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ECPS6001: Psychology Empirical Project
Research Proposal

Assessment Component 1: Research proposal (1,000 words) worth 10% of the overall module mark for the Psychology Empirical Project. The proposal form will be marked in line with the Level Six Grading Rubric. The boxes below will expand as you type.  
	Student Name and University ID number:
	Celyn Pennell (2004005)

	Proposed Supervisor’s name:
	Dr Katie Sullivan




Psychology Research Area (tick all that apply) 


	Social Psychology   X

	Developmental Psychology 

	Biological Psychology 
	Forensic Psychology 

	Health Psychology 

	Individual Differences 

	Educational Psychology 
	Political Psychology 

	Cognitive Psychology 

	Clinical Psychology 
	Counselling Psychology 
	Occupational Psychology 

	Other:  indicate briefly (not included in word count)




Proposed Study Design (tick all that apply) 


	Quantitative    X
	Experimental   X
	Applied (with UWTSD students 

	Online Questionnaire Survey 

	Qualitative 

	Quasi Experimental 


	Focus Groups
	Online  


	Mixed Methods 

	Applied (with external organisation) 
	Interviews 



	Lab-based study    X

	If Applied, and involving an external organisation, please indicate your plans for gaining appropriate approvals from the organisation: (not included in the word count)






	Other study design: indicate briefly (not included in word count)




	Suggested Research Title/Area: (between 10-15 words and must reflect the essence of your proposed research question, study design and study population and should be more specific than a broad topic area).  

The influence of explicit prejudice towards immigrants in undergraduate students: An investigation using an integrated threat measure. 








	Background: 250 words 
Why is your study important? What theory and empirical research evidence supports your research question? (Please provide a rationale for your study including a brief review of relevant psychological literature and theory and a minimum of five references).      

Within the last twenty years, much research has been done on attitudes towards immigrants and generalised prejudice towards migrant groups (Esses et al., 2001; Murray and Marx 2013; Gallego and Pardos-Prado, 2014). With levels of migration consistently rising due to wars, conflicts, and economic crisis, research into attitudes towards those who reside in countries outside of their own nationality seems to be more relevant than ever 
(Abdelaaty and Steele, 2022). A popular concept applied to this area of research is the integrated threat theory of prejudice, established by Stefan and Stefan (2000). The theory provides four key types of threat that are believed to contribute to the formation of prejudice attitudes. Realistic threat and symbolic threat, negative stereotypes, and intergroup anxiety are all thought to be factors of prejudice towards outer groups (Stefan and Stefan, 2000). Unfamiliarity of cultural differences of out-groups can also cause negative attitudes towards immigrants, and lead to fear or antagonism (Croucher, 2017).    
   While many studies have used the integrated threat measure to establish the role of prejudice in attitudes towards immigrants in general, research my Murry and Marx (2013) has examined differences in attitudes towards legal and illegal immigrants. Due to current world events, attitudes towards migrants seeking asylum may be a crucial research opportunity. Therefore, the aim of the study is to explore whether explicit prejudice plays a role in attitudes towards immigrants, and whether there is a difference in attitude towards legal and illegal immigrants.
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	Please state the main research question(s) or hypotheses(s): (100 words max)   

1. Does explicit prejudice play a role in attitudes towards legal/illegal immigrants? 
2. Will those who have higher levels of Explicit Racial Prejudice be more negative towards immigrants?
3. Will those participants with higher levels of Explicit Prejudice be more negative towards issues of Realistic Threat and Symbolic Threat than those with low levels of Explicit Prejudice?
4. Is there a difference in attitude towards legal immigrants and illegal immigrants? 
 


It is hypothesised that undergraduate students will display prejudice attitudes towards both legal and illegal immigrants. Those with higher levels of explicit racial prejudice will show more negative attitudes towards immigrants. It is also hypothesised that participants with higher levels of explicit prejudice will be more negative towards issues of Realistic and Symbolic Threat. 

     









Methodological Details (500 words) 

	Please summarise the key methodological approach: (you can include copies of proposed study materials as appendices if you wish). You must include details of the following:
· Participants: Who will your participants be, how will you access and recruit them, and how many are needed? 
· Design: Using appropriate terminology clearly define key elements of your design (IVs, DVs, Qual approach, expt. manipulations etc).  How do you plan to analyse your main data? 
· Materials: What are the main measures, scales, experimental tools or other materials required for your study? 
· Procedure: How will you carry out the study – define briefly what will happen to a participant in your study from the point of consent to the study debrief.


