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1. Appendix 

 
Group 1 Quadrant Idea Dots 
 Low effort – Low impact Existing IRB’s need to be able to 

review proposals 
0 

      Low effort – Low impact Citizen representatives in the ethics 
boards 

9 

 Low effort – Low impact Checklist for citizens for ethical 
“rules” and “guidelines” 

0 

 Low effort – High impact Checklist for CS projects for ethics 
board “guidelines” 

6 

 Low effort – High impact Educate the METC towards citizen 
science 

3 

 High impact – High effort Separate citizen‑science ethical 
review board 

0 

 High impact – High effort One European board towards CS 
ethical reviewing 

1 

 High impact – High effort If you have a CS centre, than you 
want an ethical review board there 

2 

Group 2 Low effort – Low impact Put a citizen in the board 7 
 Low effort – Low impact Modular boards. If citizen science, 

invite other stakeholders “special 
ethics committee” 

3 

 Low effort – High impact New tools for ethics committees to 
advise on CS projects or new criteria 

0 

 Low effort – High impact Add expertise to ethical boards 
about CS 

0 

 Low effort – High impact Flexible ethics board depending on 
type of research 

0 

 Low effort – High impact Reformulate ethical approval from 
an equity perspective 

2 

 High impact – High effort Set clear criteria for 
citizens‑engagement projects so 
there is transparency 

3 

 High impact – High effort Make engagement of citizens a strict 
criteria for approval (ethical) 

0 

 High effort – Low impact Tools for CS researchers to provide 
all relevant info 

0 

Group 3 Low effort – High impact Multiprofessional review boards 
aware of religious issues, chaplaincy 
is not religious spiritualities 

5 

 High impact – High effort Humanistic/psychology courses for 
health professionals and physicians 
(less paternalistic) 

1 

 High impact – High effort Educate IRB’s into citizen science  
 High impact – High effort Marketing CS as “real” science in 

the science world 
11 

     
Group 4 

Low effort – Low impact Allowing amendments more early 
for bigger changes to the protocol  

11 

 High impact – High effort Involving CS experts in evaluation 
processes 

0 
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 High impact – High effort Training ethics boards in citizen 
science 

5 

 High impact – High effort Citizens panel reviewing protocols 1 
 


