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Report RESEARCH DAY 
Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences 
Maastricht University 
 
On November 8, 2018, the annual Research Day took place at the Groote Societeit Maastricht. 
All research programmes and all types of positions (senior and junior) were well represented. In 
the first part of the day staff talked in break-out groups about the challenges concering data 
management and data storage, based on exemplary research data management paragraphs 
from recent funding applications, for their types of research.  
 
The second part consisted of a lecture by Sally Wyatt, ‘The BA Digital Society: Implications for 
research at FASoS’. After this lecture staff convened again in break-out groups to discuss the 
following topics: Using the 3rd BA as a test bed for research-teaching integration;  Linking to the 
wider UM and national discussion; Digital methods; and The third BA as an opportunity for 
interdisciplinarity / cross-research  programme collaboration.  
 
During the final part of the meeting the FASoS Valorisatie prize was awarded to Floris Peters, 
Hans Schmeets and Maarten Vink and we listened to a driven presentation by Michel Dumontier, 
‘Digital research beyond FASoS – linking across faculty boundaries’. As a follow-up to his talk the 
Research Institute will set up speed dates with his Institute for interested researchers.  
 
All presentations can be found on Intranet: My UM > My FASoS > Research Institute > FASoS 
Research Day. 
 
Reporting from break-out groups and responses by Erik Jansen, Tom Nobbe and Bart van den 
Heuvel 
 
Three break-out groups each discussed a different data management paragraph from a research 
application. One focused on archival research, one on ethnographic research and the third one 
on interviews. 
 
Each break-out group came up with their own challenges, like: 

● How to deal with open data; 
● Who owns the data in a joint project; 
● How to best manage oral consent; 
● Pseudonimity vs. anonymity. 

 
Erik, Tom and Bart responded to the challenges. As it turned out, the solution to a challenge is 
often context dependent. There is no general answer for most questions, the answer depends on 
the details of your research project.  This is why researchers are strongly  advised to contact Tom 
Nobbe (t.nobbe@maastrichtuniversity.nl) when they have questions concerning data 
management; data storage; GDPR etcetera. 
 
Reporting from the following break-out groups: 
 
Group I: Using the 3rd BA as a test bed for research-teaching integration 
 
Research-teaching integration can take place in two main ways: First, staff members may draw 
on their research expertise to develop content for the new BA and to teach in the programme. 
Second, they may draw inspiration from teaching in the programme for their own research. The 
group suggests that a main challenge for research-teaching integration in the BA Digital Society 
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will be to ensure some flexibility, continual innovation and knowledge exchange between staff 
members after the initial programme/course development. Considering the two main 
possibilities for research-teaching integration mentioned above, the group highlights the 
following points: 

1. The first option, i.e. to draw on staff’s expertise and research for courses, is feasible 
during the programme development. Afterwards, this is possible for course coordinators 
too. For tutors though, this is more difficult – and possibly also not always desirable as it 
requires additional time and relevant expertise. One solution could be to keep some 
parts of the programme modular: for example, the year-long courses on surveillance and 
platform society could be complemented by other course options. Staff members could 
develop and offer these courses, focusing on different, contemporary themes relevant to 
digital societies (on a rotating basis). Apart from contributing to research-teaching 
integration, this could also help to make sure that the programme responds flexibly to 
recent, digital development. In addition, it would be beneficial to think about 
possibilities for research-teaching integration at the tutor level. This could be e.g. 
achieved by integrating optional assignments which can be (though don’t have to be) 
replaced by assignments developed by individual tutors. Yet, while this would allow 
tutors to bring in their own expertise, this might be seen critically by students expecting 
the same content across different groups.  

2. The second option, i.e. using the BA as inspiration for research, does not imply that 
everyone should now develop a research profile solely based on teaching. However, 
some of the (digital) methods introduced in the programme as well as some of the 
discussed topics could complement staff members’ ongoing research and/or serve as 
impulse for delving into new topics. With this in mind, also possibilities for knowledge 
and skills exchange between staff members could be further explored. 

 
Group II: Linking to the wider UM and national discussion 
 

This break-out group discussed the linking to the wider UM and national discussion.  They felt it 
is important to consider how the situation where everything seems to be related to digitalization 
can be managed. FASoS should think about how we want to profile our research.   
They discussed an already existing number of good initiatives across faculties as IDS, BISS 
(Brightland Institute for Smart Society). However, they also recognised there are no strong 
connections yet to other Dutch universities that are also dealing with the subject Digital Society. 
They advise FASoS to make sure components of our research link to an understanding of digital 
society and to aim towards creating an as easy as possible interfaculty/interdisciplinary 
cooperation. 
 
Group III: Digital methods 
 
This break-out group discusses the following question: Do new data structures, computer power 
and methodologies make researchers ask different (better?) research questions? The groups 
recognises that despite these developments, the same ontological and epistemological 
considerations are still relevant. Most importantly, how do we transfer an abundantly available 
information into knowledge? Furthermore, the researcher has additional responsibilities. The 
selection of data or methodology is not bias free, and whether the data speak for themselves, 
there is still considerable room for interpretation (statistical output, validity, design etc.), which 
make the researcher critical in the process. 
 
Group IV: The third BA as an opportunity for interdisciplinarity / cross-research  programme 
collaboration 
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This break-out group discussed the integration of digital society studies into the four existing 
research programmes at FASoS. It was broadly recognised that it is important to consider how 
newly recruited staff with expertise on digital topics will fit into our research programmes, but 
also how existing staff can make a contribution. While there are already a handful of colleagues 
at FASoS with thriving research agendas around digital issues, various other colleagues might 
also consider expanding their research agendas into the digital domain. How will the Faculty 
facilitate this? Will there be training sessions organised or seminars around promising lines of 
future research? What is the incentive structure for colleagues trying to expand their research 
into the digital domain? Will ART funding be made available?  
 
The break out group furthermore took stock of the current integration of digital in the existing 
research programmes. In MUSTS, there have been concrete discussions how all three themes 
speak to digital issues. For AMC a specific societal challenge is developed around digital issues. 
Discussions in PCE and GTD have been more limited, despite a recognition of the potential of 
digital research for both programmes. Finally, the break out group discuss the profiling of digital 
at FASoS: what is the specific FASoS approach towards digital (society) studies? The mixed-
methods approach and interdisciplinarity were highlighted as was the integration of SSH at 
FASoS. Still, given the fact that many universities are developing digital research agendas, it is 
critical to further define the specific FASoS profile. 
 
All these deliberations will help OTO / FB in the further reflections on this topic, and are 
expected to trigger broader discussions within the programmes. 


