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	Study title/subject: Pet ownership and wellbeing.


Length of study: 10 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes there was an online consent section at the start of the study.


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



	Ethical issues were addressed such as voluntary participation, confidentiality, the right to withdraw at any point. 

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked to complete an online survey based upon pet ownership and the effect it may have upon wellbeing.




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






	Yes the study was simple to understand as it was just an online survey and instructions appeared throughout. 


	How did you find the experience?








	I found the experience interesting, it was perhaps slightly repetitive in places but I realise that this may well have been necessary for the researcher to get a thorough understanding of results. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I have learned that it is best to keep an online survey as brief as possible as it did seem to take longer than it could have done. I was also informed about some background research on the topic area of pet ownership and the effects that this may have upon the owner. 

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




	The only issue that may have affected my answers was that I may have been a bit bored by the end of the study because it was all likert scales which became repetitive, however I understand that the researcher may have needed this level of detail for the study. 

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


	Debriefing information was given after the study was completed with contact details and brief details of the study’s background.

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






	I had no contact with the researcher during my participation, it was completely online which was not a disadvantage however it may have been easier to gain insights about the research in person. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I think some of the questions could potentially have been cut out or spaced out better on the page however overall it was quite clearly laid out and I had no problems in completing it. 




	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject:  Personality traits and motivational types across sporting categories, engagement levels and gender.  



Length of study: 15 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes there was a very thorough consent form. 


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



	It was made clear that there were no risks to me as a participant, I was also informed of my right to withdraw, the security of the information provided and informed that I could ask questions if needed. 

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked to complete the consent form, then fill out a questionnaire about my exercise habits in Microsoft Word, before emailing the completed survey back to the researcher. 











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






	Some of the questions could have been explained a little better and some of them seemed to contradict or repeat each other. However, the researcher had informed me that there were some questions intended to determine whether the participant was lying so I assumed that this may have been the reason. 











	How did you find the experience?








	I found the experience fine, it seemed like it didn’t need to be administered in a Word document if I was using the internet to send it back to the researcher. I felt that the study could have been presented better in the document as it was sometimes difficult to remember what score represented what answer. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I have learned that online surveys are more user friendly however I understand that in this case it perhaps was not possible given that many surveys were to be handed out to participants in person. 

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




	I think the scoring and statements could have been slightly better as there was no “neutral” score in some statements. 

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


	The debriefing section of the survey was very thorough outlining research and restating my rights as a participant. 

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






	The researcher appeared to be very enthusiastic about their study when I contacted them to ask for a survey. They seemed to have a good understanding of their work and what they wanted to gain from it. I was at ease taking part in this study, however due to direct contact with the researcher and having to write my name on the consent form I was slightly worried about judgments that could be made. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I think if the survey was made a bit more interesting to look at it would have been beneficial just because it seemed to be very long and I kept having to refer to the scoring system. I think the scoring system was not bad but there were only 5 score categories listed for 7 numbers being used so it could have been more thorough. 




	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Murder and the media. 


Length of study: 5 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes I was asked to give my consent before proceeding to the questionnaire.


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



	Yes, there was a brief consent form online prior to the survey itself.

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked to read an article about a murder committed by a person with mental illness and then answer a series of questions about my feelings about the perpetrator.











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






	It was a straight forward task and it was apparent that the study was based upon the media’s portrayal of the mentally ill.











	How did you find the experience?








	The study was very interesting and I can understand why the researcher chose to study this topic, however there were issues with the layout and the questions (see below).

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I learned that proof reading is essential prior to publishing a survey to make sure it is user friendly. However the study was very appealing and I think that it is beneficial to be able to research an area that would be interesting to the participants in terms of getting participant numbers and a good level of engagement.

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




	The article was not easy to read due to being very small on the page. I thought there may have been a mistake as the main name mentioned changed half way through the study so I had to check to see if I had misunderstood or missed someone out but I could not work out why the name was different and had to assume this was an error and continue. If I had misunderstood something then this may have affected my completion of the study. 

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


	The study’s aim was outlined following the study to inform me of what I had just taken part in. 

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






	I had no direct contact with the researcher as I chose to took part based upon a request on social media but there were no negative feelings around the process and the study was very interesting to me. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	If the researcher had been able to make the article bigger and easier to read this would have been helpful but I appreciate that this may have been difficult on an unfamiliar online survey tool. Additionally proof reading would have been beneficial. 




	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Personality, birth order and job level. 


Length of study: 20 mins 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes, consent was gained online prior to the survey. 


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



	I was informed of my right to withdraw before a given date, I was also assured of confidentiality.

	What were you asked to do? 






	The study was an online survey set out in 3 sections which offered multiple choice questions and Likert scales regarding my birth order and what employment tier I had been, followed by my opinions over certain scenarios. 











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






	Yes the study was explained before-hand and instructions for each section were clearly given. 











	How did you find the experience?








	I found the experience very interesting, it allowed me to reflect upon my feelings about certain situations. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I have gained an insight into the research area and also how to best lay out an online survey; it was very professionally done. 

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




	I feel that the time the study was expected to take was underestimated, it felt like it took a long time to complete each section. A lot of the questions were very repetitive which I realise may not have been a decision made by the researcher if they were using an existing survey in their data collection. 

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


	There was a debriefing page displayed at the end of the survey which further detailed the background of the study and gave contact details for the student and the supervisor if I had any problems or questions. 

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






	The researcher and I had no direct contact during this study however it was laid out very well and looked very well thought out. There were no questions which made me feel uneasy and everything was explained fully so I knew what I was doing at all times. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I think some of the questions could have been cut out perhaps, however I understand that if the questionnaire used already existed then it may not have been the researcher’s decision. 




	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Memory and chronological order of questions


Length of study: 30 mins 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Consent was presumptive as this study took place in a classroom. 


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



	We were strongly advised to take part in the study however we did not have to had we had a good reason. Confidentiality was not an issue as the participants were all in the same classroom and knew each other. 

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked to watch an episode of Fawlty Towers before answering a series of questions about the episode before reporting our scores to the lecturer (researcher). 











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






	There was a degree of deception involved in the study as there were 2 sets of questions given at random to the participants. One set had questions about the episode that were in chronological order of the events that took place, in the other set the questions were in a random order. But the task was simple and easy to understand.











	How did you find the experience?








	I found the experience fun as it was a bit different to any other tasks we had been given previously. It was enjoyable watching the episode and seeing the differences in results which would not normally happen in a study if there were confidentiality issues. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I have learned that it is a good way of engaging people if a study revolves around a task people enjoy.  The findings showed that questions asked in chronological order relating to an event are more likely to be correctly answered; it is interesting to be able to see the results of a study you are taking part in. 

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




	No there were no real issues; I guessed that the questions may have been different for some participants but I did not know how, and as we were asked to just answer the questions to the best of our knowledge it was not an issue. 

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


	We were told immediately after the study that some questions sheets were different and it was made clear that our scores did not mean anything in terms of intelligence.

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






	The researcher was very competent, as they are lecturers they are used to performing this kind of task with students. The task was fun as well so it was a good experience to take part in. 

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I do not think that the experiment could have been improved, it was designed to be simple for educational purposes which proved to be effective. 
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