Participants: 
The participant sample will include undergraduate students studying Psychology related courses at the University of Wales Trinity Saint David’s Swansea campus, who sign up via the Experimental Management System in exchange for credits. There are no specific inclusion criteria to take part in the study. The study will require 30 participants in total, and these will be split into two groups. 15 participants will complete a questionnaire on illegal immigrants and the other 15 will complete a questionnaire on legal immigrants. 

Design: 
A between subject’s experimental design will be applied in order to examine the differences in attitudes of those with high and low explicit prejudice levels. The independent variable will be Explicit Prejudice, which will have two levels (high explicit prejudice and low explicit prejudice). The dependant variable will be scores obtained on the Prejudicial Attitudes Survey concerning either legal or illegal immigrants. This survey will measure levels of Realistic Threat and Symbolic Threat displayed towards either legal or illegal immigrants. 

Mean scores and Standard Deviations for each group will be calculated and used for analysis. An independent samples t-test will be used to compare the scores and levels of Realistic and Symbolic Threat expressed by participants with high and low levels of Explicit Prejudice concerning either legal or illegal immigrants.  



Materials: 

An adapted racial prejudice scale (Lepore and Brown,1997) will be used to measure levels of Explicit Racial Prejudice. The questionnaire contains fifteen items/statements and participant responses range from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). Examples of statements within the scale include “Some Black people living here who receive support from the state could get along without it if they tried” and “If people move to another country, they should be allowed to maintain their own traditions”. There six negative items on the scale that will be reverse scored, so therefore a higher score indicates a higher racial tolerance (lower explicit prejudice level).  

The Prejudicial Attitudes Survey (Stephan and Stephan, 1993) will also be used to measure differences in attitudes towards legal/illegal immigrants. One group will complete this questionnaire in response to legal immigrants, and the other group will complete this questionnaire in relation to illegal immigrants. The first part of this questionnaire will include 12 terms (e.g., sympathy, rejection) and participants will be asked to rank on a scale of 0 (do not feel this emotion at all) to 8 (I feel this emotion extremely) to measure their general attitudes towards immigrants (legal or illegal).  
The second section of the questionnaire will measure Realistic Threat and Symbolic Threat levels of participants towards legal and illegal immigrants. The 14 itemed scale will include 7 statements relating to threats such as crime, unemployment and healthcare for Realistic Threat, and 7 statements relating differences in values, beliefs, and culture for Symbolic Threat. Participants responses range from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree).


Procedure: 
Participants will complete this study on the computers within the Psychology Labs. Once they have read the information sheet on the screen and given informed consent, they will be asked for demographic information such as their age, gender, and nationality. They will then be instructed to complete the Explicit Racial Prejudice Questionnaire. Once this has been completed, they will then be moved on to the Prejudicial Attitudes Survey relating to either legal or illegal immigrants. Once both tasks have been completed, this will mark the end of the study. The participants will then be debriefed and thanked for taking part in the study.


































Key Ethical considerations (150 words)


	In this section you are required to briefly outline any specific ethical considerations for your project.  All projects will be expected to adhere to the BPS code of human research ethics, and you will need to submit a full ethics form which will document your specific processes for informed consent, debriefing, and data protection.  Here you need to briefly note additional or specific key ethical considerations for your particular project e.g. potential for distress or discomfort, any deception, research with vulnerable populations or sensitive topic areas, and briefly outline how you expect to manage these risks within your project. 

Questions and statements used in the questionnaires relating to immigrants may be upsetting to some participants and may cause distress. In order to reduce the risk of any potential distress and gain informed consent, participants will be made fully aware of the topic area being explored within the study before signing up. In line with the British Psychological Society’s Code of Human Research Ethics (2021), participants will also be informed that their participation is completely voluntary and they are free to stop the study at any point without penalty. To maintain confidentiality, participants will also be reminded that their responses are anonymous and cannot be traced back to them. They will also be informed of their right to withdraw their data upon request after the study is completed, up to a specified date (BPS, 2021). Finally, in line with the BPS Code of Ethics and Conduct (2018), participants will be fully debriefed with the study aims and research questions before they leave the study. They will also be provided with the contact details of the researcher and supervisor should any distress occur after the study, or if they have any further questions. 
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