“Don’t Speak to the Humans” by Christopher Shea
A spectrum of opinions surrounds the debate about institutional review boards (IRB).  Shea traces the genesis of IRBs and presents different perspectives.  

· Originated from the Nazi’s Nuremberg Code

· 1953, National Institute of Health issued similar code and added that local committees of disinterested individuals review human subject research in hospitals and on campuses (this was the creation of the IRB)

· IRB’s ensure that federally financed research projects have informed and gotten consent from the participants.  Most universities hold all research projects to the same standards.
· There are complaints that IRB’s should not have jurisdiction over all university departments and that it take a long time to gain approval.
· Researchers find ways around IRB restrictions.
· You have to seek their approval, they don’t find you.
· IRBs want historians to use standardized questionnaires and warn their subjects about stressful questions, which historians find offensive.  Ethnographers also have complaints with IRB’s because blending in to the environment is crucial to the research.
· Social scientists need protection because they don’t have the first amendment protection that journalists do, following IRB guidelines ensures this.

Bad experiments that Led to IRB rules


Nazi doctors imposed numerous cruel experiments in the name of science (exposing naked work-camp prisoners to subzero temperatures to watch them die.





A group of doctors in Tuskegee, Alabama withheld treatment for syphilis from over 400 African American men to document their symptoms.





Yale psychologist wanted to show that Americans were so accustomed to following orders that they would give what they were told were fatal shocks to fellow citizens if they were told to do so.





A grad student at Washington University spied on sex in public restrooms, wrote down the men’s license plates, and then tracked them to their houses.








