The Number one Frame on all of this is the following:
Scientists believe that they are intrinsically ethical …

Here are some snippets from various codes of ethics by professional organizations.  
Read through these prior to class on Friday and see which of these sentiments you think are applicable to science , scientific research, and being a scientist.  Note, in general, most all professional codes of ethics are:
· Way too long and redundant
· Generally focus too little on issues of integrity, being unbiased, and not exercising favoritism
But this one is nice and short!  However, as discussed at least I think that only the last two matter.  Morever, it is this idea of scientific honesty which scientists seem to equate with being ethicial.
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READ THIS:   https://www.wired.com/story/should-data-scientists-adhere-to-a-hippocratic-oath/
AND THIS:  http://www.tissuegroup.chem.vt.edu/chem-ed/ethics/vinny/ethix_4.html  - this is the article about the Professional Coded of Ethics AAAS endeavor.
Now Consider This:
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Some Editorial in 1963: (http://science.sciencemag.org/content/142/3594/916.1)
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An update from the AAAS which is kind of silly as it now wants to link Human Rights into all of this.   Once again, this is a move away from a) the greater good and b) thinking about unintended consequences
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Some Examples:
From the PRSA (Public Relations Society of America)
A member shall:
· Follow ethical hiring practices designed to respect free and open competition without deliberately undermining a competitor.
· Preserve intellectual property rights in the marketplace.
Examples of Improper Conduct Under This Provision:
· A member employed by a “client organization” shares helpful information with a counseling firm that is competing with others for the organization’s business.
· A member spreads malicious and unfounded rumors about a competitor in order to alienate the competitor’s clients and employees in a ploy to recruit people and business.


From DJ Pital (google on him if you don’t know the name):
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At the end of class, a discussion randomly broke out about the ability for scientific knowledge to always count on the responsible behavior with that knowledge.     This is in relation to the DO NO HARM idea.   We also talked a bit about the self-policing of various disciplines and holding each other accountability to some code of ethics.  There are indications that the open source community does this and the sentiments of Pital above essentially demands that data scientists hold each other accountable.
Now most of these words or concepts are vacuous with some specific examples.

So here is an example I used:   If the inevitable result of e-mail communication is the wholesale removal of empathy in humans, then was it worth inventing in the first place?

Finally, consider this – the ethics of giving aid to other countries.  I would argue that the biggest need is to improve infant mortality rate – that need is far bigger than the need for foreign countries to build bombs and then drop them on another tribe’s children. 
Here is some relevant data on this:
[image: Image result for countries receiving foreign aid from us]
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Code of Ethics

Lawrence Cranberg states [Science
141, 1242 (1963)] that, in contrast to
engineers, psychologists, and members
of other professions, scientists have no
code of ethics, probably because of
their remoteness from the marketplace
or their slowness to adapt to the great
changes which have taken place in re-
cent years. He suggests that we devote
our thoughtful attention to this matter.

Very strong in my own scientific
upbringing was the principle of “scien-
tific honesty” and the complete realiza-
tion that this is the very essence of
science. 1 have also seen one or two
instances of how rapidly and com-
pletely even outstanding scientists dis-
appeared from the scientific commu-
nity when caught in an overt violation
of this ethic. It certainly never oc-
curred to me that this was a matter
on which we should vote! I wonder if
adopting it formally would make it
more effective.

F. R. FosBera
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Cranberg, in his discussion of an
ethical code for scientists, seems sur-
prised that no action has been taken
in this area. Could it be that the scien-
tific community as a whole feels that
such a code is unnecessary? My guess
would be “yes"!

From certain points of view a code
of ethics is implicit in the word scien-
tist. The game of science is played
under certain rules—uncodified, yes,
but nevertheless present and adhered to
by most scientists. Cranberg’s examples
of codes in certain professions are not
applicable to scientists. By and large,
the medical profession, lawyers, engi-
neers, psychologists, and so on have
codes set up primarily for legal pur-
poses, not for moral purposes.

The mere thought of setting up a
code of ethics for scientists is insulting!

Henry Lanz
Veterans Adminisiration Hospital,
Dallas, Texas
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A Statement of the Ethics, Science, and Human Rights Working Group of the AAAS Science and Human Rights
Coalition

Scientists, engineers, and health professionals have an important responsibility and role to play in promoting individual and
societal public health, safety and wellbeing. Integral to this responsibility is the realization of human rights for all people.
International human rights documents make this connection clear both by their focus on specific areas of concern, such as
protection from torture, [1] the right to privacy, the right to Internet freedom, and more broady in their explicit recognition of
the right of everyone to “enjoy the benefits of scientific progress and its applications.” [2] This right s also a central aspect of
the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilites. [3] How well that right is realized will depend, in large part, on the
capacity and willingness of the relevant technical communities to contribute their know-how and skills. While the efforts of
individual scientists, engineers and health professionals should be encouraged, it is through their professional societies that
such efforts can be organized and sustained in a way that can set the tone for their members.

