Module Code: ECGE7004
Assessment Number: 2
Student Number: 1904711

Online Discussion 1: 
Experiences and perceived impact on the media coverage of transgender youth. 
My research focuses on the perceived impacts that UK media coverage of transgender youth has on those who identify as transgender between the ages of 12-19 years. The research aims to empower a community of young people (YP) often misrepresented or discussed in the media without their own experiences being considered and the impact this has. The importance of this research has been influenced by the charity Mermaids 2019 campaign and research conducted by Baker (2019) which showed that press coverage of trans children has increased by approximately three and half times in 2018-19 compared with 2012.  Mermaids are campaigning to change policy, educate those within the media, and promote cultural shift in the general population’s response to media coverage around trans youth. 
This research will follow a qualitative approach due to the personal and nuanced data that cannot be captured within a quantitative approach (Dudwick, Kuehnast, Jones and Woolcock, 2006).  Semi-structured interviews will be conducted, with the understanding that thematic analysis would be suitable to conduct on the experiences and thoughts the YP share. 
Informed consent as discussed within several guidelines including the British Educational Research Association (BERA, 2018), The British Sociological Association (BSA, 2017) and Ethical Research Involving Children (ERIC, 2019) will be the baselines of ethical consideration throughout, as well as referencing Hesse-Biber (2017) and guidelines provided by the LGBT Foundation (2017). 
The National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children (NSPCC, 2012) guidelines based on EDRC Framework for Research Ethics (FRE) and the Government Social Research Unit (GSRU) state that those aged 16 do not require parental consent whereas for those aged 12-15 years this should be sought. This also follows the University of Wales Trinity and St David code of ethics (UWTSD, 2018), therefore facilitated consent by parents or guardians will be sought for those under 16 years.  
Transparency within the informed consent process will establish whether participants feel the research will benefit them. The LGBT Foundation ethical guidelines (2017) highlights that research methods must be respectful and beneficial to the community.  LGBT+ research is often underrepresented, it is imperative to reassure the community that the aim of this research is to amplify the voice of the community, and not speak on their behalf thereby providing empowerment by the interview process. As a researcher I will ensure that my use of language and pro-nouns is respectful to the participants, reducing the risk of offending or causing psychological harm.
The right to withdraw or stop the interview at any time will be highlighted in the consent form. Following UWTSD code of ethics (2018) a researcher DBS check will also be considered and completed if considered necessary. 
Confidentiality and anonymity within this sample will be maintained and explained to participants. Confidentiality ensures freedom of speech without fear of consequence for participation (LGBT Foundation, 2017) and anonymity ensures Data Protection Act (Great Britain, 1998) adherence. 
Confidentiality is imperative in this research as some of the YP may not be ‘out’ in all areas of their life. Breaching confidentiality may also break the law for failing to abide by the Gender Recognition Act (GRA, 2004) which states it is illegal to pass on a person’s protected information to a third party. Higa, Hoppe, Lindhorst, Mincer, Beadnell, Morrison, Wells, Todd & Mountz (2014) report that many transgender youths are concerned with being outed, as it removes their ability to disclose their identity when they are ready.  For this reason, it would be inappropriate to use a focus group. In addition, the recruitment process will include visiting LGBT youth community centres, where it can be assumed that the YP is ‘out’ to at least their peers and youth centre lead. This reduces the potential of ‘outing’ the YP inadvertently. 
In line with BSA (2017) statement of ethical practice, confidentiality and anonymity will only be breached when there are clear safeguarding issues.  If a child is considered at risk i.e. if the child is neglected, harmed or threatening to harm themselves or another person (Schenk & Williamson, 2005), will their information be shared, and appropriate action taken; this will be discussed during the consent process with the participant to ensure their understanding.  
I will follow the NSPCC (2012) ethics guidelines and remain focussed on the research topic, to reduce the risk of distressing the participants, should any sensitive topics provoke an emotional response. I will structure the interview with the more sensitive aspects of the questions in the middle; this should provide time for any potential emotional response to subside and for the participant to return to a ‘“normal” level of conversation at the end” (NSPCC, 2012 p.12).  
