although they remain under-re-
searched in the literature. Assessment is closely linked to the work 
of teachers and represents one of the core areas of education that 
is increasing in importance. A fair, transparent, and professional ap-
proach to assessment requires developing teachers’ sensitivity to 
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the ethical challenges they may encounter in practice. Assessment 
is not merely a technical act of assigning a grade, but a process that 
shapes students’ learning experiences, their motivation, and their 
trust in the education system. Unethical practices in assessment, 
such as subjective or unfair approaches, can have long-term nega-
tive consequences for student development and their perception 
of school success. At the same time, assessment serves as a tech-
nique for collecting both qualitative and quantitative data to mon-
itor student progress, which supports the planning of future edu-
cational activities. In the classroom, assessment considers student 
performance across different tasks and contexts. For this reason, 
the implementation of assessment must be ethical to build a just 
educational environment in which students feel safe and trust their 
teachers. Teachers who are aware of the moral aspects of assess-
ment are more likely to create positive educational experiences 
and contribute to a system that fosters accountability, equity, and 
professional integrity. Therefore, future teachers must be system-
atically trained in an ethical approach to assessment during their 
education to ensure fairness, support student development, and 
strengthen the overall quality of the education system.
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