
STAT 110 CHAPTER 7 SOLUTIONS

7.9. Right or wrong, researchers at Yale probably had no choice to terminate the study.
This research was probably funded by the United States government, which adheres to strict
standards for all research involving human subjects.

• Argument for: The human subjects involved should be treated with the same level of care
and respect as they would in the United States. If the Tanzanian government is not going
to adhere to these standards, the study should not take place.

• Argument against: Researchers should “relax” their high standards for human subjects
research. These patients are probably poor and the Tanzanian government does not have
sufficient medical care for them. Not treating them could be harmful, because they will
never get treatment and they could spread HIV infection to others.

7.14. (a) This is a clear violation of informed consent. The investigators should have alerted
me before the study that my sample would be stored and hence available for future use.
(b) This is now more of a grey zone. The informed consent requirement has still been violated
(anonymity preserved or not). The question now is whether using the blood sample could ben-
efit scientific knowledge and if this is worth having my informed consent be violated.
(c) Whatever the eventual use, patients should be aware of what the possible uses of their
biospecimens would be. This could be outlined in the study protocol (that the patient reads
and signs by giving consent). Regardless of whether confidentiality (or even anonymity) is
guaranteed, certain types of research may violate the ethical principles of individual subjects;
e.g., in the future, biospecimens could be used for cloning purposes. Patients may not approve
of their blood being used for this type of research.

7.22.

• Argument for: The government can use this type of information to make policy decisions
for housing services, utilities, mental health and healthcare availability, etc. Therefore,
providing this information would be in the interest for the betterment of society.

• Argument against: The government does not have a right to have access to such sensitive
information on its citizens. A government can use this information to violate a citizen’s
privacy (as we have seen in the news recently).

7.25. Subjects need to be explained to beforehand more information about what will be
involved in the experiment. An “unspecified study” does not provide enough information. Per-
haps they should be informed that “they may experience stressful situations” during the course
of the study and agree to this as part of informed consent.

7.26.

• Argument for: Cheating can be unplanned, so putting students in this type of environment
is critical to assess spur-of-the-moment decision making and behaviors. No student is
ultimately harmed because the exam is not graded and hopefully all subject information
is kept confidential (or even anonymous).

• Argument against: The investigator should discuss with the students beforehand that
the experiment will investigate cheating behavior. As a frowned-upon behavior, secretly
getting this type of information might cause undue embarrassment to the students.
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