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Presentation Overview 

 Introduction to the study

 Seeking ethical approval: applying to a Research Ethics 
Committee (REC)

 Beneficence, consent & age appropriate material

 The use of gatekeepers 

 Considerations beyond gaining approval from the REC 
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‘Exploring Children and Young People’s Experiences of the Police 
Response to Domestic Violence: An Irish Case Study’

Research questions
– How do children and young people experience the 

response of An Garda Siochana to domestic violence 
from initial call-out to follow-up?

– What does the interaction between An Garda Siochana, 
social services and families where there is domestic 
violence look like? 

– How can findings from the study contribute to best 
practice in supporting children who are experiencing 
domestic violence? 

Sample Population
– Children and Young People (5-21yrs) (n=15)

– Mothers (n=10) 

– Health and Social Care Professionals (n=10) 

– An Garda Siochana (n=10) 
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Applying to a Research Ethics Committee (REC)

 How can I uphold the main ethical principles of respect, beneficence and justice? 

 Does my research involve children (under 18 years of age)?

 Does my research involve people belonging to a vulnerable group?

 Is there any potential risk to participants & the researcher?

 How do I go about seeking consent and from whom?

 How do I protect the confidentiality and anonymity of participants?

 Under what circumstances should I breach confidentiality?

Questions to consider
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Including Children in Research 

“..Research with children should be of sufficient importance, soundness and 
benefit to warrant their time and contribution; inclusive and respectful of their 
input and autonomy, using methodology that facilitates their participation; 
and it should do them no harm, protect  their privacy and take account of their 
vulnerability” 

(Cashmore, 2006: 969)
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Key Ethical Considerations – Beneficence 

 ‘Do no harm’

 Risk/benefit assessment (maximum benefit with minimal harm)

 Safety of participants is foremost

 Must establish what contribution to knowledge you expect to gain from this group

 Linked directly to the research aims and objectives 
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Overcoming Concerns – Beneficence 

Example from study: concern raised for the inclusion of children in the 5-7yrs and 8-12yrs 
groupings

• Clearer inclusion/exclusion criteria 

• Evidence in literature that under 12s are present in DV homes (Fantuzzo et al., 2007; 
Gjelsvik et al., 2003; Richardson-Foster et al., 2012) 

• Existing research showing contribution that this age group have already made to the 
specific topic (Buckley et al., 2006; Hogan & O’Reilly, 2007; Mullender et al., 2002; Overlien 
& Aas, 2015; Richardson-Foster et al., 2012; Swanston et al., 2014)

• Findings indicate that children are indirectly & directly involved in the police response

• Linking back directly to the research questions
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Key Ethical Considerations – Seeking Consent For Child’s Participation

• Active consent from caregivers may deny children their right to choose (Carroll-Lind et al., 
2006)

• Passive consent or active dissent from care-givers may be more in line with Article 12 
UNCRC

• Seeking Consent – 3 Stages (Carroll-Lind et al., 2006)

1. Service providers 

2. Parent 

3. Child 

• Consent from child as an on-going process (Kirk, 2007; Morris et al., 2012) 
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Overcoming Concerns – Seeking Consent For Child’s Participation

Example from study: Getting active consent from the child’s mother is not legally sufficient.  

• Child Care Act, 1991 – Voluntary or Interim Care Order (courts), Full Care Order (Social 
Worker)

• Must seek both parents/guardians consent

• By seeking the father’s consent are you putting the child at further risk?

• Inclusion/exclusion criteria 

‘In a situation where a father has joint custody and his consent must be legally sought for the 
child to participate in the study, the researcher will seek the advice of the gatekeeper. Where a 
gatekeeper identifies that it would not be in the best interests of a child to seek consent from 
their father to participate then the child will be excluded from the study’
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Key Ethical Considerations: Developing Age Appropriate Material 
Information Sheet – Children (5-7yrs)
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Key Ethical Considerations: Developing Age Appropriate Material 
Information Sheet – Young Person (13-17yrs)
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Developing Age Appropriate Material 
Consent Forms 
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The Use of Gatekeepers – helpful or unhelpful? 

 Broad set of gatekeepers (researcher, agency & parent) (Cashmore, 2006)

 Parents as ‘Problematic gatekeepers’ (Cater & Overlien, 2014)

 Agency gatekeepers helpful for:

• Accessing a hard to reach group

• Ensuring an ethical sampling process

• Dealing with distress and disclosures 
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Considerations Beyond Approval from the REC  

 Researcher safety & self-care

 Approval from other agencies

• Tusla Research Agreement 

• Garda Research Protocol 

 Ethical considerations are on-
going
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