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	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Stroop task 


Length of study: 10 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Verbal consent was retrieved.


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



	Ethical issues were approached, as such voluntary participation, confidentiality, the right to withdraw at any time was stressed prior to the start of the task. 

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked to participate in a 10 min test which involved reading a total of 30 words: 15 congruent and 15 non congruent, whilst the times were recorded.



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






	Yes the study made clear before I commencing by the experimenter.


	How did you find the experience?








	[bookmark: _GoBack]I found the experience interesting and I was both curious and intrigued to find out what the results were at the end of the task. It was a learning curve.

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I learnt the difference between congruent and incongruent conditions. Evidently raising awareness that the test indicates it is still necessary for diagnosis and research and enables a window for further studies.


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




	I didn’t understand prior to the test what congruent and incongruent was therefore, this may have been an issue.
However, after being described what the task involved it enabled me to have a better understanding. Moreover, research at this level was very simple, possibly having background knowledge of research processes would have been beneficial, however, and it still provided me with some valuable knowledge.

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


	Debriefing information was given after the study was completed and were made aware of the following processes.

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






	The experimenter was very confident, it was obvious that they knew what they were doing. They explained the task efficiently and what it meant to research. However, because the task was somewhat normal to them, it was fast paced.

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I think prompting the partakers to do some background research prior to the test would have been advantageous, although I’m not sure whether this would have impacted the results of actual task itself?





	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject:  Anxiety and Maths 



Length of study: 15 minutes 


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes there was a very detailed and efficient information sheet and consent form provided prior to starting the actual test. 


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



	I was fully made aware of the ethical guidelines, risk, right to withdraw, confidentiality, and any other potential reason that might affected me taking part in the experiment. 
I was also made aware that I could access the information if I wanted to after the study was performed, this was reassuring.

	What were you asked to do? 






	I was asked firstly fill out the consent form and read the information sheet. Following this we were given instructions of how to complete the succeeding test. 
Therefore, after being given instructions, the test was carried out. This involved fulfilling a maths test within 2 minutes.











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






	The researcher did inform us that the test was being conducted to test controls against anxiety induced participants before performing a maths test. It was fully detailed in the information sheet and we didn’t have to take part if we didn’t wish to do so. 










	How did you find the experience?








	I thought that the experience was interesting, and I was enthusiastic to find out how I did after the test. 
It was interesting to see how anxiety impacts your ability to perform under certain conditions. Aside the experimenter briefed us after the test had been completed. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	I learnt how stress affects particular person’s ability to perform relatively moderate maths test under a specific time frame. 

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




	No I don’t think so as I was a participant for someone else’s study, the whole idea was to now know until the day of the test.

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


	Yes the experimenter fully debriefed following the end of the maths test, therefore it was evident what was involved in the experiment. 

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






	The researcher was very knowledgeable of his subject matter, therefore, informed us prior to the test was it entailed. He put the class at ease to make sure that there was little stress as there could be even though participants were signing the consent form, he made it very clear that the results were confidential, and the researcher was the only person who had access to the results.
The experimenter was very passionate about his study, which was evident during the whole experience.

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	I think it would have been advantageous to inform people prior to the test that he was doing it, so that his sample size would have been a little more beneficial at that time.
However, it was a very interesting study.




	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Eye witness testimony – memory and chronological order.


Length of study: 30 minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes verbal consent was gained from all participants.


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



	Although this section was brief, it was outlined prior to the experiment. 
We were informed that we had the right to withdraw, we could see our own results, there was no obligation to participate and it was completely confidential as names were not retrieved.

	What were you asked to do? 






	The experiment involved recalling words in either chronological or random and subsequently conditions were measured.










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






	From the onset, the reason for the experiment was verbally detailed and it was compulsory to research the topic to carry out the experiment. 










	How did you find the experience?








	I thought the experiment was interesting, as it provided me with knowledge and understanding eye witness testimonies and how certain testimonies may be false and insufficient. 

	What have you learnt from participating?








	This study actually equipped me with a greater understanding of research methods and how to perform a more detailed exploration. It enlightened me a subject that I was not really fully aware of, thus strengthen my understanding of it.

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




	I think that of you don’t have the ability to remember very well, the fact that everyone performed it within the same room may have impacted the results. There was no way of knowing if someone cheated, or had already seen the film therefore knew about particular scenes. 
However, it was individual effort that would have impacted the actual research project.

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


	After the experiment, I was debriefed, which assured me following the study. 

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






	The experimenter was very confident regarding the study, it was apparent that the researcher knew the topic thoroughly, thus was confident discussing it and asking any questions. Under the specific conditions, we were made to feel completely at ease.

	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 

	There was no actual way that the researcher could have improved participation, as it was performed within a classroom environment during a lecture period, therefore, all the subjects were present at the time. In fact the researcher made it very understandable that all the students were to attend that particular lecture to take part in a study.




1400665

image1.png
Prifysgol Cymru
¥ Drindod Dew Sant

J University of Wales
Trinity Saint David




