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Question 1
In forensic psychology study, the most thrilling area of study is risk assessment. It aims to evaluate the chances that a specific person is likely to offend; it does away with a traditional clinical assessment to predict risk. As a result of inaccuracy drawback of the former, risk assessment led to a statistical method of outcome prediction-actuarial risk assessment. Owing to this improved approach, risk assessment has proved to be a useful tool in high-stake cases including those relating civil obligation. Thus, as a professional forensic psychologist, one will always be asked to assess future behaviors of individuals, an area of unmatched exploration and experience.
Under the broad study of cognitive psychology, Albert Ellis' theory of rational behavior therapy is an interesting area for a psychologist. Along with its profound contribution in cognitive psychology, its assumption is an irony of a kind as a psychologist is impacted with the foreknowledge that an individual always contributes to his or her own psychological challenges as well as symptoms through own interpretations. In an effort to utilizing the theory, professional psychology is bound to uncover irrational beliefs that might lead to an unhealthy negative emotion.

Question 2
Schacter’s affiliation experiment has a number of ethical issues. Being a psychological study, the experiment clearly helps the viewer to comprehend human behavior in anxious settings, a knowledge that may become handy among people (Côté, 2009). However, a psychologist cannot obtain this knowledge in the usual environment of interaction. As the doctor in the video proves, he or she has to manipulate or even hurt folks to find out how they work. To successfully achieve the best results using Schacter’s affiliation experiment, its acceptable to scare the participants as a way of manipulating their cognitive part of brain. However, I oppose the strategy based on the fact that deception may take a diversity of forms without actively misleading the participants. Likewise, Schacter’s affiliation experiment wrongfully allows its participants to make wrong expectations as well as withholding information from them on the purpose of the study. Hence, I feel it’s significantly important for a social psychologist to identify and minimize all forms of deceptions in a given study. Schacter’s study raises ethical issues of deception (Côté, 2009). This is because the participants were informed that the experiment was about the effects of electric shock when in actuality was a social psychology experiment. Moreover, the participants were deceived about the practicality of the experiment and were led into believing the experiment was bound to be carried out. They were all driven into anxiety and a stressing moment and those who might have been extremely shocked probably were hurt by the prank. This undoubtedly might have caused emotional harm to the participants. 
Subsequently, Schacter’s affiliation experiment prompts ethical issues of informed consent. When the doctor gets into the room he only sought the attention of the participants as well as asked them to stop their activities and offer an attentive ear. He quickly does the introduction and jumps to whys of his impromptu presence. In this regard, he fails to obtain the participants' consent to take part in his experiment by informing them about the nature of what they will be involved in before they agree to take part. Hence, the issue of informed consent triggered disparaging as well as insolent notions to participants whose consent was not sought in Schacter’s affiliation experiment. This is worse if the women participants in the experiment were not fully informed about the methods or purpose of Schacter’s experiment. As a result, most agreed to participate and eventually could change their minds but still find it hard to pull out because of their former agreement.
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