Chapter 3 - Results
Descriptive Statistics
Figure 1. Table of Descriptive Statistics.
	Figure 1 below reports the mean and standard deviation for each of the four groups - focused, divided, expecting and unexpecting as well as the age range for males and females. However, the age and gender totals for 46 participants as this data was not collected for 18 participants.
	Anticipation 
	Attention
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	N

	Expecting
	Focused
Divided
Total
	11.94
9.00
10.47
	2.18
1.86
2.48
	16
16
32

	Unexpecting
	Focused
Divided
Total
	11.38
8.13
9.75
	2.60
3.18
3.30
	16
16
32

	Total
	Focused
Divided
Total
	11.66
8.56
10.11
	2.38
2.60
2.92
	32
32
64

	Age

	
	32.50
	12.97
	46

	Gender
	
	1.70
	.465
	46







Two-Way Between Subjects ANOVA Analysis
A two-way between subjects ANOVA was conducted on the differences in attention and anticipation when remembering and recalling the event of a crime. The results showed that whether the participant was in the expecting or unexpecting anticipation group, this did not impact their ability to remember and recall the event from memory F (1,60) = 1.32, p = .256. However, the level of attention the individual was paying; focused or divided, did impact how well they remembered and recalled the event as the results came back significant F (1,60) = 24.41, p < .0005. Together, there was no significant interaction between the two factors F (1,60) = .062, p = .804.
The hypotheses were that individuals in the focused attention group would remember and recall more of the event compared to those in the divided attention group. The other hypothesis was that those in the expecting group would remember and recall more than the unexpecting individuals as they were provided with slightly more information in order to prepare them for the event. The findings were that whether the participant was in the expecting or unexpecting anticipation group, this did not drastically impact their ability to remember and recall the event from memory as both groups managed to recall a similar amount of details. Although, the expecting group did in fact recall more details; marginally at best as can be seen by the descriptive statistics, this allowed the hypothesis to be accepted! Secondly, the study found that for those in the focused attention group managed to remember and recall considerably more than those in the divided attention group which also allowed the other hypothesis to be accepted too! 
One-Way Between Subjects ANOVA Analysis
Two additional one-way between subjects ANOVA analyses were conducted in order to examine the difference in which details were better remembered and recalled out of central and peripheral details. The analysis of the central details revealed a statistically significant effect for attention F (1,60) = 32.76, p = < .0005. However, the anticipation factor was non-significant to impacting how many central details were remembered and recalled F (1,60) = .025, p = .874. Lastly, attention and anticipation together did not reveal a statistically significant effect for remembering more central details F (1,60) = .227, p = .635
The analysis of the peripheral details also displayed a statistically significant result for the effect of attention and the number of correct peripheral details remembered and recalled F (1,60) = 3.73, p < .05. However, again anticipation showed a non-significant result for remembering peripheral details F (1,60) = 2.26, p = .138. Furthermore, attention and anticipation together within the peripheral analysis were not statistically significant together F (1,60) = .620, p = .434
Treatment of Data for Analysis
To prepare the two-way between subjects data for analysis, the researcher marked every questionnaire out of a score of 20 for all four groups after each participant had completed the study. Once this was complete, the researcher then put the score out of 20 into SPSS under a ‘Total_Accuracy’ column which was alongside the attention and anticipation data ready to run the analysis as soon as the last participants data was collected.
In order to conduct the central and peripheral analyses, after data collection was complete, the researcher then went back over the marked questionnaires for each of the four groups adding a “C” or “P” next to each question before counting how many were correct for each and adding the data into SPSS into columns labelled ‘Central’ and ‘Peripheral’.
Summary
[bookmark: _GoBack]	To summarise, the present research hypothesis that differences between focused and divided attention would impact how well the individual would be able to accurately remember and recall the event from memory was accepted. The second research question hypothesised that individuals in the expecting group would perform better at accurately remembering and recalling more than those in the unexpecting group. Although anticipation did not come back statistically significant for its impact on memory, the group of expecting participants did perform better than those in the unexpecting group therefore this hypothesis can also be accepted!
