flit@ﬂ'%’ WH5Eel 401 A BTG5 F‘:ﬁ%%&

fﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ]@*—‘:ﬁu°i
, % £ A*

L. FFim 1. 922l (debriefing)

1. ®% HEME ‘ 2. BEIFEBE(role playing) ‘
1. EBel dlA HERIEN o3 B 3. BEA./ #1845 ¥i(cost/benefit analysis)
2, B4 HREMEY BE V. BHR—EW

0. HEME BBE 9% BEHFE BETE

F &

MBSO Hile o2 AU oul AL KRN EEE F74E mand AN

elsieh. (EfEFIZ (value free)ol 2t #Edo] At@FIEe] BAS Gl ew o= FlEmze] EEE
AR BRel 289 HEM BAKY BB WA4E dlds A% Ekadd. &3
B4 HEET A WS BT FEM BED REE Fdc g Aos
ARG Pkl BEE ¢4 EEBS K8 FEN FHER, 08 AHM B

o glsieh

2k Bl RO MEFZAI RBEL BT He Lndw BN 58, KEE
RS AR REl, FEBEY RER %9 BU WA HO BEQ MERC e
|0 HBHES WONRS WS Bl B ohT Biel FIES mmm ME
o HHT HERA Fn Uoh? HEEFTe BE desld EBdE T ey

* AWK FRA MEA FEEA HH
1) Diener, E., and Crandall, R., Ethics in Social and Behavioral Research, Chicago: The University
of Chicago Press, 1978, p. 182

2) Hempel, C.G., Aspects of Scientific Explanation and Other Essays in the th’losbphy ‘of Science,
New York: The Free Press, 1965, p. 82



2 E O O¥ W =

Catent HEEEY BEEES TSR x2il Eldarme REe Ry 48 B
B¢ FES WEER (real world) o #T HEE BRME Aoz & BRERETHEEY
e B ol StAE TEASEL ¥ 4 Aok imaHS8e fEFIS 1HE 2
o EEaA vuEE BEEL EEhT HEHBE BRESE A4, =x BEd A
o2 smET BHEBEES AN MET m@sw shzde e duhn EEST

oo TLEREe EEES B i@HBY FREEL HAHT 2 Qelst AqA
 ae RS M ieAEEe BNk AXD HeRBEt B AR FRs
© BEA ohd L AR (humanity) FIEHE BIOE A okdehe Biel Hmstdsl A%
o1},

289 BLSel e Himel ik BE D BB EEERS HEER %
Bisisl AT ol AL BHEY A 2 EAL BRKT 4= 2 Aol wb4 iEMBEEE
BB B 2, BAY WIkss) SsA BEAmQ HPES REER Aold HEE i
9 FEo] ot Aotk REme EEZETE AR o}Fe ENsTEAE o s
o BEE FEO W] acd 13e FHS BT WE BFL shed BES ok &
= Aok,

o] BL o|olRe WEA @RS WriHkt %sl 8 (experimentation) o 4 ¥4
e REMES HEMEMEE 9T 24X BEEAEE ST Aol

I. B®S mEME

1. BB A fmEEEA 438 WMo

FlEEo) MEREL WY MO HAMNESF/ HeRBsFac BENeR 47 44
st HAMBLFAALE B2k HEARESE 1ABERY LEIERAA ABRESE
& ARIS TEELES Woema A e #iBs ol KB AMERC ML BEREMHEE A
&% Nuremberg Code 7} $IES v}, = KRBE KERH KBS Pdst ARMES &
Wl gee] WA WAsel wkel o) SEAl £ HEMEY BB 94 BERERSE U
3 #TE o

3) Kelman, H.C., A Time to Speak: On Human Values and Social Research, San Francisco: Jossey-
Bass, 1968 : -



HEHE Fisel oA KErwe Mme 3

HEMBSHAN Rt REMES SABSESHY 2453 BEd 7 2w g
RABIE] REMET T2 BB DB A £ES S g v pefes
Fol A& EAMEN S MOE FA0 Mo BES A BEEE Aotk o & Hik
*8&, H%ﬂk%(settmg) E?%%Eﬁ%—% ek, PRgHik, ?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ& BRI S 2
Mg £} T ‘

