Nadene Mackay 					Student Number: 0551531
*To be cross-referenced with the PG2 / E1 Form: Application for ethical approval
According to the University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD), ‘the integrity of any research depends not only on its scientific rigour but also on its ethical adequacy.’ (UWTSD, 2017, p.16). Grigg (2016, p.225) succinctly states, in agreement, that research is an ‘ethical business.’ To give researchers a clear steer in ethical conduct, codes of practice exist across several disciplines. The British Educational Research Association (BERA, 2018) provides guidelines on the moral principles underpinning the conduct of research, and UWTSD (2017) stipulate honesty and respect amongst some of the core precepts. Grigg (2016, p.225) maintains that the avoidance of harm is a guiding principle as well as ‘providing some gain for participants and the wider research community.’  To that end, my ethical choices vis-à-vis my research paradigm and methods, have been thoroughly considered, and upon which this discussion is based. Cohen et al’s (2007, p.73) statement that ‘Ethical codes do not provide specific advice for what to do in specific situations’, whilst rightfully placing the onus on the researcher to demonstrate integrity; underestimates the breadth of the guidelines available to them. Indeed, the homogeneous nature of codes of practice, such as the American Educational Research Association (AERA, 2011), inculcates a clear understanding of the ‘highest ethical standards in any and all contexts,’ (BERA, 2018).  
[bookmark: _GoBack]As outlined in Section E, my research proposal seeks to provide a bi-cultural analysis of the nature and impact of questioning within Indian and UK classrooms. As a grounded theory approach, ‘it does not force data to fit with a pre-determined theory,’ (Cohen et al. 2007, p.492), it ‘parts company with much quantitative, positivist research’. Indeed, as ‘positivism is less successful in its application of human behaviour’ and as the scientific method of a positivist approach has been criticised for excluding ‘notions of choice, freedom, individuality and moral responsibility,’ (Cohen et al. 2007, p.11), core principles which underpin ethical choices in themselves; the research model is apt in respect of the wholly human dimension of education. 
Foremost attention is given to the issue of voluntary, informed consent.  Informed consent has been defined by Diener and Crandall (1978, quoted in Cohen et al. 2007, p.52) as the ‘procedures in which individuals choose whether to participate in an investigation after being informed of the facts that would be likely to influence their decisions’. Please refer to Section I for detail on my planned efforts to gain voluntary, informed consent. There is also a responsibility to ‘ensure that the physical, social and psychological wellbeing of the participant is not adversely affected by the research,’ (UWTSD, 2017, p.4) and thus ensuring full comprehension from the outset is crucial. I will clearly outline the ‘purpose, contents and procedures of the research,’ (Cohen et al. 2007, p.55), within which I will explain any foreseeable risks (see Section H) and benefits to the participants.   
Within this bi-cultural analysis, contextual consideration must be given to participants in India. To ensure full comprehension in my pursuit of voluntary, informed consent,  I intend to work with a locally-based contact as an intermediary to help ‘establish adequate levels of trust,’ (BERA, 2018, p.22), as outlined in Section H.  This will also be helpful in terms of explaining the purpose, content and procedures of the research if language barriers hinder understanding. This will adhere to the guidelines which stipulate that ‘researchers should do everything they can to ensure that all potential participants understand what is involved in a study,’ (BERA, 2018, p.19).   Cohen et al. (2007, p.52) point out that ‘some cultures may not be stringent about informed consent, in others there are strict protocols.’ Please refer to Section E in which I outline the steps I have taken to ensure local ethical considerations have been taken into account. 
Sample groups will include teachers as the main object of empirical study but the perspectives of students will also be sought. Consideration therefore is also given to seeking informed consent of the young.  In terms of protecting children’s welfare, I have undergone an enhanced Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) check to work with children in the UK and will investigate the requirements for India. However, in the case of online interviews, I will request an adult intermediary be present to also alleviate any possible concerns.  I am also aware that ‘questionnaires, observation and interviews can all be potentially intrusive and provoke anxiety in participants’ (UWTSD, 2017, p.13) so there is a need to plan ahead to allay any risks. Plans to mitigate risks are outlined in Section H. From the outset, building trust is important and this will also give confidence to participants to ask questions freely. I have pre-existing relationships with the institutions so levels of mutual trust have already been established; this should be a positive, mediating factor.
