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Extremely low
	
Low
	
Moderate
	
High
	
Extremely high
	
Comments

	


Child A
	
	√
	
	
	
	· Unlocked device independently
· Understood instructions, keen to work independently.
· Lost concentration after a few turns.
· Encouraged others to leave enhanced ICT area and play in role play.

	


Child B
	
	
	√
	
	
	· Unlocked the device independently.
· Stated that he was tired after a few moments.
· Scribbled over phoneme rather than concentrating on letter formation.
· After a few turns decided to leave area and play somewhere else.

	


Child C
	
	
	
	√
	
	· Unlocked the device independently.
· Preserved with the game for the longest amount of time.
· Required a thorough explanation of instructions initially.
· Became a little distracted when Child A and Child B began playing.
· Continued to play the game progressing through numerous levels.


How engaged are pupils in Enhanced Provision areas when ICT is introduced?






Observation notes - School 1.





	

	
	The Leuven Scale of engagement.
	Specific to observation.

	1. Extremely Low.
	Activity is simple, repetitive and passive. The child seems absent and displays no energy. They may stare into space or look around to see what others are doing. 

	· Child has no interaction or engagement with available ICT.
· Did not engage with Enhance Provision area.
· Child chose to focus on another activity.


	2. Low.
	Frequently interrupted activity. The child will be engaged in the activity for some of the time they are observed, but there will be moments of non-activity when they will stare into space, or be distracted by what is going on around. 

	· Little interaction with available ICT.
· Child is easily distracted with interruptions in Childs’ concentration.
· Did not engage with the Enhanced Provision activity.


	3. Moderate.
	Mainly continuous activity. The child is busy with the activity but at a fairly routine level and there are few signs of real involvement. They make some progress with what they are doing but don’t show much energy and concentration and can be easily distracted. 

	· Some engagement with the available ICT.
· Child can be distracted throughout task but returned to the ICT.
· Little engagement with enhance Provision activity.
· Signs of concentration.


	4. High.
	Continuous activity with intense moments. The child’ activity has intense moments and at all times they seem involved. They are not easily distracted.
	· Continuous activity and engagement with available ICT.
· Child is persistent with the Enhanced Provision activity. 
· Signs of engrossed concentration.


	5. Extremely high.
	The child shows continuous and intense activity revealing the greatest involvement. They are concentrating and show signs of creativity, energy and persistency throughout nearly all the observed period.
	· Continuous and intense engagement with available ICT through allocated time.
· Signs of enthusiasm and enjoyment.
· Child is absorbed, being persistent and precise with Enhanced Provision activity.
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Interview Questions
Today, we are going to ask you all some questions. We would like you all to take part and tell us your ideas. You can all have different answers, and it does not matter if you have different answers to your friends you will all be correct.

1) What area did you enjoy playing in this morning, can you tell me why?
Or what activity did you enjoy this morning, can you tell me why? – pictures of class areas.

2) Did you notice anything different about the enhanced provision/area? Can you describe it? – Show picture of area with/without ICT. 

Using ICT photograph as prompt:
3) Did you use any of the equipment in the photograph? Can you tell me how you used it? What did you do?

Introduce idea of being in charge and resourcing areas according to choose – ICT/learning friend.

4) Do you think the equipment helped you to learn anything today? What did you learn? 

5) If the equipment was put in every area of the classroom, what do you think it would be like? Visual self-assessment prompt.

6) If you were the teacher setting up the enhanced provision area, show photograph prompt, how would you make it better? What would you change? What would you include?
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	Question 1
Child A – ‘I liked the construction and the lego’.
Child B – ‘I like the iPads’.
Child C –  ‘The ipads were my favourite’.

	Question 2
Child A – Pointed to  cupboard that was new in the area.
Child B – ‘The pirate pictures and the treasure map’.
Child C - ’The dinosaurs and the Ipads’.

	Question 3
Child A – ‘I pressed the letters, I had to write the letter’.
Child B – ‘Trying to find the right letters’.
Child C – ‘I had to tap the letters on the game’.

