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ABSTRACT

The present research aimed to determine a study of the status ofthe research ethics compliance among physical
education academic members of Isamic Azad University in reigns 2 & 13. To achieve this, 122 faculty members
voluntarily filled out the researcher made research ethics and demographic questionnaires. Satistical analysis of
data (e.g. One sample test, t test & ANOVA) indicated that physical education academic members consider research
ethics moderately (t=9. 415, sig=0. 01). It should also be noted that the physical education academic members
considered all research ethicsindicators except the society needs indicator.
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INTRODUCTION

Human is inherently a seeker and recognizing theown dimensions of the universe has always beeitiregy and
fascinating for him/her. In the past eras, who hdere this important job and identified some dinems of this
unknown universe have been respected. The atteaetss and values of recognizing the unknowns hawaeys led
human being to deal with to the different typesesfearch and look for the knowledge which resuieidcreasing
and rapid development of the world in the recefit ¢entury. The definitions of research and researdn the new
era have been largely different from these defindi in the past eras and need to be redefined wongethe
conditions governing the human society. Despiteuthienaginable benefits of the research for the modheiman,
which could lead human from the depth of the daskn® a great civilization, research itself neegmwer and
inhibitive framework to be protected from damage anrruption in the complex and sensitive condgioBxperts
believe research ethics subject is the most impbftamework which could be effective in this fieddd protect the
research sanctity. Research ethics involve theiplizs which guide the main stages of the reseiagckhoosing the
subject, designing and explaining the research adetlogy, collecting information, analyzing the datadifying
and publishing the research results. At every stagearch may be subject to the different ethiophsses that we
could encounter them very differently. So, therewtt be a determined framework for encountering tuindition
which could prevent these deviations (4). This famrk is commonly referred to as research ethieseRrch
ethics provide guidelines for research responsisliand helps the researchers and scientiststtucothe research
by acceptable professional standards. Researctsatifiers that researchers should be aware ofrtheigles of
justice and honesty and respect to people and phigcy and refrain from harming them (6). Reskaethics has
been heavily considered in the recent years, doMhsin Harmesli knows research ethics as ondeffour social
subjects (3). Research extensiveness in the dueaticles and organizations and research ethicdtherability
reveal the necessity of emphasis on research etBepond ethical recommendations, research ethigates a
coherent knowledge which provides the possibilifyidentifying and solving the problems correctly bgrtain
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objectives, resources, approaches and methoddyestrial and error is replaced with systematic anintific
analysis in encountering ethical issues (2). THeree been always unethical issues in researcheirdifferent
forms. Studying 3247 accepted articles by the rekeaommittee, Martinson, Anderson and DeVries §0&ay
each article has at least one unethical and unfaeissue. For example, 15% declared that thegnged their
research results to respond the sponsors’ pressi2zéi®s said that they used incomplete data anaalicexclude
them from the analysis, 7.6% claimed that to coliee data they deceived the participants sometim#acfarlane
and Soitoh(2008) concluded that personal valuescatidral norms of Japanese professors influenseareh ethics
interpretation (5). In his study, Zhang and Mod28Q5)concluded that training has a students’ peréoice-based
impact on observing research ethics (7). Generidlghould be said that research ethics is presembre important
than the past; first because individuals and utsbihs are presently expected to be more resp@nfbltheir actions
and second because highly intense competitions gri@nuniversities and research institutions presid context
for emergence of unethical research behaviors,usecariting more articles and doing more reseasaonsidered
as a score through which people reach a bettetigmo$n their specialized field; so they hurry tchéeve a better
position sometimes leads to some unethical behs(@pr As Islamic Azad University is one of the aritic
institutions of higher education which has growrd ateveloped within Iran and after the Islamic Rdjgub
Revolution and a great part of the research comgldtie to the tireless efforts of researchers aofkgsors of this
university. So, it is essential for faculty membefghis university to pay attention to the obséiom of research
ethics and its components in research dimensiatause Islamic Azad University conducts and organzgreat
part of Iranian research and also pays high castinfentive policies and research development. dfbee, it is
necessary to ensure the accuracy of these procesttamic Azad University and investigate if thisiversity’s
professors conduct research within the ethical éaorks or not. This research tries to study obdEnvaf research
ethics and its components among the professordaaudty members of physical education of Azad Ursity of
districts 2 and 13.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The method of the current research is of descegdivalysis type and data gathering is field type tzas been done
using questionnaires. The statistical populatiorthef current research consists of 250 persons ambgsical
education academic members of Islamic Azad Unitieisireigns 2 & 13.The sample of the study was fiBfsons
among physical education academic members. Thelsasige was determined using Krejcie and Morgaatdet
and a stratified sampling method has been useeléotssamples from populations. Of 150 questiomsadiistributed
among the participants, 122 questionnaires (81.38&éte returned.