HERBERI A Bas s HEMEY BES A=/ dxnr £ES 5% (sub-
jects) fRi#e] motAlrh Sawyer = Hgtdl ol MERIES BARELS WoHE(ERE)
S} o s (ERE) LS 2715 (power balance) ol ZHx 9ok By WE
peze st BERERES REST ERHRE Risle #REY BRE Exi: B
BEAA A oA Bel BEBE/: HEE Jiot: Aolwh, =3 Barnes® = P2k
(scientists), TR (citizens)™, <~&A] (sponsor), =X Ehie] gt RHEBES EEiFo
AR BEBE nA = £EY MY BHHEAA RIFES 2 o) 59 BMeL B B
o webd gEd s HEMEY REE 2ot sl -

HEMESEY HEMEE £ pt@OBB ftFse BEE hLo2 Bl REEx
shevl B2 o] R BLE 718 B%E Vinacke 24 17} 1954 4Eo] American Psy-
chologist 3£l #3R3 “Deceiving Experimental Subjects”7} o] 58 e Bigr B@el @
L2 83 ook ® 2 LIBE 1960 8 4Bl o] FAfEe] W§ #E-F Baumrind®, Kelm-
an'®, Brown!?, Schultz!® 5o s &urs) BB o o}, ' . .

s pLEFZE (social research), =& TEIFZCCr BiEistel £EY £ Be, EMS

4) Barnes, J.A., Who Should Know What? Baltimore: Penguin, 1979, p.17

5) Cook, S., “Ethical Implications”, in Louise H. Kidder (ed.), Research Methods in Soczal Rela-
tions, New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1981, p. 368

6) Barnes, J.A., op. cit., pp. 13— 24

7) Barnes & Subjects b= M€ THEANGL HEN LY 2 Wiz 1EE FEHY 2o @Bt
B9 —Bolx & HEF, %2‘%— ;&— o ;a Eem
8) Barnes & o] & £[MH-L gatekeepers g} £}, o] TEREESHEHGOoZ T o) 2

T8 ﬁ“%v} e ERE ool 31-5}“3 °] °] gatekeepers 7H e dolx, SEERS
L2 R/EE T AL HERER B R dbobok dobdl L ABIBURIT gatekeeper 7} HE

Aoleh,

9) Weber, S.J., and Cook, T.D., “Subject Effects in Laboratory Research: An Examination of Subject

- Roles, Demand Charactenstlcs, and Valid Inference”, Psychological Bulletin, 1972, 77, p. 274

10) ‘Baumrind, D., “Some Thoughts on Ethics of Research: After Reading Milgram’s Behavioral Study
of Obedience”, American Psychologist, 1964, 19, pp. 421—423

11) Kelman, H.C., “Human Uses of Human Subjects: The Problem of Deception in Social Psycholog-
ical Experiments”, Psychological Bulletin, 1967, 67, pp. 1~11

12) Brown, R., Social Psychology, New York: The Free Press, 1965
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TMERS 9o WHEKRE & Aol ‘
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=ehol s Aol wek A BA 1O BB, KlE, BALESC) 9% WHE oL st
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BB ZeholWAst @Egets 49s oo 214 WAEA ok

A4, WMEFES £717 29 BRI 45 (GHER)

A, AvAA EAR MisY HEL o

AR, REHES B = S Kk

A, BREE o MEUCl H3H 1Y WHE AESHE A4S

42) Cook, 8., op. cit., p. 392

43) Bergin, A.E., “The Effect of Dissonant Persuasive Communications upon Changes in a Self-refe-
rring Attitude”, Jowrnal of Personality, 1962, 30, pp. 423—438

44) The American Association for the Advancement of Science, “Privacy and Behavioral Research: Pr-
eliminary Summary of the Report of the Panel on Privacy and Behavioral Research”, Amerzcan
Psychologist, 1967, 22, p. 346

45) Diener, E., and Crandall, R., 0p. cif., p. 54
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o ER WEREE A EERC Y HEETY i w9 45 doh B5e] BER
Brol o} ROEAPREEC] BRT EREL R RES Ue A MR W £ 1 EHR
% B&Y ERTEHTS BRAL AEES 2 4= Atk 974 BAedE LEY BRE
¢ BE = EMes] Ao BREE 259 F80l AF8 EXmeldos WRMR)
25¢ 194 AHHES BN Ache BES BE AA ook

dadged @KE BEE S. Cook £ théwh e A4 SO

© Fizel @il A3 WREES BEL mwEAAL

@ HHEE EH A2 BHE Q.