	Question 4
Child A – ‘They helped me to learn letters and one number’.
Child B – ‘Learn all about different letters’.
Child C – ‘It was helping me do the iPad really well’.

	Question 5
Child A – ‘I would play games, I’ve got one at home’.
Child B – ‘I would play on all the iPads and share them with my friends.
Child C – ‘I like to play in the kitchen the best’.


	Question 6
Child A – ‘I would like a dinosaur game’.
Child B – ‘I would like to play Minecraft, Mammy’s doesn’t work’.
Child C – ‘I like Minecraft it’s on Daddy’s TV’.


							Focus group answers - School 1.
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	Reflection - School 1.
	Date: 20/02/19
	Teacher: Miss. Brooks
	Year group: Reception

	Time: 1.30pm
	Observer: Mrs. Day
	Subject: Literacy


	Concrete Experience
An observation of pupils using ICT in the enhanced provision areas. The pupils participated in literacy based activities. They chose a pirate themed picture that was labelled with the corresponding word, the task required them to identify the initial phoneme on the card and then on the iPad. This then linked them to a range of activities. The more cards they used the further they progressed through the game onto more difficult levels. All the children were given a short explanation at the beginning of the observation, they all unlocked and accessed the game independently.

	Reflective Observation
Child A – The child was initially engaged and understood the concept of the activity. They quickly lost interest and moved away from the ICT enhanced area also trying to encourage other participants to join them.
Child B – The child was initially engaged and was verbalising his enjoyment of being able to use the game. They progressed through three stages but eventually became distracted by Child A. The chid did return to the game after a short break.
Child C – The child had intense moments of concentration, showing signs of enjoyment and was not distracted by others. Th child persevered onto higher levels within the game only stopping due to the session ending.

	Abstract Conceptualisation.

	Active Experimentation
Way forwards?
· Behaviour heightened after lunch time
· Open plan design allowing for distraction.
· Age/Stage of children effected communication skills and understanding.
· More adult support at beginning of session for clarification of instructions.
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	Extremely low
	
Low
	
Moderate
	
High
	Extremely high
	
Comments

	


Child D
	
	
	
	
	√
	· Accessed independently using a QR code.
· Played iPad game independently, progressing through levels, showing persistence.
· As the game got hard the child became more absorbed, focussing fully on task.
· When iPad game was completed, child explored what other tasks were available, choosing the Beebot activity.
· The child was engaged instantly, fully understanding instructions independently.
· Programmed the Beebot to navigate to the correct shape using the clues provided.
· Child showed signs of enthusiasm and enjoyment through facial expression and speech.
· The child interacted with ICT throughout the whole session.

	


Child E
	
	√
	
	
	
	· Child accessed game via QR code independently.
· Child asked for further instructions on how to use the game.
· Child had little interaction with the iPad, throughout this time the child was easily distracted by their peers.
· Child chose to participate with the non ICT activity.
· Child engaged with the non ICt activity for the rest of the session. 

	


Child F
	
	
	√
	
	
	· Child chose to play with the Beebot immediately.
· Child was able to programme and move the beebot independently, showing signs of involvement.
· The child did not engage in the focus task.
· The child was showing sins of enjoyment however programming the Beebot off the mat and around the classroom avoiding obstacles.
· The child then decided to use an iPad, needed support to access game through QR code.
· The child lost interest quickly and returned to the beebot activity.
· The child interacted with Child D receiving support from his peer, showing more concentration with the activity. 




Observation notes - School 2.
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Focus group answers - School 2.
	Question 1 
Child D - I like the iPad, was trying to find the right shape to match. Didn’t go on game 2.
Child E - iPad, It was fun, we used electronics.
Child F - The beebot, it moves and I like it when it goes on the squares.

	Question 2 
Child D - Nothing (shook head)
Child E - Played with the new things in the classroom, the iPads and beebot.
Child F - We didn’t do any work. 


