 
 
 
 
Reflective Log assessment Research Methods II 
 
 

 
 
You must discuss and provide reference to the BPS ethical guidelines throughout your reflective log.

Your reflective log must also include reference to a range of primary research methods sources.


Note: You are advised to discuss three studies at a minimum in your reflective log. 
 
Word limit: 1,000 words 









 	 

	Study One 
	Study Code: SWAN_Credit_BS

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study X    Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes X            No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 Once I clicked on the study the consent form was the first thing I had to read. It explained the context of the study (views on women in military) and informed me that I will receive a credit for participating. It also explained that my information would be stored anonymously and under password protection in accordance with the Data Protection Act (2018).
 
 
 




 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 
 The study was to gain my view on women in the military, which was explained in the EMS study description. I was aware that this study involved taking part in two questionnaires and giving my honest opinion and views when answering.
	


 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
 I found no issues with participating in this study as it was my own opinion that was being asked. My only reservation was my lack of knowledge when it came to “women in the military” although this was unfounded as I needed no prior knowledge.
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
On completion of the questionnaire, I was shown a debrief form which described the purpose of the study being the examination of people’s ambivalent sexism levels and views on women being suitable to undertake specific job roles in the military.
I was informed that I could withdraw my data at this point and that my data would be stored anonymously. I was thanked for taking part and given the researcher and principal investigators contact details. At this point I could also download a copy of the debrief form if I so wished.
 
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 
This questionnaire used an Emotional Intelligence questionnaire with multiple choice answers. On question one I found I had to keep scrolling from top to bottom of the page to be able to read the question and then read the multiple choice answers I could choose from; I found this irritating. 
 In the second questionnaire, “strongly agree” could not be seen on the screen, it was only because I knew it should be there that I looked for it, if someone wasn’t aware that this answer was available, they would have missed it, and this may have changed the results of this study dramatically.

	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	
I found a spelling mistake in section three, question two, and another in question five. I would suggest proof reading before going live on EMS.


Ref;

Data Protection Act (2018)

Petrides, K. V. (2009). Psychometric properties of the Trait Emotional Intelligence Questionnaire. In C. Stough, D. H. Saklofske, and J. D. Parker, Advances in the assessment of emotional intelligence. New York: Springer. DOI: 10.1007/978-0-387-88370-0_5


	 Study Two 
	Study Code: SWAN_Credit_RW

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study X     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes X             No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
  Ethical guidelines were followed when the consent form explained the Data Protection Act (2018). The researcher gave her name and telephone number which I found could be a problem, providing an email address would be more ethically correct rather than a telephone number.

 
 
 




 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 This was an online study which was described as a study about romantic relationships and how I felt in certain situations. This study is an online study on another website. To participate, I was asked to sign up and then I was given access to the website to participate in the study. The questions asked were related to my relationship and how I felt in regard to certain situations and circumstances within my relationship.
 


 





  
 
 
 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
In the description on EMS it was explained that if you were not in a current relationship you could not take part in this study. I was slightly anxious about the questions which were going to be asked about my relationship and how personal this questionnaire was going to be but knew that I could withdraw from the study at any point. 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
 There was a full debrief form following the two questionnaires which explained the purpose of the study and giving me the option of withdrawing my participation. The researcher and principal researchers’ names and contact details were given, once again a phone number rather than an email address.
 
  
 
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 
 The researcher used an Emotional Intelligence questionnaire with multiple choice answers with answers ranging from strongly agree to strongly disagree. 

	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	
 I would have provided my student email address rather than my personal telephone number. Information would not be held anonymously through a personal telephone number, if an email was used all data would be and could be stored confidentially.



Ref;

Data Protection Act (2018)


 

	Study Three 
	Study Code: SWAN_Credit SGTS

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study X     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes ☐             No X 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 Jan 31st, 2021.

I clicked on this study on EMS after reading the abstract. A first questionnaire administration followed by a reading task, then a second questionnaire administration.

The description detailed the study in which the experiment will involve responding to two separate questionnaire administrations on attitudes towards social class. Participants were also required to read one news article describing a crime.
 Once I clicked to participate; a system message was shown saying “the survey is unavailable because the administrator has not properly configured it.” EMS took me directly back to the studies available page and I was unable to participate in this study.
 
 
 
 




 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 
 



 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 

	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	 

	 Study Four 
	Study Code: SWAN_Credit_SGTS

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study X     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes X           No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 A study information sheet was shown with the warning that the news article may induce negative emotions in participants. The consent form also pre warned a potential risk of psychological harm and suggested not volunteering if concerned. The data will be anonymous and confidential in accordance with the data protection act. Finally, the researchers email addresses were provided and the consent form available to download. 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 
 The experiment involved answering two separate questionnaires regarding attitudes towards social class. After the first questionnaire I was required to read a news article describing a crime involving a theft and an elderly victim. Following the article, I was asked to answer another questionnaire which involved answering the exact same questions in the previous questionnaire. 

 
 
 
 
 







 
 
 

	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
Although I enjoy participating in questionnaires, this study was exasperating. The study involved the subject of classes, but nowhere in the study did it describe the characterization of the lower class, middle class, and the upper middle class.
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
A full debrief sheet was shown, with the purpose of the study described with references to previous studies (Soloman & Kurtz-Costes, 2017), which were all available at the end of the debrief form. Thanks was given for participating with the researchers’ names and email addresses available and the academic supervisors name and email address also.  
 
   
 
 
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 
I would have liked an explanation of the researcher’s characterization of the classes which would have helped me in answering the questions. 
 I did like the way the multiple-choice answers were laid out, I found this way to be far easier to read than the original bullet point likert scale (2014).









	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	 
This was my second attempt at this study, I’m happy that the problem was rectified, and I was able to participate.


Ref;

Data Protection Act (2018)

Nemoto, T., & Beglar, D. (2014). Likert-scale questionnaires. In JALT 2013 conference proceedings (pp. 1-8).

Soloman & Kurtz-Costes, (2017)


	 Study Five 
	Study Code: 

	What type of study was this?       
 
Lab-based study ☐     Online study ☐     Qualitative study (interview/focus group) ☐ 

	1. Was the BPS code of Human Research Ethics followed? 
(E.g. was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)  
 

	                   Yes ☐             No☐ 

	Describe how ethical guidelines were followed? Or not, if you believe they were not followed? 
(including reference to appropriate ethical guidelines where required) 

	 
 
 
 
 
 






 
 
 
 
 

	2. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in  
(What were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?) 

	 












	3. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in this research study  
(positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation) 

	 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

	4. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion? 

	 
 
 
 
 
  
 

	5. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study? 
(think about the materials used in the study and how the researcher carried out the study) 

	 

	6. Is there anything you would like to add in regards to this research study? 

	 



