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Ethics
Scenario One
When a researcher chooses to favor a group of participants just because they volunteered in offering information during a research, this amounts to a conflict of interest. The student’s wish is to get a good grade in his or her studies. When the teacher is in need of information that the student cannot provide voluntarily, this does not warrant the teacher to lower his or her grade in a given course. The idea of informed consent is also of necessity here. The student needs to be told why he or she should engage in a research process and be given the freedom to choose whether to or not (American Psychological Association, cited hereafter as APA, 2010). If he or she chooses not to engage in the research processes, coercion or punishment is not allowed by the law or the APA code of ethics. The teacher also needs to clarify to the students when his or her role changes to that of a researcher (APA, 2010) such that his or her role as a researcher should not tamper with other roles, such as that of a teacher.   
In the case of the retired persons, it is the responsibility of the psychologist to explain every detail of a research process before the participants start providing any information. The psychologist should be in a position to choose a language that the elderly persons can understand and ensure that he or she receives their informed consent before they answer the interview questions or fill the puzzles. Age should not be used in discriminating research participants or as a justification for not obtaining individuals’ informed consent. It is worth noting that retirees can be classified under those persons that are vulnerable and may not be in a position to make decisions independently. In this scenario, a psychologist may use those who run the retirement community to assent to the research process and explain to the elderly about the purpose of data collection. Despite their age, the elderly need to be treated with high levels respect and dignity (APA, 2010).
Scenario Two
In this scenario, three aspects are evident: the use of a vulnerable group, children; the lack of informed consent; and a conflict of interest. Children are usually classified under vulnerable groups. They may not even understand what research is and why they have to offer certain kinds of information. As a result, a psychologist has the sole responsibility of explaining in simple terms to the children why the information is needed. Secondly, each child must be given a chance to assent to the researcher’s request. Third, the psychologist should also consider the child’s preferences. Finally, the caretakers of the children or the teacher may be used in signing the informed consent form if it is allowed by the law. Where such authorization is not available, it is the psychologist’s responsibility to act in the best interest of the child and adhere to its rights and freedoms (APA, 2010). Telling children to draw their pictures and those of their friends without stating the purpose is inappropriate. 
The conflict of interest here can be explained in terms of the relationship that exists between the psychologist and the teacher. The psychologist intends to use the teacher in recruiting participants in his research. Instead of using the appropriate procedure in getting assent to recruiting the pupils, the researcher exploits the teacher who is a friend. He is not objective in his endeavor as a researcher. Despite the friendship, the teacher must be informed why the children have to offer certain information and at the same time assent to the research process. The teacher also has a right to refuse on behalf of the children. This case is not different from those where individuals volunteer to engage in the research process. The psychologist is taking undue advantage of the teacher. 

Scenario Three
As a researcher, one is not allowed to write private details of a participant on a data sheet or even disclose it to anyone unless mandated by the law or where the person involved consents in writing or where the researcher takes tentative steps to disguise the individual or the organization (APA, 2010). The names and phone numbers of the participants should not be recorded in the data sheet as is the case in this scenario. It is even advisable for the researcher not to be aware of which data sheet belonged to who. Locking the results of a research in a room does not guarantee confidentiality as long as the names and phone numbers are identifiable in the data sheet. In case the psychologist withdraws from his profession, it is not clear what will happen to the data collected afterwards. The researcher could use codes instead of names or phone numbers. 
Marijuana use, the topic of research in this scenario, is a private affair. Taking a specific group of persons to re-interview later may be perceived as taking advantage of their identified vulnerabilities for undue influence (APA, 2010). Again, it is not clear why the researcher chooses a specific group in this case and eliminates others for a re-interview. 
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