	Question 3
Child D - Need to use the controls on the beebot to make it move from the question to the right shape. Went around 2 or 3 shapes, bit too easy.
Child E - Different shapes came on the iPad and had to put them in the right box, was a little bit too easy. I played on it a long time.
Child F - The beebot went all the way to Miss. Could click the front, side, side, revers button. Press one of them, then it goes. Press button more times and let it travel around. I liked this. The words were too tricky.

	Question 4 
Child D - Went on iPad on game 2. When the shape came up, had to figure out and match it with the right one.
Child E - Yes learnt different shapes (non-ICT activity).
Child F - The beebot, had to read the shapes and go to them.  

	Question 5 
Child D - Good, if everyone had one (a device) then no one would argue
Child E - It might get boring. I like to colour.
Child F - It’s better using iPads, could help me to do craft.
 

	Question 6 
Child D - Would have more colouring. More iPads and beebots. Everyone would have one each. We could record each other on the iPads.
Child E - Drawing and crafts. More games on the iPad like the one we had, more challenging games. Could take a photo of my work on the iPad to show the whole class.
Child F - Lego to build 3D shapes. Crafts. Would have more iPads to pay puppy games.




Appendix 7.
[image: Related image]How engaged are pupils in Enhanced Provision areas when ICT is introduced?




								Reflection - School 2.
	Date: 21/02/19
	Teacher: Mrs. Day
	Year group: Year 2

	Time: 10.00am
	Observer: Miss.Brooks
	Subject: Numeracy


	Concrete Experience
An observation of pupils using ICT in the enhanced provision areas. The pupils participated in numeracy-based activities focussing on 2D shapes. The beebot activity required them to programme the Beebot to travel around the mat answering clues. The pupils also had the choice of accessing educational numeracy games via a QR code, pupils had the choice of two QR codes. There were also additional non-ICT based activities available in the area. The iPad games became more difficult, challenging pupils as they progressed through the levels. All the children were given a short explanation at the beginning of the observation about what was available and what they had to do.

	Reflective Observation
Child D – The child chose the to use the iPad as soon as it was introduced as an option by Mrs Day. Successfully used the QR code to access the numeracy matching game. The child was thoroughly engaged with the game and was able to complete level one with ease. He took the iPad over to Child E to see what they were playing on, decided to stay on they game they were playing on. Child was persistent, continuing through the levels and progressed to level 6. As the levels became harder the child become engrossed and absorbed. Once child had completed the game, was interested and engaged with the beebot activity. Was able to understand the process of what was required, reading the instruction, programming the beebot to reach the correct destination. Child was showing signs of enjoyment and persistence.
Child E – Child went straight to the Ipad, was able to scan the QR code independently. They needed support on how to play the game. The childs’ concentration fluctuated, kept being distracted by child F who was using the beebot. The child left the iPad to participant in the non-ICT activity, they engaged with this activity for the majority of the time given.
Child F – The child went straight to the beebot activity. They were able to programme and engage with the beebot however, were not able to fully understand the concept of the activity. The child moved on to the iPad, needing support to use the QR code to access the numeracy game. They engaged with the game for a short amount of time before returning to the beebot activity with child D. Child D was able to follow the instructions, offering support to child F, which helped to concentrate more on the given activity.

	Abstract Conceptualisation

	Active Experimentation
Way forwards?
· Further clarification/explanation of instructions for LA.
· Differentiated activities.. To challenge
· Wider range of ICT
· Pupil voice – games suitable to children – crafts
· Further observation – when in a full classroom
· Given ICT everyone
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APPLICATION FOR ETHICAL APPROVAL
In order for research to result in benefit and minimise risk of harm, it must be conducted ethically. A researcher may not be covered by the University’s insurance if ethical approval has not been obtained prior to commencement.
The University follows the OECD Frascati manual definition of research activity: “creative work undertaken on a systematic basis in order to increase the stock of knowledge, including knowledge of man, culture and society, and the use of this stock of knowledge to devise new applications”. As such this covers activities undertaken by members of staff, postgraduate research students, and both taught postgraduate and undergraduate students working on dissertations/projects.

