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ZonMw’s view on strengthening impact
Responsible research programming generates valuable
evidence which is optimally utilised in policy, practice and

education by the stimulation of productive interactions
Main elements of the ZonMw Impact Assessment Framework
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health research instead of ‘health and wealth of the nation’
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ZonMw Framework Fostering Responsible Research Practices:
criteria and indicators for planning, monitoring and evaluation

Productive Interactions (http://www.siampi.eu/)
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