@ wHESA FHEmE A HEY #est DA

@ Y KRR T BEES ERAZD

46) B, “HEREA oA BHERY Mg BRS PLoE2(T)”, EEy 8, KR,

1982, 19(1), p. 18
47) Cook, S., op. cit., p. 404
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& BESE BET BEE duogdd 9% ¢ doh® U B BB KREY B
Eish 0] MEURNS BRIA G $U4E TAAGE T HRE 49 R Aeldh
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48) Aronson, E., and Carlsmith, J.M., op. cit., 70 )

49) S. Cook = o] & Debriefing S BE5 M (feeling oriented) o] 2het o $§E{’j(factural) ik
= ER s,
Cook, S., 0p. Czt p- 405

50) Aronson, E., and Carlsmith, J.M., op. cit., p. 32

51) <414 (1982), FIBE, p. 17
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st o4 WEESH SBRT BENEERS AETE ARE BRT 5= dvh d¥Ed &
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A% 1 A BB od$ el d9dd Aol et FEE duzgd & ¢
o) FHEE odd HELO B Adk: FAE AP = £ b ddve FR
o ooz B ol tEMes EEY [EA dt BEAAE $95F 2+ AL
B3 @Y FERSE REAASGE FAE ot e HRMARS R JAAE o
5] wAAE AL o ERT RS BBMEHL JAAE BRI £ ez vav
B¢ Eited wele Aol REsSHL £ 4 AP

3. BEIEHEE(role playing)

R HEME, S9 94 MEA AT MY TR KRB TS Aol RER
pikolth, o] AL BEEsL olwl AAM, HERRE EAdTT BEST FoiAl KElT
A4 =e ko EES KBRE/ 1 58 BEsd BEE BEsE Aot

T REo 24 BEEREL ol F HARE WHESOE Q3 ol F M WIETE |

52) L#®RE, p. 17
53) @ Diener, E., and Crandall, R., 0p. ¢it., p. 93
® Cook, S., op. cit., p. 404
54) Ibid., p. 405
55) Ibid., p. 405
56) dAEE, : :
@ Freedman, J.L., “Role Playing: Psychology by Consensus”, Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 1969, 12, pp. 107—114
® Miller, A., “Role Playing: An Alternative to Deception?” American Psychologist, 1972, 27,

pp. 623—636
® Aronson, E., and Carlsmith, J.M., op. cit., p. 26
57) &8,
@ Mixon, D., “Instead of Deception”, Journal for the Theory of Social Behavior, 1972, 2, pp-
145—177
@ , “If you Won't Deceive, What Can You Do?” in N. Arm1st°ad (ed.) Reconstructi-

ng Soczal Psychology, Baltimore: Penguin, 1974

@& Foward, J., Canter, R., and Kirsch, N., “Role-Enactment and Deception Methodologies: Alter-
nate Paradigms”, American Psychologist, 1976, 31, pp. 595—604

@ Kelman, H.C., (1967) op. cit., pp. 1—11
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BEEs S BET s RASSL FAsEn o shd WEd ol L kel 4R
92 ¥ (ecological validity)e] E-&rtste Rl it Eﬁfio] 7] ‘ #Folebx 39t ,

2ol @GRS SRS A E $U47 doke MBS BEE BESAD X
M bS] BEEEA RIES RS ok Aronsont Carlsmith & HEEHREE
BREMBERERE JA0 RENEEESRA gome HREdA s KB ofF Lol delu
A e REAA 289 B A T APelhn AT O EHREAA o
A pREE BEST FHE Bkl 1 HRE 2T KRG dAGE A=t 1A &
BE Sonz sb 4Bl L —Hel e A4 HHLD WHT Acld 24 BB
EHE (PR HEE BEE HRAAA e Foln, Freedman #5184 4
shoh 2k ERlV BB BB B 2 4 9.3 Wk (research) o] FEe] I + 3l
o BEEEES BB B @mel TRSE MELNY BRE BFA T dun o
24 Y BRI SRS 1du GHEREoRE BRE AEY & 9o
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3. B/ %Uf%é}ﬁ(cost/benefit analysis,‘ risk/benefit aﬁalféfs)