The individual undertaking the research activity is known as the “principal researcher”.

Ethical approval is not required for routine audits, performance reviews, quality assurance studies, testing within normal educational requirements, and literary or artistic criticism.

Please read the notes for guidance before completing ALL sections of the form.

This form must be completed and approved prior to undertaking any research activity. Please see Checklist for details of process for different categories of application.


SECTION A: About You (Principal Researcher)

	Full Name:
	Denika Aimee Brooks

	Tick all boxes which apply:

	Member of staff:
	☐
	Student:
	X
	Honorary research fellow:
	☐



	Faculty/School/Centre:
	Yr Athrofa

	Campus:
	SA1

	E-mail address:
	dbrooks.123714@student.uwtsd.ac.uk

	Contact Telephone Number:
	07398242273

	For students:

	Student Number:
	P123714
	Undergraduate
	☐

	Programme of Study:
	Primary PGCE
	Taught Postgraduate
	X

	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	Catherine Morgan
	Research
	☐



SECTION B: Approval for Research Activity

	Has the research activity received approval in principle?
(please check the Guidance Notes as to the appropriate approval process for different levels of research by different categories of individual)
	
YES
	
☐
	
NO
	
☐

	
	Date

	If Yes, please indicate source of approval (and date where known):
	Research Degrees Committee
	☐
	

	
	Faculty Research Committee
	☐
	

	
	Other (write in)
	X
	18/01/19


Approval in principle must be obtained from the relevant source prior to seeking ethical approval.



SECTION C: External Ethical Guidance Materials

	Please list the core ethical guidance documents that have been referred to during the completion of this form (including any discipline-specific codes of research ethics, and also any specific
ethical guidance relating to the proposed methodology). Please tick to confirm that your research proposal adheres to these codes and guidelines.

	BERA (2018) Ethical Guidelines for Educational Research
	X

	UWTSD Research Ethics& Integrity Code of Practice
	X

	EWC Ethical Practice Guidelines
	X




SECTION D: External Collaborative Research Activity

	Does the research activity involve collaborators outside of the
University?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	X

	If Yes, please provide the name of the external organisation and name and contact details for the main contact person:

	Institution
	

	Contact person name
	

	Contact person e-mail address
	


Where research activity is carried out in collaboration with an external organisation
	Does this organisation have its own ethics approval system?
	YES
	☐
	NO
	☐

	If Yes, please attach a copy of any final approval (or interim approval) from the organisation



SECTION E: Details of Research Activity

	
Indicative title:
	How engaged are pupils in Enhanced Provision areas when ICT is introduced?

	Proposed start date:
	February 2019
	Proposed end date:
	March 2019

	Purpose of research activity (including aims and objectives)
Outline the purpose, aims and objectives of the research activity, including key research questions. Show briefly how existing research has informed the proposed activity and explain what the research activity will add and how it addresses an area of importance. (Maximum 300 words)

	The research aims to explore how introducing ICT to areas of Enhanced Provision effects the engagement of children in the Foundation Phase. We aim to investigate whether the introduction of placing ICT devices, namely iPads, cameras, sound buttons and recording devices into a variety of learning areas promotes pupil’s engagement with the focus task planned, in line with Enhanced Provision guidance detailed in the Foundation Phase framework (2004).

The research question was devised from an interest in how pupils can be engaged whilst learning independently, exploring the changes to engagement when ICT is introduced. Donaldson (2015), Successful Futures report depicts the development of the Digital Competency Framework (DCF) that supports the use of ICT in a cross curricular manner.

Vygotsky’s (1934) social development theory, suggests that children are actively involved in the progression of their own learning. Furthermore, Vygotsky considers the ‘More Knowledge Other’ who guides learning, on this occasion the More Knowledge Other will be the technology placed in areas to assist learning.