As suggested by both Hesse-Biber (2017) and the NSPCC (2012), a debrief following the interview is useful to ensure that the participants are aware that the researcher has planned to minimize harm and reduce the risk of them leaving the interview in a distressed state. NSPCC suggest providing a “thank you leaflet” (pp. 12) which can contain useful contacts, support and further information on the study.  I would provide information for the charity Mermaids, as they provide both webchat and phone services for support, as well as further information on their site, and a 24/7 crisis support service. Mermaids are specific for trans youth and therefore could accommodate their needs specifically. More general helplines such as Child Line would also be provided. 
In order to reduce the effects of vicarious trauma on myself as the researcher (NSPCC, 2012) a reflective diary will be used to continuously assess and reflect on the ethics of the study. This is considered one of the seven key ethical commitments according to ERIC (2019). 
To conclude, the greatest ethical challenges within this study are around suitable parental consent, and any safeguarding issues arising as a result of the interviews. Consideration has been given to transparency of the research and its intentions with the aim to inform both parents and participants within the consent process and information sheet. In addition, providing a list of support services following the interviews is essential to reduce any psychological distress arising as a result of the research. This research will provide a safe place for participants to feel empowered through recounting their experiences and the perceived impact media coverage on trans youth has on them. 
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Online Discussion 2: 
Reflexivity is considered highly important element within qualitative research (Mortari, 2015). I will be reflecting on my ethical considerations and consider the process that I went through to ensure ethical guidelines were met. It will be outlined how this has developed my personal and professional understanding of research within this area.
Having personal experience of conducting focus groups I gravitated towards this data collection method as it had previously proven to provide insight into difficult topics. However, throughout my literature research I gained insight into the risks that a focus group can facilitate when the participants are young people. Gibson (2012) suggested that in order to avoid peer pressure, children in a focus group should not be any more than two years apart. This criterion would not be achievable due to the small sample used.  A focus group setting may also reduce the participants’ ability to have an equal opportunity to contribute, therefore to gain optimum contribution from all and ensure the aim of the study – to give trans youth a “voice” – individual interviews were considered preferable.
The requirement of gaining consent from parents was an area which required reflective practice throughout. Within the charity I volunteer for we consider our service users, who are often under sixteen, to be of age to give their own consent regarding disclosing personal information and discussing their experiences, thoughts and feelings. This demonstrated a personal challenge to appreciate the difference between professional conduct within research in comparison to volunteering, thus seeking parental consent is an ethical requirement which must be met (NSPCC, 2017). In addition, further reflection was given to the University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD) code of ethics, which further supports that those aged 16-18 who show “sufficient understanding are able to give their full consent to participate in research independently of their parents and guardians” (UWTSD, 2017, pp. 15). Therefore, this criteria will be used to decide age of consent for the research. 
Patton (2002) suggested that enabling a participant to have their identity attached to their ‘story’ promotes empowerment; given the overall topic of the research they may feel they are part of a “catalyst for social change” (pp. 411). Due to this study maintaining anonymity as stated within British Sociological Association (2017) ethical guidance, this could not be granted. This however provided further insight into the importance of ensuring participants felt valued and empowered throughout the research.
Future research would involve the full understanding of managing distress within participants if presented during the interviews. Draucker, Martsolf and Poole (2009) proposed protocols for researching sensitive topics. I would use their measurement of distress and react accordingly following their second protocol, firstly stopping the interview to allow the participant a break and re-assess if they wish to continue. Emphasis will also be placed on the thank you leaflets providing support helplines and websites which further aid participants reduction in distress post-interview. 
To conclude, reflecting throughout research is an essential element to enable the researcher to engage with their own practice and aid future professional and personal development. The main areas to consider were parental consent, managing distress and the importance of ensuring participants felt valued. Moving forward, recruitment methods would be thoughtfully planned to gain an optimum sample but ensuring ethical standards were not at risk using reflective practice.
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