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Introduction

• Science and Society

• How and when do „ethics“ enter the debate?

• Applied Ethics as Reflexivity

• Guidelines and codes as „living documents“ (TCPS2)

“Working with a broad definition of “research ethics” that applies to various research

contexts, the term might be understood as an umbrella term that addresses the social,

political and moral dimensions of empirical research and captures a range of questions

concerning the values that govern the research process. These questions range from the

‘larger’ role of social science research in society to decisions about study aims and

methodology to the ‘smaller’ day-to-day decisions of how to act vis-à-vis partners and

participants in specific research interactions and how to manage research relationships and

information flow.” (von Unger 2016:88)

Defining „Research Ethics“



Research EthicsData Protection Law

Good Scientific Practice
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• Milestones in the history of „Research Ethics“:

• Nuremberg Code (1947)

• Helsinki Declaration (1964)

• Scandals in the US (Jewish Chronic Disease Hospital, Beecher Report, Milgram-
Experiments, Tuskegee-Study)

• National Research Act 1974à National Commission for the Protection of Human
Subjects in Biomedical and Behavioural Research (IRBs, Belmont Report 1979)

Ø Guidelines and Codes developed in the context of medical research were extended to
the social sciences (without revision)

The historical development of the debate
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"Social scientists are angry and frustrated. They believe their work is
being constrained and distorted by regulators of ethical practice who do
not necessarily understand social science research. In the United States,
Canada, United Kingdom, New Zealand and Australia, researchers have
argued that regulators are acting on the basis of biomedically driven
arrangements that make little or no sense to social scientists."

(Israel/Hay 2006: 1)
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• No „Regulatory Enterprise“ in the social sciences

• Very little debate about „research ethics“, except for scandals surrounding
scientific misconduct (plagiarism, etc.)

• Currently: Increased attention (conferences, statements, publications)

- New technologies – new questions (internet, social media)

- International norms & standards (journals, EU funding)

• Research Ethics Committees founded at local institutions

• RatSWD (Oellers/Wegner 2009), DFG – where are we heading?

The Situation in Germany
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• Researcher Integrity and Objectivity

• Protecting Participants

- Avoiding harm, assessing the risks

- Voluntary Participation

- Informed Consent (though „not always possible“)

- Confidentiality and Anonymity

(DGS 2014 [1993])

Code of Ethics (German Sociology)

10

• Informed consent in experimental designs, field experiments and

ethnographic field research

• „Big data“ and data protection in the EU

• Social media research, visual data

• Anonymization in times of the internet (Tilley/Woodthrope 2011)

• Digital archiving of qualitative data for secondary analysis

• Research ethics committees for the social sciences

Controversies, Questions and Debate



• “Die Quantis fragen uns immer: Wieso seid ihr nicht wie wir?” (Hirschauer)

• “Müssen wir braver sein als der Rest der Gesellschaft?” (Knoblauch)

• Wir beobachten eine “Gremisierung der Ethisierung” (Nassehi)

• “Der Teufel hole die Ethikkommissionen!” (Hitzler)

• „Studierende berichten, dass sie immer wieder in Forschungsprojekte
‚hineingeschubst’ werden. Wenn sich forschungsethische Probleme ergaben,
konnten sie mit niemandem darüber sprechen.“ (Ploder)
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Memorable Quotes
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• Create an infrastructure for ethical reviews

• Let‘s not repeat the same mistakes (no „one fits all“ approach)

• Protect methodological diversity and ensure that the diversity of ethical
positions, arguments and practices is respected (Unger & Simon 2016)

• Foster ethical reflexivity in research practice (and publications)

• Integrate research ethics into methods training

• Conduct sociological research on research ethics

Looking ahead
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German Research Foundation (DFG):

Guidelines for Good Scientific Practice (1998/2013)

Foreword to first edition
(DFG 2013[1998]: 62)

The scandal: Prof. Friedhelm Herrmann (& Dr. Marion Brach)
accused of data fraud in their medial research on cancer
therapy; 1997 - 2004

14

Good Scientific Practice

(DFG 2013: 69)
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The European Code of Conduct
for Research Integrity

(ESF/ALLEA 2011)
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Foreword

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:3)
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Preamble

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:8)
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Principles of Integrity

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:10-11)
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Data Practices

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:13)
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Research Procedures

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:13-14)
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Research Procedures

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:14)
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Publication

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:14)
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Publication (cont.)

(ESF/ALLEA 2011:14)
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The Dilemma of „Dual Use“

(DFG & Leopoldina 2014)
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(DFG & Leopoldina 2014:8)

26
(DFG & Leopoldina 2014:9)
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(DFG & Leopoldina 2014:11)

Recommendations:

• Risk Analysis

• Minimising Risk

• Evaluating Publications

• Forgoing research as a last resort

• Documentation and communication of risks

• Training and Information

• Persons responsible - and organisational responsibilities
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Discussion
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