As practitioners we are responsible for providing tasks that enhance learning and engage pupils.




	Kearsley and Schneiderman (1999), discuss engagement theory, a framework for technology-based teaching and learning. This suggests that the introduction of ICT can further promote pupil’s engagement in ways that are proven difficult to achieve otherwise.


(this box should expand as you type)

	Proposed methods
Provide a brief summary of all the methods that may be used in the research activity, making it clear what specific techniques may be used. If methods other than those listed in this section are deemed appropriate later, additional ethical approval for those methods will be needed. (Maximum 600 words)

	
The principal approach to this research proposal is lesson study (Dudley, 2014). This is a teacher led approach involving researchers collaborating through a targeted directed study focus that influences the development of pupils learning. The primary aim of this research study is evaluating how pupils engage with ICT equipment when placed in Enhanced Provision areas. The lesson study will be organised through collaborative planning and will be based on three pupils from each school, ensuring confidentiality and anonymity throughout.

During this study, the researcher will observe the three focus children within Enhance Provision areas in the class. The observer will predominantly focus on how the pupils interact with the available ICT and how this impacts on their levels of engagement helping to develop independent learning.

A devised observation schedule will be followed in both observations to ensure consistency. This schedule will include the Leuven Scale of Involvement (Leavers, 2011). The scale is a five-point scale, ranging from extremely low to extremely high, which measures the involvement of the child. Unique to this study, the Leuven scale will be adapted, ensuring both researchers can understand and establish how the focus children are engaging with ICT in the Enhanced Provision area.
Adaptations will be specific and relevant to the context of the research study. During the observation, researchers will not interact with learners, this is specifically observation only. However, the researcher will always have the well-being of the child at the forefront of this study. Researchers shall note take during the observation, recording findings directly onto adapted Leuven scale.

Following the lesson observation, a semi-structured interview will be undertaken. This will involve the researcher asking the focus group of children a set of pre-arranged questions, specific to the observation. Child-centred methodology will be considered, the aim is to use a child friendly approach to research methods, ensuring appropriate vocabulary and contexts are used for children of Foundation Phase age. The interview will be audio recorded for the use of the reflection. The researchers intend to promote the use of pupils’ voice in line with Article 12 (UNCRC).

Combining data gathered from the observation and interview, researchers shall analyse and interpret using a chosen reflection model. The two models that will be used are; Kolb’s Learning Cycle (1984) and Brookfield’s Reflective model (1995). The main reflective basis for this study will be the four stages outlined by Kolb, namely concrete experience, reflective observation, abstract conceptualisation and active experimentation. Elements of Brookfield’s model will be incorporated in the reflective observation stage in order to have reflections from numerous sources.



(this box should expand as you type)




	Location of research activity
Identify all locations where research activity will take place.

	
School 1 is a small urban, community school in a village in South Wales. The school currently has approximately 130 pupils from the age of three to eleven. This part of the study will involve pupils in a reception class.

School 2 is large community school also located in South Wales. There are approximately 400 pupils on roll between the ages of 3 and 11 who are organised into 14 classes. The part of the study will involve pupils in a Year 2 class.

Both these schools are in partnership with the University of Wales, Trinity Saint David, Swansea.


(this box should expand as you type)

	Research activity outside of the UK
If research activity will take place overseas, you are responsible for ensuring that local ethical considerations are complied with and that the relevant permissions are sought. Specify any local guidelines (e.g. from local professional associations/learned societies/universities) that exist and whether these involve any ethical stipulations beyond those usual in the UK (provide details of any licenses or permissions required). Also specify whether there are any specific ethical issues raised by the local context in which the research activity is taking place, for example, particular cultural sensitivities or vulnerabilities of participants.