Measures

Demographic characteristics

The Demographic characteristicsquestionnaire haa peovided aiming at identifying the members @& thsearch
population by the researcher. Through this questior, the data related to age, gender, maritalsstaducational
level,field of study, university degree, educatidmackground, employment status of the participargee gathered.

Research ethics questionnaire

The researcher-made questionnaire was used fomuateg status the research ethics compliance aninygical
education academic membersThe questionnaire indludié items in forms of components of individual
characteristics (6 item), sponsors and associ@étatem), topic (6 item), other researchers (5 Jtesociety (4 item),
subjects (7 item), data gathering and analysise(m)i and report of results (5 item) and the paréitirs answered
the items within 5 options Likert Scale (Never =Rarely= 1, Sometimes= 2, Very often= 3,Always=#he
guestionnaire’s validity was approved by 10 uniitgngrofessors of physical education. In the pgatdy conducted
on 30 persons, The Cronbach’s Alpha was estimatadl ¢o 0.953 for the research ethics.

Data gathering method

For gathering data, the questionnaires were giwehd participants and then, the questionnaires wathered after
two weeks. In total, out of 155 distributed questiaires, 122 questionnaires were completely fiked and
returned. In this study, descriptive statistics evased in order to summarize and classify the dathto calculate
the mean, frequency, standard deviation and to dliagrams and tables, and the one sample t-tesused for
determining status the research ethics complianddteeir indices.

RESULTS
The descriptive results of the data demonstrate ttteamale participants with 64.8 percents forrtieel highest

frequency percentage. The highest age range gfdhieipants was between 30-40 years equal to gé&.éent. 86.1
percent of the participants held M.Adegree (Tablel)
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Table 1.Description of the demographic characterists of participants

Educational .
Gender Age (Year) Level Field of Study
General
Male | Female| 30> | 3% | 40<| MA | Ph.D| Physical Sport Sport Motor
40 . Physiology | Management| Behavior
Education
Frequency | g40 | 352 | 6.9 | 486| 7.6 | 86.1 | 13.9 27.9 418 22.1 8.2
percentage

Considering table 2, The result one-sample t tesived that there is a significant difference (siggD)between the
average research ethics variable and assumedavérage be stated that the physical educationemamembers
consider research ethics moderately.Also, The tresd-sample t test showed that there is a sigmifidifference
(sig=0. 01)between the average all research ethitisators (except the society indicator) and assiawerage. It
can be stated that the physical education academimbers consider individual characteristics, spansmd

associates,topic, other researchers, subjectsgdttaring and analysis and report of resultsmaelgra

Table 2. One-Sample Test forResearch ethics and iicés

Test Value = 2
t df | Sig. (2-tailed)| Mean Difference 95% Confidence Interval of the Differenge

Lower Upper
Research Ethics 9.414 121 0.000 0.35491 0.2803 95.42
Individual Characteristics 3.837 121 0.000 0.28904 0.1398 0.4383
Sponsors and Associates 3.071 121 0.003 0.25107 892.0 0.4129
Topic 4.858 | 121 0.000 0.26765 0.1586 0.3767
Other Researchers 9.57p 11 0.000 0.55967 0.4439 675%9.
Societal Needs 1304 121 0.193 0.09221 -0.0473 18.23
Subjects 15.03§ 121 0.000 0.73841 0.6412 0.8356
Data Gathering and Analysis 6.866  1P1 0.000 0.45762 0.3256 0.5896
Result Reports 3.348 121 0.001 0.18361 0.0750 0.292

