Biological Practical Summary
Aim:

To test whether levels of self-reported aggression are linked to levels of self-reported antisocial/prosocial media exposure.

Hypotheses:

1) There will be a significant positive correlation between self-reported aggression scores on the Buss-Perry scale and self-reported anti-social media exposure scores on the Content Media Exposure scale. Higher BP = more aggression (range 29-203)

2) There will be a significant negative correlation between self-reported aggression scores on the Buss-Perry scale and self-reported pro-social media exposure scores on the Content Media Exposure scale.

Participant sampling method:

	
Opportunity by ...............

.... asked to complete self-report Buss Perry aggression and Content Media Exposure scales.....







Method:

	










Sample details (number, gender and age)

	
20 pts, 5 F, 15 M, av. Age 17.2 --> link to aggression study --> questionnaires









Questionnaire details (design, reliability, validity, credibility)

	
Buss-Perry Aggression scale

Highly used and tested scale --> considered to have good reliability (Test-test), and validity (measures self-report aggression)
Developed by credible researchers


Media consumption questionnaire

Less well known – less tested. Not fully sure how reliable (TRT) or validity (measures actual media consumption over 6 month) it is.





Analysis method

	
1. Plotted a scatter graph for each hypothesis to see whether correlations were +/- or zero
2. Calculated the Spearman’s Rank correlation and compared it to the critical values (done for each hypothesis) to see if the correlations were:
a. In the expected direction
b. Statistically significant at p < 0.05, 1 tailed





Findings and conclusions (scatter graph, Spearman’s Rank correlations, hypotheses)

	
[image: ]
























Evaluation

	Two specific strengths of this practical
	Two specific weaknesses of this practical

	
1. Buss-Perry is reliable, valid questionnaire etc. Etc. - explain why
2. Procedure was standardised – explain why specifically ...





	
1. We don’t know why pts answered as they did .... expand to link to practical...
2. All self-report – may be issues of pts not being fully honest in their answers (social desirability)



Improvements

	Specific improvement 1
	Specific improvement 2

	

Increase sample size ....
Include some qualitative questions (open)
Use a physical measure of aggression to backup BP results
Try to improve the measurement of how much media pts consume
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Example summaries of your Spearman (use as a template):

1

2

As the calculated value of r (0.43) was not greater than or equal to the critical value of r
(0.70, p < 0.05, 1 tailed test) the null hypothesis must be accepted — and the alternative
hypothesis rejected. In this study no significant correlation was found between
As the calculated value of r (0.73) was not greater than or equal to the critical value of r
(0.70, p < 0.05, 1 tailed test) the null hypothesis can be rejected, and the alternative
hypothesis accepted. In this study, a significant correlation was found between ... As ...
Increased, 50 did .....