	N/A

(this box should expand as you type)




SECTION F: Scope of Research Activity

	Will the research activity include:
	
YES
	
NO

	Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?
	☐
	X

	Use of interviews?
	X
	☐

	Use of diaries?
	☐
	X

	Participant observation with their knowledge?
	X
	☐

	Participant observation without their knowledge?
	☐
	X

	Use of video or audio recording?
	X
	☐

	Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific consent?
	☐
	X

	Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?
	☐
	X

	Performance of any acts which may cause embarrassment or affect self-esteem?
	☐
	X

	Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?
	☐
	X

	Use of procedures that involve deception?
	☐
	X

	Administration of any substance, agent or placebo?
	☐
	X

	Working with live vertebrate animals?
	☐
	X

	Other primary data collection methods, please explain in this box
	X
	☐




SECTION G: Intended Participants

	Who are the intended participants:
	
YES
	
NO

	Students or staff at the University?
	☐
	X

	Adults (over the age of 18 and competent to give consent)?
	☐
	X

	Vulnerable adults?
	☐
	X

	Children under 18?
	X
	☐

	Prisoners?
	☐
	X

	Young offenders?
	☐
	X

	Those who could be considered to have a particularly dependent relationship with the investigator or a gatekeeper?
	☐
	X

	People engaged in illegal activities?
	☐
	X

	Others (please identify):
	
☐
	X



	Participant numbers and source
Provide an estimate of the expected number of participants. How will you identify participants and how will they be recruited?

	Observation of a whole class lesson, with focus on 3 pupils in each lesson. The learners being observed will be identified by the researcher and class teacher and will be chosen according to higher, middle and lower ability. The three pupils will be interviewed in a semi structured interview following the lesson. Consent and assent procedures will be followed prior to observation and interviews, see section I.
this box should expand as you type)



	Information for participants:
	YES
	NO
	N/A

	Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?
	X
	☐
	☐

	Will you tell participants that their participation is voluntary?
	X
	☐
	☐

	Will you obtain written consent for participation?
	X
	☐
	☐

	Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the research will not affect their treatment or education (if relevant)?
	X
	☐
	☐

	If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their consent to being observed?
	X
	☐
	☐

	Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at any time and for any reason?
	X
	☐
	☐

	With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting questions they do not want to answer?
	☐
	☐
	X

	Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full confidentiality and that, if published, it will not be identifiable as
theirs?
	X
	
☐
	
☐

	Will you debrief participants at the end of their participation, in a
way appropriate to the type of research undertaken?
	X
	☐
	☐

	If NO to any of above questions, please give an explanation

	


(this box should expand as you type)





	Information for participants:
	YES
	NO
	N/A

	Will participants be paid?
	☐
	X
	☐

	Is specialist electrical or other equipment to be used with participants?
	☐
	X
	☐

	Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or University arising from this study?
	☐
	X
	☐

	Will the research activity involve deliberately misleading participants in any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?
	
☐
	X
	
☐

	If YES to any question, please provide full details

	


(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION H: Anticipated Risks

	Outline any anticipated risks that may adversely affect any of the participants, the researchers and/or the University, and the steps that will be taken to address them.

If you have completed a full risk assessment (for example as required by a laboratory, or external research collaborator) you may append that to this form.

	Full risk assessment completed and appended?

Yes	☐
No	X

	Risks to participants
For example: emotional distress, financial disclosure, physical harm, transfer of personal data, sensitive organisational information

	· Children feeling singled out, that could result in feelings of upset or distress.
· Children will be informed of process and will have the choice to participate or withdraw at any time during the process.
· During the interview process children may feel under pressure because they are required to answer questions and give opinions. This could result in feelings of anxiety and unease and could potential lead to dishonesty.
· Using appropriate child friendly language, the children will be interviewed in a familiar setting and will not be pressurised to answer questions and withdraw at any stage.
· Focus children may potentially miss learning opportunities that could occur when they are removed from their class to be interviewed.
· Researchers shall collaborate with the class teacher to ensure minimum disruption to learning.
· The remaining cohort may feel undervalued due to not being chosen for the study.
· At the start of the lesson all children will be made aware of the researchers’ intentions. Researchers will answer any questions regarding any concerns
· During the study there is a risk that children may disclose information to the researcher.
· Researchers shall be fully aware of the school ‘s Safe Guarding and Child Protection policies.

