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PSY 108 Reflection & Application Paper:
Participating in Research/Research Ethics


Prompt #2: Reflecting on the research ethics of a real-world study

For this prompt, choose a study that we have discussed in class (Cell phone while driving). You will describe and explain the study in detail, so that a person unfamiliar with the study would read your paper and get a clear understanding of the methods and results of the study, and reflect on the ethics of that study. 

When you write your Reflection & Appplication paper, make sure you discuss the following: 

1) Discuss the ethics of human subjects research, being sure to describe and explain concepts discussed in class. In your discussion, you should define and explain the concepts of informed consent and debriefing. Why are these concepts important when designing psychological research? 
2) Describe the study you have chosen in detail. Make sure you are writing like an expert, as if you are teaching someone else about this study. What were the researchers studying? What did they do, and what did they find?
3) [bookmark: _GoBack]Imagine what it was like to be a participant in this study. Do you think you would have been comfortable or uncomfortable participating in this study? Why or why not? What could researchers do to address any ethical concerns or set participants at ease? What information do you think participants should have been provided at debrief? Be specific, and explain your thinking.  

· Your final paper should be 2-3 pages, double-spaced
· You should write as if you are the expert, explaining concepts and describing your experiences to an audience that is not familiar with these concepts. Think of someone you know who is intelligent, but doesn’t know a lot about psychology, and imagine you are writing this paper to teach them about psychology and its application to the real world. 
· You will be evaluated based on your ability to clearly explain the psychological concepts that you are discussing, the depth of your discussion about how these concepts apply to the real world. Use of appropriate language, spelling/grammar, and proofreading will also be considered when evaluating your paper. 
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In 2 2008 in the Journal of Experimental Psychology: Applied, researchers Drews, Pasupathi, and S
examined the effects of talking on 2 cell phone while driving. Pairs of friends signed up for the experiment. vy:mm each
pair, one person was randomly assigned the role of “driver” and the other the role of “conversation partner.

Participants assigned ~driver” were placed in a driving simulator. The simulator was designed to replicate the
inside of an actual mrmm:,r, instead of regular windows and a windshield, high-fidelity graphics presented a simulated
am" g multiple /anes, overpasses, and on- and off-ramps. The graphics included other cars on the highway

speed or I2nes, or try to pass other cars, thus requiring the driver to attend not only to the roadway but .
traffic. The driver’s task was to safely navigate to a rest area, where the driver should exit the

located about 8 miles from the start of the drive, requiring about 10 minutes of driving time.

highway,

that could change
also the surrounding
highway. The rest area was

driver complet: igation task while simultaneously holding conversation with the conversation partner. The
L mn;;se—alrstow that had not been previously shared. For example, a friend might share a close-

Colesaton Woe s i Imost being hit by a car while on a bicycle. The
about almost beit ht cheating on an exam, or almost being y or | icycle.
Q.W.saoonm it p;r.nerknﬁnighemdugver also hagd 3 task of exiting the highway when arriving at a rest area.

' random assignment, i nversation in-person, with the conversatioq par_mer seated as a
" m‘w the car (‘passenge’ halfofu‘;eg;:;smr;!f b‘TrheEcgmer half of participants held the conversation via cell phone, with the
’ 4 ! it i ’ drit In addition, all drivers also completed the driving task while
mwma pamrmerewm o it 'Q‘:‘?aagsZ?/:Z fZ;sZ::Zf performance on the task. Order of the two tasks (while
notm anva rersation or wt:ilpe'zzlly driving) was counterbalanced across participants. During thg drivl{vg task, a number
of measzﬂs were collected to assess driving performance. Figure 1 and Table 1 present the main findings from the study.
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Figure 1. Percent of participants in each group successfully completing|
navigation task (exiting at the correct location) while conversing.

Table 1. Change in measures of driving performance from conversation to baseline (Conversation - Baseline) in each
roup. P-value represents comparison between the two groups.
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uhum the main conclusions you could draw from this study? Be
signMcant effects. What might the real-world effect of these

” could you design an Ideal study to test your explanation?
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M, royer, D.L. (2008). Passenger and cell phone conversations in simulated driving.