DISCUSSION

The results revealed that physical education psofssmoderately consider the ethicalcharacterisGosisidering
the personal characteristicsmeans the physicalagidacprofessors honestly complete their reseatiitth avspirit of
cooperation, partnership and delight. They pates#iek the truth with inner consent and condudt tlesearch on
the basis of a real issue; they are always resplenfr the results of their research and accetitism. They rarely
conduct research for financial reasons, fame, patsambition and strengthening the resume. Islar@w has a
virtue-oriented approach to research ethics. Ishmlieves that people’s intentions are important sexkarcher
should have some traits such as making no pretpessgverance in doing good actions, abstaining fraproper
actions and amenability. The most reliable ethigatk in the field of ethics is training conscient& sympathetic
and responsible researchers. The most importapbmsibility of the researcher is toward Almighty &s®ne of the
main ethical principles of research for the researds to have a benevolent motive and an interibaserve people
before beginning the research activity. Researchboaild act in good faith and know they are resjpbmsto
Almighty God.

The results revealed that physical education psofss moderately consider the right of sponsors and
associates.Physical education professors collaberitih research sponsors and appreciate them iinahiles and
research projects. They also take the financialramdfinancial rights of their colleagues into ciolesation and try
to share the research benefits among them promerty write their name in the articles or other redea
achievements. Finally, the research result is rmp®rtant than the sponsors’ satisfaction for thggical education
professors of this research; in other words, tloek Ifor the truth not deviate the results accordimg sponsors’
opinion. First, it should be mentioned that reskars should not lose their scientific and practitabdom in
collaboration with sponsors; they should not acdbptconditions which are in conflict with the priples such as
secrecy, retaining information and supporting dbntors or such condition should not be imposedham. They
should try to collect and publish their informatiatithout any bias. Second, in reverse case thearelsers need to
be sensitive about their obligations towards spmaod must accept the responsibility for violatthg rules and
regulations of sponsoring institutions.

The results of the study dealing with other redeen® rights manifested that physical educatiorigssmrs consider
the ethical elements moderately. Thus, it can Atedtthat physical education professors try todpbagiarism as
much as possible so that referring is carried wat correct and ethical manner.
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The results revealed that physical education psofssconsider the society needs less. Physicahtdogrofessors
pay less attention to the society needs to sedsetarch subject and consequently the research vghidt based on
societal needs will not help to solve the socieprsblems. So, physical education professors shtaktd this

fundamental weakness into consideration in theirreuresearch and try to evaluate the effects aif tiesearch on
the society and select the subjects which are @myopéed and based on the community needs.

The results indicated that physical education msdes moderately consider the right of researciestdh Sample
and population are correctly selected in the rebeaf the physical education field. The subjects aolunteers
selected and there is no obligation, threat, emtgo® and seduction; in general research subjewjbtsr are
respected.

The results showed that physical education professo their research moderately consider the dthiwdices
regardingdata collection and analysis.Physical atiic professors use proper methods to collect ddta actual
data are collected for the research and analyzecblngct methods. Data making is avoided at ttagestand the
information is finally presented honestly and withany manipulation.

The results revealed that physical education psofssmoderately consider the ethical indices reggrdesult
reports. Physical education professors honestligtuthe results of their research and try to iieffeom publishing
an article in the different journals.

CONCLUSION

It could be generally concluded that physical etiooaacademic members pay attention to the reseshits in the
field of physical education and sport science andlenately consider the frameworks. Since the rebess in this
field are away from achieving the desired conditiddrconsidering the research ethics, they shoyldarbecome
more familiar with the concepts of research ethied its frameworks and consider them in their Ritsearch in
the field of physical education and sport scienceenthan before.
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