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	If research activity may include sensitive, embarrassing or upsetting topics (e.g. sexual activity, drug use) or issues likely to disclose information requiring further action (e.g. criminal activity), give details of the procedures to deal with these issues, including any support/advice (e.g. helpline numbers) to be offered to participants. Note that where applicable, consent procedures should make it clear that if something potentially or actually illegal is discovered in the course of a project,
it may need to be disclosed to the proper authorities

	N/A

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Risks to investigator
For example: personal safety, physical harm, emotional distress, risk of accusation of harm/impropriety, conflict of interest

	· Personal safety of the researcher.
The location of the researcher will be shared with research partner and the University.
· Risk of accusation and consideration of Safe Guarding issues.
Researcher shall adhere to the school’s Child Protection and Safe Guarding Policies. They shall conduct the interview in a safe environment, where the door will remain open. Both researchers shall always be present when with the children.
· Risk of pupils not participating due to absence or withdrawal.
Researchers will identify other potential participants and will seek the relevant consent.

(this box should expand as you type)




	

	University/institutional risks
For example: adverse publicity, financial loss, data protection

	Research will be taking place in a partnership school. We will uphold the good name of the University by acting professionally and adhering to BERA/EWC guidelines.

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Adverse outcomes
List measures put in place to limit any adverse effects or outcomes of research activity where appropriate. Include any emergency protocols.

	· Researchers shall identify other potential participants in view of any absenteeism.
· In the absence of the researcher another date will be arranged for completion of study lesson.
(this box should expand as you type)





	Disclosure and Barring Service

	If the research activity involves children or vulnerable adults, a Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) certificate must be obtained before any contact with such participants.
	

YES
	

NO
	

N/A

	Has a DBS certificate been obtained?
	X
	☐
	☐



SECTION I: Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality

	Feedback
What feedback will be provided to participants, how will this be done and when?

	
Feedback will be given to the participants and/or school Head teacher on request. Researchers will have the responsibility and will provide feedback to their school only.  

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Informed consent
Describe the arrangements to inform potential participants, before providing consent, of what is involved in participating. Describe the arrangements for participants to provide full consent before data collection begins. If gaining consent in this way is inappropriate, explain how consent will be
obtained and recorded.

	Continuing participant assent to judge consent through process.

Prior to the start of the research study parental consent will be obtained from the parents/guardians of the focus children. The consent form will be devised and approved by the University.
Children will only become active participants when signed and dated consent forms are returned to the researcher. This ensures parents/guardians are aware of their child’s participation in the study.

The whole class shall be informed of the purpose of the research study, the proposed schedule of the lesson and the identity of the additional observer.

The researcher will continually seek assent of the chosen participants by observing their willingness and behaviours, ensuring consent.

All ethical responsibilities shall be taken into consideration adhering to BERA (2018) guidelines.

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Confidentiality / Anonymity
Set out how anonymity of participants and confidentiality will be ensured in any outputs. If anonymity is not being offered, explain why this is the case.

	
Adhering to BERA (2018) guidelines, the confidentiality of participants will be guaranteed. There will not be any personal information of the children included in this study. Focus children will be kept anonymous and will be identified as Child A, Child B or Child C. No other personal information will be obtained from the children in the research study. All data will be kept on a password protected device and adhere to the GDPR.



(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage
In completing this section refer to the University’s Research Data Management Policy and the extensive resources on the University’s Research Data Management web pages (http://uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/).
	
	YES
	NO

	Does the research activity involve personal data (as defined by the Data Protection Act)?
“personal data” means data which relate to a living individual who can be identified—
(a) from those data, or
(b) from those data and other information which is in the possession of, or is likely to come into the possession of, the data controller, and includes any expression of opinion about the individual and any indication of the intentions of the data controller
or any other person in respect of the individual.
	