Bl MENY WES FEste WEY FEEZ dex BAFE #Este HEoE fnd
Aol BAEE). / FESHEkel ot BRoz e M=l Flel Hhdl kel Bit=l&
B (RR) R 2obd EEel B EET 0 Aon BEMEEHKE ARLE: A
ol o] Sk HAHES S, §F Bl FHRE EEAIHE HEE HAMo: BEM
g Aolet T+ ook HERAA HEHFT v Ffde o3 2 Aol dsiv, |

@ ®EER ERo= AKMTEC AT —ike BREE FEAL L

(® Willis, R.H., and Willis, Y.A., “Role Playing vs. Deception: An Experimental Comparison”,
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1970, 16, pp. 472—477,
58) Ibid., pp. 472—477
59) Simons, C.W., and Piliavin, J.A., “Effects of Deceptlon on Reactions to a Victim”, Jowrnal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 1972, 21, pp. 56—60
60) Aronson, E., and Carlsmith, J.M., op. cit., pp. 27—28
61) Cook, S., op. cit., p. 369
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62) Simpson, G.G., “Naturalistic Ethics and the Social Sciences”, American Psychologist, 1966, 21,
pp. 27—28

63) Emmet, D., Ethical System and Social Structure”, International Encyclopedia of the Social Scie-
nce, New York: The Macmillan Co. & The Free Press, 1968, Vol. 5, pp. 157—160
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65) McGuire, W., “Some Impending Reorientations in Social Psychology”, in Albin M. Snadowsky

. (ed.). Social Psychology Research: Laboratory-Field Relationships, New York: The Free Press,
1972, pp. 2—14 .

— 107 —



18 E ¥ W =

(3 American Anthropological Association, Professional Ethics, Washington D.C.: American Anthropo-
logical Association, 1973

(4) American Marketing Association, Marketing Research Code of E thics,‘Chicago: American Marketing
Association, 1972 ‘ .

(\5) American Political Science Association Committee on Professional Standards and Responsibilities, “E-
thical Problems of Academic Political Scientists”, P.S., Newsletter of the American Political Scie-
nce Association, 1968, 1(3)

{6) American Psychological Association, Ethical Principles in the Conduct of Research with Human P-
articipants, ‘Washington D.C.: American Psychological Association, 1973

(7) American Sociological Association, Code of Ethics, Washington D.C.: American Sociological Associa-
tion, 1971

(8) Aronson, E., and Carlsmith, J.M., “Experimentation in Social Psychology”, in Lindzey, G., and Ax:-

onson, E., (ed.), Handbook of Social Psychology, Reading, Mass.: Addison-Wesley, 1968, pp. 1—

79 ' v ‘

{9) Barnes, J.A., Who Should Know What? Baltimore: Penguin, 1979

(10) Baumrind, D., “Some Thoughts on Ethics of Research: After Reading Milgram's Behavioral Study
of Obedlence”, American Psychologzst 1964, 19, pp- 421—-423

(11) Bergin, A.E., “The Effect of Dissonant Persuaswe Communications upon Changes in a Self-referi-
ng Attitude”, Jowrnal of Personalzty, 1962, 30, pp. 423—438

(12) Brown, R., Social Psychology, New York: The Free Press, 1965

(13) Cook, S., “Ethical Implications”, in Louise H. Kidder (ed.), Research Methods in Social Relations,
New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1981

(14) Cook, T.D., and Campbell, D.T., Quasi-Experimentation: Design & Analysis Issues for Field Set-
tings, Chicago: Rand McNally College Publishing Co., 1979

{15) Crawford, T.J., “In Defence of Obedience Research: An Extension of the Kelman Ethics”, in Sei
Chull Oh (ed.), Methodology in the Social Sciences, FEH- K E2HF, 1982, pp. 283—287

{16) Darley, J.M., and Latané, B., “Bsytander Intervention in Emergencies: Diffusion of Responsibility”,

. Jowrnal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1968, 8, pp. 377—383

{17) Diener, E., and Crandall, R., Ethics in Social and Behavioral Research, Chicago: The Univ. of
Chicago Press, 1978

{18) Emmet, D., “Ethical System and Social Structure”, International Encyclopedia of Social Science,
New York: The Macmillan Co. & The Free Press, 1968, Vol. 5, pp. 157—160

