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Background

The research pool provides students in specified courses in Psychology, Social Work, Sociology and Anthropology an opportunity to take part in actual research studies in the discipline by making participation a class requirement.  The research pool also provides faculty and advanced students in our departments with participants for research projects.  The research pool does this by matching students who are seeking to participate in a research study with researchers who need participants for their studies.

The research pool is a valuable resource for York College students.  Participation in a research study is the norm for college and university undergraduates across the country.  Now, because of the research pool, our students have the same insights to our disciplines as graduates of other colleges.  

Another advantage the research pool provides is to our faculty and student researchers.  Finding people ready to take part in a research study is a daunting task for a researcher in the behavioral or social sciences.  In order to facilitate the conduct of research, many schools have implemented a research pool.  York’s research pool has been an invaluable tool for almost every researcher at York in the behavioral or social sciences.  Also, the existence of a research pool demonstrates institutional support for research when writing and securing external grant funding for research.

Spring, 2009 Review

The spring of 2009 was the fourth semester of the use of the SONA on-line management system.  The implementation of the SONA system allowed for easier use by students, better security of information and advanced features for the researchers.  The purchase of SONA services are funded by a grant from the Student Tech Fee Use Committee.  

Students

· 689 students registered on SONA

· 2505 points granted

· 76 points in penalties
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· 87 failed to achieve 3 points (which became a requirement for class credit as a result of the limited studies available towards the end of the semester.)

· 561 earned 4 or more credits (prior to meeting the required 3 points for class credit.)

· Average credits earned per student was 3.6
Studies

· 1 in-person study and 5 on-line studies

· Relationships and sexual behavior(online)
· Coherence & Resilience among college students(online)

· Stress among college students(online)

· Burnout among college students(online)

· Food security among urban residents(online)

· Library Study # 2(in-person)

· 3 York faculty members ran studies

· 2 of York students were involved in running studies

· 1 external researcher (Rutgers graduate student and ex-York student)

Courses

· 35 courses were involved

Course participation

	Course
	Number of Students Participating in Pool
	Total Number in Class
	Percent of Class Participating

	Anthropology 101 M
	57
	55
	100.0 *

	Anthropology 101 S
	34
	53
	64.15

	Anthropology 101 V
	29
	33
	87.87

	Anthropology 101 WEB 1
	-
	21
	-

	Anthropology 101 WEB 2
	-
	21
	-

	Psychology 102B
	63
	59
	100.0 *

	Psychology 102 CD
	5
	54
	9.25

	Psychology 102 DESK
	24
	34
	70.58

	Psychology 102 HK3
	1
	77
	1.29

	Psychology 102 L
	41
	55
	74.54


	Psychology 102 R
	55
	55
	100.0

	Psychology 102 QRR
	32
	43
	74.41

	Psychology 102 W
	69
	74
	93.24

	Psychology 102 Y
	45
	49
	91.83

	Psychology 102 ZZ
	52
	53
	98.11

	Psychology102 LSFJ
	11
	14
	78.57

	Scwk 350/ Anth 220/ Soc 220 MMMMN
	2
	-
	-

	Scwk 350/ Anth 220/ Soc 220 SV
	29
	-
	-

	Scwk350/ Anth 220/ Soc 220 TW
	20
	-
	-

	Social Work 101 V
	1
	49
	2.04

	Social Work 101 ZZ
	0
	37
	0

	Social work 300 PQR
	0
	33
	0

	Social Work 360 BCD
	17
	17
	100.0

	Social Work 360 W
	15
	15
	100.0

	Sociology 101 B
	8
	32
	25.00

	Sociology 101 C
	42
	56
	75.00

	Sociology 101 D
	29
	56
	2.04

	Sociology 101 E
	1
	55
	51.78

	Sociology 101 HK1
	2
	26
	7.69

	Sociology 101 HK2
	39
	56
	69.64

	Sociology 101 PQ
	11
	54
	20.37

	Sociology 101 QRR
	2
	54
	3.70

	Sociology 101 S
	6
	55
	10.90

	Sociology 101 W
	1
	25
	4.00

	Sociology 101 Y
	2
	52
	3.84


The overall average percent of the class participating in the research pool is about 43%.  This is 5% more then the overall average participating from the fall of 2008, which was 38%.

* Courses that precede an asterisk indicates those students who signup to participate and entered the incorrect class, as a result the participation number exceeds the total number of students in the class.
No Shows

No shows are participant absences from in-person studies.  In-person studies require a commitment of time and resources on the part of the researcher.  When a student, who has registered to a session, is absent from an experiment, then the researcher losses valuable resources.

· Library Student #2 had 133 sign-ups and 38 no-shows (a 29% no-show rate)

Feedback

All studies, before being considered for admission into the York College Research Pool, must pass ethical review by the York College IRB committee.  The research pool program provides an additional layer of ethical protection by seeking feedback from participants after the study is completed.

After each in-person and on-line session, students are asked to evaluate the session.  Students are questioned as to whether the study met IRB/ethic standards and as to their treatment by the researcher.  

The feedback on all of the studies from the spring indicated that ethical standards were being appropriately implemented and that researchers were treating the participants with respect and courtesy.  


Representative Comments

The following are representative comments from the free response section of the evaluations:

· It was a nice experience to do more about perceptions of interpersonal situations study readings.
· It was a good experience.
· It was a good experiment. Thank you for letting me be involved.
· IT was a great experiment. The researcher was very clear in all the information given before the experiment. IT WAS JUST GREAT! 
· I thought the experiment would not be that simple!
· no comments
· The research was interesting and it helped me to see issues from two different perspectives.
