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Dr. Peter MacIntyre – Cape Breton University – Psychology Dept. 

Office ext. 1315           Email- peter_macintyre@capebretonu.ca
Co-Investigator(s): Provide name(s), department, academic status, e-mail address, office telephone.
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Principal Investigator(s):


Co-Investigator(s):

Supervisor(s):

Has funding been received for this research? Yes__X_  No ___  

If yes, from what agency and for what period? SSHRC 2003-2007
If no, has funding been requested for this research?  Yes___  No ___  
If yes, from what agency and for what period?

1. 
Summary:  Provide, in 150 to 300 words, a summary of the proposed research, indicating clearly the role of the research participants and any procedures to which they will be subjected. (Include copies of any questionnaires, interview guides or other instruments with your application)
This study will look at the interaction between learners using a computer to capture changes in WTC as the interaction proceeds. Motivation is not a static thing, but rather something fluid that changes from moment to moment (Dornyei, 2001). Keeping this in mind, there has been some need for a methodology that captures the ever-changing levels of motivation during conversations between second-language speakers. Specifically, this project will attempt to demonstrate that willingness to communicate (WTC) is a co-constructed phenomenon, involving interplay between everyone involved in the conversation.

To do this, we will videotape two participants at a time as they are having a conversation. The conversation will last about 5 minutes. Immediately following the conversation, participants will be asked to watch the video of the conversation individually, and to use a computer program to indicate their thoughts as they are watching the video. We will ask respondents to use the computer mouse to indicate willingness versus unwillingness to communicate. As the respondents review the tape, they will click on one button if they were feeling more willing to communicate, on a different button if less willing, and not press either button if there is no change from baseline state.  We will be able to graph significant events for each person and compare the graphs from both people in the conversation. This will demonstrate the degree to which WTC is a co-constructed phenomenon, as contrasted with our prior work approaching WTC as an internal state within the individual. (MacIntyre, 1994; MacIntyre, Clément, Dörnyei, & Noels, 1998; MacIntyre, Baker, Clément, & Conrod, 2001; Donovan, & MacIntyre 2005).
After the participant watches the video and inputs data via our computer program, we will interview participants about willingness to communicate according to the attached protocol. (slightly altered protocol taken from, Gass & Mackey, 2000)
Participants will be fully informed before the experiment starts that they will be videotaped and later asked to review the tape. Furthermore, participants will be allowed to quit at any time during the experiment for any reason they choose. Moreover, at the end of the experiment, participants will be supplied with a video release form (see attached) and contact information for the experimenters. 
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2. 
Risk: 

In your opinion, does this research pose more than minimal risk (Tri-Council Policy Statement, Section 1.C1, page 1.5) to participants?

No __X__

What are the risks of harm in this research project and how will your research methodology address these risks?

Note that not only physical injury, but also anxiety or embarrassment, are included in the concept of harm.  Describe means adopted to minimize risk and means (such as provision of counseling) to deal with harms which participants may experience.  Describe as well the potential benefit that will result from this research that justifies the above risk of harm.

3. 
Deception:  Does this research involve deception or partial disclosure? Yes ___  No __X_
If yes, refer to the Tri-Council Policy Statement, Section 2, specifically Article 2.1(c) and subsequent commentary (pages 2.1 to 2.3), and provide an explanation of how you plan to comply with the requirements of that Section for debriefing.  Describe as well the potential benefit which will result from this research, which justifies waiving the normal requirements for full disclosure.

4. 
Research Participants:

· 
Number of Participants:  How many individuals will participate in this research? Approximately 100
· 
Recruitment:  How will they be recruited, and from what population?
With the permission of the instructor, participants will be recruited from Cape Breton U undergraduate courses, most likely psychology and French classes.
· 
Inducements:  Will any inducements (money, grade points, etc.) be offered to encourage participation?   Yes ____   No _X___
If yes, indicate how compliance with Section 2B of the Tri-Council Policy Statement concerning voluntariness (page 2.4) will be achieved.  If academic rewards are to be used, give details of alternative means of achieving equivalent rewards.
5. 
Informed Consent: Will individual consent be sought from all participants? Yes _X__  No ___
If yes, provide the information requested below. If no,  explain why such consent will not be obtained and indicate how the requirements for waiver of informed consent are being met. The requirements for such waivers are described in Section 2 of the Tri-Council Policy Statement (pages 2.1 to 2.12).