(19) Foward, J., Canter, R., and Kirsch, N., “Role-Enactment and Deception Methodologies: Alternate
Paradigms”, American Psychologist, 1976, 31, pp. 595—604

«(20) Freedman, J.L., “Role Playing: Psychology by Consensus”, Journal of Personality and Social Psy-
chology, 1969, 12, pp. 107—114

(21) Hempell, C.C., Aspects of Scientific Explanation and Other Essays in the Philosophy of Science,
New York: The Free Press, 1965

(22) Kelman, H.C., “Human Uses of Human Subjects: The Problem of Deception in Social Psychological

" Experiments”, Psychological Bulletin, 1967, 67, pp. 1—11

—.108 —



HERE Friel el HEEHE RgEE 19

, A Time to Speak: On Human Values and Social Research, San Francisco: Jossey-

{23)

Bass, 1968

(24) McGuire, W., “Some Impending Reorientions in Social Psychology”, in Albin M. Snadowsky (ed.),
Social Psychology Research: Laboratory-Field Relationships, New York: The Free Press, 1972, PP:
2—14 '

(25) Menges, R.]J., “Openness and Honesty vs. Coercion and Deception in Psychological Research”, Ame-
rican Psychologist, 1973, 28, pp. 1030—1034

«(26) Milgram, S., “Behavioral Study of Obedience”, Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 1963,
67, pp. 371—378

{27) , “Issues in the Study of Obedience: A Reply to Baumrind®, American Psychologist,
1964, 19, pp. 842—852

(28) , Mann, L., and Harter, S., “The Lost Letter Technique: A Tool of Social Research”,
Public Opinion Quarterly, 1965, 29, pp. 437—438

{29) Miller, A,, “Role Playing: An Alternative to Deceptxon?” American Psychologist, 1972, 27, pp.
623—636 ;

€30) Mixon, D., “Instead of Deception”, Journal of the Theory of Social Behavior, 1972, 2, pp. 145—
177

(@B1) _____, “If You Won't Deceive, What Can You Do?” in N. Armistead (ed.), Reconstructing
Social Psychology, Baltimore: Penguin, 1974

{32) Reiss, A.J., “Pohce Brutality-Answers to Key Questions”, Transaction, 1968, 5, pp. 10—19

(33) Rokeach, M., The Nature of Human Values, New York: The Free Press, 1973

(34) Rorer, L.G., “The Great Response- -Style Myth”, Psychological Bulletin, 1965, 63, pp. 129—156

(85) Schachter, S., and Singer, J., “Cognitive, Social and Psychological Determinants of Emotional State”,
Psychological Review, 1962, 69, pp. 379—399

(36) Schultz, D.P., “The Human Subject in Psychological Research”, Psychological Bulletin, 1969, 72,
pp. 214—228

(37) Seeman, J., “Deception in Psychological Research”, American Psychologist, 1969, 24, pp. 1025—1028

(38) Simons, C.W., and Piliavin, J.A., “Effects of Deception on Reactions to a Victim”, Jowrnal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 1972, 21, Pp. 56—60

(39) Simpson, G.G., “Naturistic Ethics and the Social Sciences”, American Psychologist, 1966, 21, pp-
27—36

{40) Stone, E.F., Reseach Methods in Organizational Behavior, Santa Monica, Calif.: Goodyear Publi-
shing, 1978

(41) Stricker, L.J., and Messick, S., “Evaluating Deception in Psychological Research”, Psychological
Bulletin, 1969, 72, pp. 343—351 )

(42) The American Association for the Advancement of Science, “Privacy and Behavioral Research:

Preliminary Summary of the Report of the Panel on Privacy and Behavioral Research”, American

Psychologist, 1967, 22, pp. 345—349
{43) Weber, S.J., and Cook, T.D., “Subject Effects in Laboratory Research: An Examination of Subject
Role, Demand Characteristics, and Valid Inference”, Psychological Bulletin, 1972, 77, pp. 273—295

— 109 —



20 E ¥ W =%

(44) West, S.G., Gunn, S.P., and Chernicky, P., “Ubiquitous Watergate: An Attributional Analysis”,

Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1975, 32, pp- 5565
(45) Willis, R.H., and Willis, Y.A., “Role Playing vs. Deception: An Experimental Comparison”, Journal

of Personality and Social Psychology, 1970, 16, pp. 472—477"

— 110 —



