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Where next?
Find the 

open 
criminology
community



Where next? Read up



Where next? Try it out!



THANKS!

i.brennan@hull.ac.uk
@iainbrennan



• https://sites.google.com/sheffield.ac.uk/fair-guidance/your-data-
typecode/qualitative-data
• https://library.maastrichtuniversity.nl/news/data-story-

qualitative-fair-data-management/
• https://dam.ukdataservice.ac.uk/media/622417/managingsharing

.pdf
• https://creativecommons.org/share-your-work/cclicenses/
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