☐
	


X

	If YES, provide a description of the data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	
(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Does it involve sensitive personal data (as defined by the Data Protection Act)?
“Sensitive personal data” means personal data consisting of information as to –
(a) the racial or ethnic origin of the data subject,
(b) his political opinions,
(c ) his religious beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature,
(d) whether he is a member of a trade union (within the meaning of the Trade Union and Labour Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),
(e) his physical or mental health or condition,
(f) his sexual life,
(g) the commission or alleged commission by him of any offence, or
(h) any proceedings for any offence committed or alleged to have been committed by
him, the disposal of such proceedings or the sentence of any court in such proceedings.
	





☐
	





X

	If YES, provide a description of the data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	
(this box should expand as you type)



	Will the research activity involve storing personal data on one of the following:
	YES
	NO

	Manual files (i.e. in paper form)?
	☐
	☐

	University computers?
	☐
	☐

	Private company computers?
	☐
	☐

	Home or other personal computers?
	☐
	☐

	Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk-drives/ memory sticks?
	☐
	☐

	“Cloud” storage or websites?
	☐
	☐

	Other – specify:
	☐
	☐

	For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure data confidentiality, including details of password protection, encryption and anonymisation:

	
The data collected will be safely stored on a password protected laptops and memory sticks. Audio data will be kept secure and stored on a password protected device. All data will ensure confidentiality and anonymity and will adhere to the Universities data protection policy and the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR).




	

(this box should expand as you type)

	Will the research activity involve any of the following activities:
	YES
	NO

	Electronic transfer of data in any form?
	☐
	X

	Sharing of data with others at the University?
	X
	☐

	Sharing of data with other organisations?
	☐
	X

	Export of data outside the European Union or importing of data from outside the UK?
	☐
	X

	Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or telephone numbers?
	☐
	X

	Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals?
	☐
	X

	Use of data management system?
	☐
	X

	Data archiving?
	X
	☐

	If YES to any question, please provide full details, explaining how this will be conducted in accordance with the Data Protection Act (and/or any international equivalent):

	

Data will be shared between research partners in order to discuss and analyse results. However, the data shared will ensure participants are not identifiable and will remain anonymous.
Data will be stored securely by the research partners within the school where they are working. This will be stored on a password protected device and will be kept until the completion of the Primary PGCE programme.

(this box should expand as you type)





	List all who will have access to the data generated by the research activity:

	
Katherine Amie Day and Denika Amiee Brooks.

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity:

	
Each researcher will take responsibility for data collected within their school.

(this box should expand as you type)

	

	Give details of data storage arrangements, including where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived – if so how and if not why not.

	
In line with UWTSD data management policy and GDPR all data will be stored on password protected devices. All data will be destroyed on completion of the Primary PGCE course.

(this box should expand as you type)



SECTION K: Declaration

	The information which I have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. I have attempted to identify any risks and issues related to the research activity and acknowledge m y obligations and the rights of the participants.

In submitting this application I hereby confirm that I undertake to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice

	Signature of applicant:
	Date:



For students:
	Teacher / Senior Mentor / Headteacher:
	

	Signature:
	

	Date:
	



	Supervisor:
	

	Signature:
	

	Date:
	




Checklist: Please complete the checklist below to ensure that you have completed the form according to the guidelines and attached any required documentation:
	X
	I have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.

	X
	I have completed ALL RELEVANT sections of the form in full.

	X
	I confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle

	☐
	I have attached a copy of final/interim approval from external organisation (where appropriate)

	
☐
	
I have attached a full risk assessment (and have NOT completed Section H of this form) (where appropriate)

	X
	I understand that it is my responsibility to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice.

	X
	I understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or Head of School.



[bookmark: _GoBack]
image1.jpeg
PRIFYSGOL CYMRU
Y Drindod Dewi Sant
UNIVERSITY OF WALES

Trinity Saint David

SWANSEA - ABERTAWE