One way to approach this challenge is for the scientific, engineering, and health professional societies to incorporate human
rights in their codes of ethics, or similar ethics statements. Although each society can work through the details of how it would
accomplish this task, a clear statement expressing a commitment to promoting the principles enshrined in international human
rights instruments, including the practice of human rights among their members could be an initial step. In that spirit, we offer
some language that may be useful to consider:

“The [name of society] affirms its commitment to the practice of [discipline] consistent with promoting the human rights of all
people, including members of their profession. The [name of society] will strive to use the knowledge and skills embedded in
our discipline to advance the cause of human rights worldwide, according to the highest ethical standards - respectful of the

right of people to benefit from the work our discipline has to offer.”
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With the old adage that with great power comes great responsibility, it’s time
for the data science community to take a leadership role in defining right from
wrong. Much like the Hippocratic Oath defines Do No Harm for the medical
profession, the data science community must have a set of principles to guide
and hold each other accountable as data science professionals. To collectively
understand the difference between helpful and harmful. To guide and push
each other in putting responsible behaviors into practice. And to help
empower the masses rather than to disenfranchise them. Data is such an
incredible lever arm for change, we need to make sure that the change that is

coming, is the one we all want to see.
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(a) A data scientist shall inform the client of all data science results and material facts known to the data
scientist that will enable the client to make informed decisions, whether or not the data science evidence are
adverse.

(b) A data scientist shall rate the quality of data and disclose such rating to client to enable client to make
informed decisions. The data scientist understands that bad or uncertain data quality may compromise data
science professional practice and may communicate a false reality or promote an illusion of understanding.
The data scientist shall take reasonable measures to protect the client from relying and making decisions
Dbased on bad or uncertain data quality.

(¢) A data scientist shall rate the quality of evidence and disclose such rating to client to enable client to make
informed decisions. The data scientist understands that evidence may be weak or strong or uncertain and
shall take reasonable measures to protect the client from relying and making decisions based on weak or
uncertain evidence.

(d) If a data scientist reasonably believes a client is misusing data science to communicate a false reality or
promote an illusion of understanding, the data scientist shall take reasonable remedial measures, including
disclosure to the client, and including, if necessary, disclosure to the proper authorities. The data scientist shall
take reasonable measures to persuade the client to use data science appropriately.
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HOW DO YOU DECIDE WHO NEEDS
FOREIGN AID?

Nigeria is rich enough to be a middle-income country, but more than 1 in 10 children there
die before the age of 5.

GNI PER UNDER-5
CAPITA* MORTALITY
COUNTRY 2014 COUNTRY 2014

NIGERIA $2,970

NIGERIA 112.5

(Deaths per
Source: World Bank 1000 births)

*GNI converted to dollars using the World Bank’s Atlas Method.
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Where The Most US Foreign Aid Will Be Spent In 2016

Planned US government foreign assistance funding in FY 2016*
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*Numbers that were included in the President's FY 2016
budget request to Congress. They do not represent funds that

were appropriated to the Department of State and USAID. B
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The BBC reports that the chief scientific advisor to the British government, Professor Sir David
King, has set out an ethics code of “seven principles aimed at building trust between scientists and
society”.

The seven principles:

* Act with skill and care, keep skills up to date

* Prevent corrupt practice and declare conflicts of interest

* Respect and acknowledge the work of other scientists

* Ensure that research is justified and lawful

* Minimise impacts on people, animals and the environment
* Discuss issues science raises for society

* Do not mislead; present evidence honestly
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You are an early-career scientist poised to publish a paper that you
think will be your big break. It describes your imaginative hypothesis —
a potential scientific insight with substantial implications — along with
the experiments you designed and constructed, and the carefully
documented data that support your initial insight. It's a genuine advance
for the field and will be widely cited. Your lab head will be satisfied. Job
done!

Then, disaster. You wake in the small hours and realize a possible flaw:
another way in which the data could be interpreted, that would throw
the conclusion into doubt. No one else will spot the problem — the lab
head is too busy and no editor or reviewer will realize — and further
experiments to settle the issue will take time. Worse, fresh results could
sink the hypothesis (and subsequent grants). So, do you publish anyway?

Of course not! Science puts the pursuit of truth above all else, right?
‘Well, not always. The dilemma above is a real one faced by real
scientists, and not all of them jump the right way. What can help them to
make the right decision? Some scientists think it might help to discuss
this idea: “Pursuing the truth means following the research where it
leads, rather than confirming an already formed opinion.”