See attached for a copy of the consent form and video release form. 
· 
Informing Participants:  How will the nature of the research be explained to potential participants, in compliance with Section 2D of the Tri-Council Policy Statement (pages 2.5 to 2.8)?  Attach a copy of any document(s), such as an explanatory letter, to be used for this purpose.
· 
Evidence of Consent:  If written evidence of informed consent will be obtained, attach a copy of the consent form.  If written evidence of informed consent will not be used, explain in detail how you intend to comply with the requirements of Section 2A of the Tri-Council Policy Statement, particularly Article 2.1(b) and subsequent commentary (pages 2.1 to 2.3).
· 
Children as Research Participants:  If the proposed research involves children as participants, provide a statement indicating how compliance with Section 2E and specifically with Articles 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7 of the Tri-Council Policy Statement (pages 2.9 to 2.11) will be achieved.
· 
Incompetent Adults as Research Participants:  If the research involves adults of diminished competence as participants, provide a statement indicating how compliance with Section 2E and specifically with Articles 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7 of the Tri-Council Policy Statement (pages 2.9 to 2.11) will be achieved.
6. 
Anonymity/Confidentiality:  Will complete anonymity of participants and confidentiality of data be maintained? Yes___ No _X__
If yes, explain the procedures to be used to ensure anonymity of participants and the confidentiality of data both during the research and in the release of the findings. If no, explain the procedures to be used to discuss limits to anonymity and confidentiality and to obtain participants’ agreement to waive anonymity.

Names are not required and only researchers involved will have access to the videotapes.

However, because of the nature of the data (i.e. video recordings) the researchers involved may be able to see the faces and hear the voice of the participants in the conversation when reviewing the tapes later. Thus, at the end of the videotaping, participants will fill out a video release form (see attached form) which will allow them to indicate whether or not the researchers are allowed to view the tapes, and if any other situations are acceptable for the video data to be viewed in.  

If the participants do not want the video to be viewed, it will be deleted immediately following the experiment. In all cases, subjects will be identified by subject ID only and data will not be viewed without explicit permission of the participants.
· 
Describe the procedures for securing written records, questionnaires, video/audio tapes and electronic data, etc.
They will be stored in a locked office
· 
Indicate how long the data will be securely stored and the method to be used for final disposal of the data.
[   ]  Paper Records


[   ]  Confidential shredding after _____ years


[   ]  Data will be retained indefinitely in a secure location

[   ]  Audio/Video Recordings


[   ]  Erasing audio/video tapes after ____ years


[ X ]  Data will be retained indefinitely in a secure location

[   ]  Electronic Data


[   ]  Erasing of electronic data after ____ years


[ X ]  Data will be retained indefinitely in a secure location


     [   ]  Other (Provide details on type, retention period and final disposition, if applicable).
7. 
Feedback:  Describe the measures which you propose for providing feedback to research participants concerning the outcome of the research.

There will be a handout given out at the end of the experiment listing the contact information for the researchers, and participants will be encouraged to contact them with any questions or for a copy of the results.
8. 
Continuing Review:  All research requires brief annual reports and a brief report upon completion of the research.  Suitable report forms are included at the end of this file.  Research involving more than minimal risk may require additional measures for continuing review.  If your research involves more than minimal risk, describe here the measures you propose for facilitating continuing review of this research, in compliance with Article 1.13 of the Tri-Council Policy Statement (pages 1.10 to 1.11)
9. 
Additional Information:  Please feel free to append any additional information which you feel may be helpful to the REB in evaluating this application.

UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF CAPE BRETON

Research Ethics Board

Annual Progress Report for Previously Approved Projects

Date of Initial Ethics Clearance:  _______________________

Project Title:  _____________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Investigator(s) and Contact Information: ________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

1. 
When did this study begin?  ___________________

2. 
What is the anticipated completion date of this study?  ______________________

3. 
Please provide the following details on enrollment of participants:

(a) 
Number of participants that have completed the study:

  _____

(b) 
Number of participants currently enrolled in the study:  

  _____

(c) 
Number of additional participants still required for the study:

  _____

(d) 
Number of participants that have voluntarily withdrawn from the study: _____

4.
Have there been procedural or other changes to this protocol since it received original ethics clearance?       Yes  _____

No  _____


If Yes, was the Research Ethics Board informed of all changes?   Yes ___
No ___


Provide a complete description of the changes if the Research Ethics Board was not informed.

5.
To your knowledge, have any participants experienced any adverse effects as a result of their participation in the study?
Yes ____

No _____


If Yes, describe the adverse effects in detail and how the situation(s) was resolved.


If Yes, what procedures/safeguards have been instituted to protect the participants from these risks?

Signatures: TC \l1 "
Investigator(s):  ____________________________ Date:_________________ TC \l2 "
UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF CAPE BRETON

Research Ethics Board

Final Project Report TC \l2 "
Principal Investigator(s):  ____________________________________________

Project Title:  _____________________________________________________

Type of final report provided to the REB:

For Minimal Risk studies: 

(  ) 
There were no problems encountered in interactions with human participants.


(  )
There were problems encountered.  Attach a detailed description of the nature of the problems, how they were dealt with, and the final outcomes.

For Above Minimal Risk studies:

(  )
Attach a description of how the study was conducted with an emphasis on any problems that were encountered.  Provide a detailed description of the nature of the problems, how they were dealt with, and the final outcomes.

Signature of Principal Investigator:   ______________________  Date:  _______
 ….. Form Approved by College Council May 3, 2003
 ….. Form Approved by College Council May 3, 2003

