	Research Participation Log 1

	Study title/subject: Publics attitudes towards male offenders, female offenders and offenders with mental-health conditions.


Length of study: 10 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Consent was gained


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



	[bookmark: _GoBack]The researcher provided contact details if there were any concerns to be raised. I had the right to withdraw from the study, and contact details were provided. I was informed that all my data would remain confidential and anonymous, and it would not be able to be traced back which followed the data protection act. There was an age requirement, all participants had to be over the age of 18.

	What were you asked to do? 










	

A link was provided via email asking to fill out a questionnaire. There was a total of 63 questions in total. It provided an option of picking an answer out of five.









	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? 






	Yes, prior to completing the questionnaire a short information sheet was provided. This give details of what the researcher was exploring and why the topic area was a raise of concerns.










	How did you find the experience?










	The experience was time consuming as it took a long time to go through all the questions. Although interesting some of the questions asked were difficult to understand.

	What have you learnt from participating?










	By participating within this study, it has shown me different way in which research can be carried out. Also, it provided me with some knowledge regarding the raised concerns relating to offenders., and the importance on why it was investigated. This was an important area to investigate as it highlights that positive attitudes that can change the outcomes for rehabilitation for offenders.

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




	The questionnaire was long, which could of lead to participants not filling in the form truthfully, as they might have been bored.

	Were you fully debriefed? If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	A debrief form was displayed after the questionnaire was completed. It provided contact details if there were any concerns to be raised. It was highlighted that all data was confidential and that it would remain anonymous.

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








	There was no interaction with the researcher therefore, the questionnaire being asked to fill out was my choice. I did not feel that I was under any pressure to complete the questions being asked, and I was provided with contact details if there were any concerns relating to the study. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 






 


	The questionnaire could have been shorter, as this could have provided more participants. Also, an interview with different offenders/ ex-offenders and the general public could have provided a more in-depth and honest answer to the question being asked. 



	Research Participation Log 2

	Study title/subject: Effects of time pressure om in-class note-taking.


Length of study: 25 minuets 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Written consent was gained.


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



	The researcher explained the risks, offered the right to withdraw from the study, explaining that taking part in the study was completely voluntary. It was explained that all data received would be used for analysis.  Contact details were provided if any concerns were raised at a later date. Advice and support were offered if there were any concerns relation to any health implications. Websites were provided for this support. Data protection was addressed, explaining what would happen to all personal data. Contact details were provided if any concerns were raised. It was explained that all personal data would be anonymous and unidentifiable.

	What were you asked to do? 










	
The researcher had a recording of a lecture that she had attended. Participants were asked to sit quietly, and listen to the recording and take notes at the same time. Participant were provided with paper and pens to take notes.










	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? 






	Yes, the researcher provided an information sheet, which explained what the researcher was exploring. The researcher also explained the importance of the study, and what it was looking to explore.











	How did you find the experience?










	The experience of the note taking was very stressful, as I didn’t understand the topic area which made it more difficult to take notes. Also, the timing of day was very early in the morning and I was unprepared.  The recording itself was hard to make out what the lecturer was saying.

	What have you learnt from participating?










	It highlighted the importance of how lectures are delivered. The way in which lecturers interact with students is a key area which helps guide and support students.

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




	Being unprepared for the study made it more stressful.

	Were you fully debriefed? If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	Yes, and guidance and support were provided by the researcher.

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








	The researcher had great knowledge on the topic area, mainly from their past experience. Therefore, the researcher was confident in conducting the research. Participants were able to approach the researcher after the study and questions were answered professionally. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 






 


	The recording of the lecture used was unclear to hear. However, the researcher stated that all lectures were delivered this way. A time and date could have been provided so participants could have been more prepared and less anxious while taking part in the study.



	Research Participation Log 3

	Study title/subject: Teachers attitudes on multicultural diversity in the classroom 


Length of study: 10 minuets 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	
A consent form was signed

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



	Ethical guidance was issued, participants had the right to withdraw from the study at any stage. Contact details were provided if any concerns were to be raised. The researcher explained that by taking part in the study was voluntary and that all information would be confidential. It was explained that all data will be stored indefinably in accordance with the data protection act.

	What were you asked to do? 










	
I was asked to fill out a questionnaire which had 21 questions. It had a four-point Likert scale. Giving the option, ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree. Demographic questions were asked. I was then provided with a debrief form.










	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? 






	

Yes, the researcher explained the process, and what participants had to do, prior to any documents being provided.









	How did you find the experience?










	The environment was calm and relaxing. The researcher was professional, and answered any questions asked after the questionnaires were completed.
The questionnaire given was repetitive in some places, which made it a little boring.

	What have you learnt from participating?










	I understood the importance of the study, and how this could help support future research. Education could gain information, and learn how to tackle difficult issues surrounding the topic area.

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




	The time given was short, this could of lead to individuals not filling in the questionnaire truthfully.

	Were you fully debriefed? If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	A debrief form was given after the questionnaire was completed. This provided participants on what the researcher was looking for. It also provided participants with contact details, if there were any concerns to be raised.

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








	The researcher was confident and answered any questions asked. The researcher was professional at all times.

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 






 


	The researcher could have given some background information, which would have supported their study. Participants would have been more engaged and willing to take part. The questionnaire could have been shorter to lower the risk of individuals becoming bored, and not filling out the questionnaire truthfully. 




	Research Participation Log 4

	Study title/subject: The impact of video games on cognitive performance.


Length of study: 45 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Written consent was gained


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



	Ethical guidance was addressed before the research was carried out. The researcher provided contact details if I wanted my data to be withdrawn. It was explained that taking part was voluntary and that I could leave at any stage. It was explained all data would remain confidential and anonymous and it would be unable to be traced back to me. Contact details were provided if I had any concerns regarding the study.

	What were you asked to do? 










	
To take part in a game that required me to react to dots that appeared on a computer. After this a Questionnaire was completed. I was then asked to pick a number out of a hat which then required me to sit quietly for 10 minutes this was timed. After this time, I was then asked to carry out the same game as previously played.   










	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? 






	
No, the research was unclear and unprepared.










	How did you find the experience?










	Very confusing and long. The way in which the study was conducted was time consuming and I didn’t understand clearly what was required.

	What have you learnt from participating?










	I did find the study interesting, While the research was being carried out, as I was unaware of what the researcher was exploring. However, I am still unaware of what the researcher was exploring.

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




	I was unprepared, as the researcher didn’t provide me with a time or date of when the research was being carried out. The researcher talked throughout the research helping other participants, who were carrying out different tasks. The researcher was unprepared with some required equipment e.g timers, participants had to use their phones. The researcher was distracted amongst other participants. 

	Were you fully debriefed? If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	I had a debrief from which provided very little information. 

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








	The researcher was unprepared when carrying out the research. Although the researcher knew what was required, it seemed to be a very stressful study. The interaction with others, effected my concentration. The researcher was familiar to the participants this could have had an impact on their ability to carry out the study as they wanted.  

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 






 


	A time and date could have prepared the participants. A quite area with on participant at a time, this would have limited the distraction. The researcher needed to be more prepared with equipment. The debrief from provided little detail therefore, I am still unaware of what the study was about.