Participants will be afforded rights to confidentiality and anonymity so that they perceive levels of personal autonomy, protection and self-determination. For some participants, this promise will be a deciding factor to volunteer. It is imperative that I, as researcher, uphold these promises as this would compromise the premise upon which voluntarism and consent was given. As such, I have outlined my intended measures to preserve confidentiality and anonymity in Section I.
In terms of sharing research findings, I intend to make the fruits of my research ‘available in a language that makes it locally as well as internationally accessible’ (BERA, 2018, p.73). The ability to fully understand and engage with outcomes of the research will hopefully be of support to the participants, in keeping with the principles of ‘beneficence’ (UWTSD, 2017, p.3). My plans to feedback and disseminate findings clearly are outlined in Section I.
In consideration of data analysis and storage, UWTSD (2016, p.6) stresses how ‘research data must be created, maintained and shared in accordance with ethical requirements.’ They assert that data must be: ‘accurate, complete, authentic and reliable. Retained in a safe and secure manner,’ and is compliant with protocols approved by the University. I understand that it is my ‘duty of care to use privileged data appropriately,’ (Cohen et al. 2007, p.69). As such, I have outlined my plans to safeguard data in line with GDPR guidelines (2019) and the Data Protection Act (2018) in Section J. Triangulation of multiple sources of data to check reliability and respondent validation to ensure validity will also be undertaken.   
As a grounded theory approach involves theoretical saturation, ongoing sampling of participants will likely occur. As such, ethical decision-making would become ‘actively deliberative, ongoing and iterative,’ (BERA, 2018). In other words, there would be a need to regularly assess issues as they arise so the considerations discussed here, will likely develop so that high ethical standards are maintained throughout the life-cycle of the research project.
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Reflective Response 
Upon reflection of the ethical discussions outlined by my fellow peers, I have made the following adjustments to my ethical considerations. Please refer to my PG2/E1 Form and relevant sections to view the amendments. 
The majority of my peers have raised valid queries regarding the proposed volume of data collection against the time available. The queries encouraged further consideration in light of the international nature of my research proposal. Originally, I proposed to conduct my research across two schools in South Wales, UK and two schools in Central India. This would initially have included four teachers and 120-160 students. As my chosen research paradigm is based on grounded theory, I may need to increase samples until theoretical saturation has been reached. However, upon reflection, and given my aim to gather rich, quality data rather than a high quantity, I have reduced my initial sample from four schools to two schools and rather than extending samples across new schools, if necessary, I will extend the sample within each of the two current sites across two new classes. This would be explained to the gatekeepers of the institution and when gaining voluntary, informed consent from participants. I have thus amended my ethics form to reflect these considerations. Please see Section G: Participant Numbers and Source.  
M. Phillips’ query relating to my contingency plans in the event of any digital communication difficulties i.e. using conferencing software, and A. Perrin’s point regarding gathering data from afar, also made me re-consider my choice of participant numbers. If such issues were to occur i.e. gathering questionnaire responses in good time; unanticipated breakdowns in technology, these would inevitably create delays. A reduced initial sample will aim to pre-empt any possible delay and my contingency plans, as outlined in Section H: Anticipated Risks to Investigator will hopefully serve to offset any digital communication problem encountered. For example, the use of e mail for asynchronous interviewing as an alternative to using live conferencing software to facilitate the semi-structured interview. 
F. Ali raised a very relevant point regarding my feedback to participants. In Section I: Feedback, I expressed my aim to feedback to participants in India in their local dialect if required. F. Ali highlighted the wide range of languages used across India and enquired whether I have identified the region in India within which I will conduct my proposed research. I have identified Raipur in Chhattisgarh, Central India and have subsequently investigated the local dialects. In Section I: Feedback, I have amended my consideration to also include Chhattisgarhi or Hindi as the languages of translation for my summary findings.
Upon further reflection of my ethical considerations, I also identified one further amendment. In light of F. Ali’s point regarding language variation, I further contemplated the use of questionnaires. To avoid misinterpretation of incomprehension of any question, particularly for student participants, I will pilot the questionnaire before wider distribution to reveal any potential issue. As such, I have updated Section H: Anticipated Risks to Participant to reflect this.



