Subjects can always withdraw from participation

Determine Risk


Minimal  or not

Informed Consent 


Clear fair and concise

All aspects that might influence willingness to participate should be revealed.

Length and comprehension

Are you obliged to provide information or make sure it is understood?

DECEPTION

Social science issue.

Low points

Tuskegee syphilis study.- not informed, deception about risks, not protected against risk, right to withdraw unclear

Milgram obedience study – deception and withdrawal denied

Deception ---

    by lying or by omission

-usually about the reason for the study not the methods

Debriefing:

Purpose to fully explain the project and any deception.

- answer questions

- don’t rush through this

- be sensitive to unintended consequences

Confidentiality

-informed consent form should say it and you should mean it

-conflict with other ethical principles

Tarasoff vs California Board of Regents

Protective privilege ends where public peril begins

Detroit Edison

Edison psychologists asserting a personal not a legal privilege.

IRB

5 members

if  regularly review proposals for vulnerable populations then 

1 member should have expertise in this area

1 should be expert in science area

1 in non-science area

1 should have legal knowledge

1 unaffiliated with institution

weigh risks and benefits

check  for consent and confidentiality 

check merit – poor design should fail

FRAUD & PLAGARISM

DON’T DO IT

Fraud is fairly rare – consequences shame and funding loss,

Sometimes legal action.

- data fabrication, selective reporting

- outliers ????

PLAGARISM

Taking credit for work that is not yours.

