     School of Psychology      

	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: CARM_Credit_AW 


Length of study: 4 short questionnaires, roughly 30 minutes 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	[bookmark: _Hlk127915564]I was informed about what the experiment was about, there was a small amount of deception with mentioning personality traits without also mentioning the link to gender, but this is minor and wouldn’t be classed as a major ethical issue. 


	Where ethical guidelines/issues outlined to you (right to withdraw, confidentiality etc.). If so, which guidelines were outlined?



	[bookmark: _Hlk127915581]In the study that I participated in I was given the right to withdraw at the end of every part of the experiment.

	What were you asked to do? (briefly outline the study)
	[bookmark: _Hlk127915597]I was asked to fill in answers for 4 different small questionnaires. The questions where designed to be multiple choice where the answer to the question would be placed on either a number line ranging from 1 to 5. Each of these numbers would also be ranging in how much the participant agrees or disagrees. 











	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? If not, why not?

	I did not understand the  motive of the experiment while I was participating. 











	How did you find the experience? (positive and negative)





	Positive 

	What have you learnt from participating?







	I have not found out anything more from the research. 

	Were there any issues that may have affected how you completed the research?




	Some of the questions asked required some incite to lockdown which brought back some unpleasant memories as during that time some traumatic events occurred. 

	Were you fully debriefed (how was this done?) If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	There was a full debrief at the end of the experiment. It gave full incite to why the study was being run and what it was also looking into. 

	How confident/competent was the researcher/experimenter? Did they put you at ease or make the experience unpleasant for you?





	The study was online so was not able to grasp any idea of the researcher’s confidence. The wording of the questions showed good competence and direction. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 
	Instead of changing how the participant answered the questions throughout the questionnaires keeping it the same does make more sense, this would make it easier for the participant to answer. 




Name: Ozzy Hopkins     Date:20/02/2023

	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Swan_Credit_YJ


Length of study: Around 15 minutes of answering questions. 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Informed consent was gained. 


	Where ethical guidelines/issues outlined to you (right to withdraw, confidentiality etc.). If so, which guidelines were outlined?



	The right to withdraw and to refuse to answer was clearly given, all of the participants rights where clearly labelled before the experiment began. 

	What were you asked to do? (briefly outline the study)
	The experiment consisted of questions about marriage and morals and ideas surrounding it. Some of the questions asked where about how important sexual interaction, romantics, financial stability and more was important in a relationship/marriage. 










	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? If not, why not?

	I didn’t fully know what I was participating in before the debrief. The information sheet did explain the intentions but I did not fully understand the link of the questions asked and what the experiment was looking into. 











	How did you find the experience? (positive and negative)





	I found the experience to be positive. 

	What have you learnt from participating?







	I haven’t learnt much about the subject but I have learnt more about what my morals are, this is due to the asking of uncommon questions which required a deeper level of thought. 

	Were there any issues that may have affected how you completed the research?




	Some of the question felt like repeats, but using different words. This made the experiment last longer and caused a partial loss of interest. 

	Were you fully debriefed (how was this done?) If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	There was a full section dedicated to a debrief. 

	How confident/competent was the researcher/experimenter? Did they put you at ease or make the experience unpleasant for you?





	The experiment that I participated in was online and so I was not able to get a good grasp of how the researcher was face to face but from the wording of the experiment the researcher seems to be confident and clear in the explanation of the study. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 
	The weren’t many places where the researcher could of improved but the one place where I think it would work is that at the end of each section having a check in with the participant to see if they are still comfortable and able to continue would make the experiment more ethical and make it smoother to run. 




Name:…………………………………………………………………………….     Date:…………………………………
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participating. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 




       School of Psychology          

Rese arch P articipation Log  

S tudy   title/subject:   CARM_Credit_AW        Length of   study:   4 short  questionnaires , roughly  30 minutes     

Was Informed consent gained?  I was informed about what the experiment was about, there was a  small amount of deception with mentioning personality traits  without also mentioning the link to gender, but this is minor and  wouldn’t be classed as a major ethical issue.     

Where ethical gu idelines/issues  outlined to you (right to withdraw,  confidentiality etc . ). If so, which  guidelines were outlined?        In the study that I participated in I was given the right to withdraw at  the end of every part of the experiment.  

What were you asked to do?  (briefly outline the study)  I was asked to fill in answers for 4 different small  questionnaires. The  questions where designed to be multiple choice where the answer to  the question would be placed on either a number line ranging  from 1  to 5. Each of these numbers would also be ranging in how much the  participant   agrees or disagrees .                       

Did you understand at the time  why you were doing what was  asked?  If not, why not?    I did not understand the  motive of the experiment while I was  participating.                       

