Active vs. passive learning manipulation. What do we gain and lose in terms of experimental control and contrasts between experimental conditions by letting participants skip over learning samples vs. requiring them to listen to all learning samples

Issue: Should we allow participants to go through a hyper active condition in place of the originally proposed active condition in order to skip through tests which they are already confident about. 

Pro: 
From records on what they do and click during the learning phase we will be able to rank the sounds on ease of learning based on when the participant feels that they will no longer need to learn the sound. (More defined than if we relied on amount of time spent on each sound.) We’d have the ability to see a definite difference between how fast participants learn each sound.
Pro:
Would enable a greater possibility for significant differences between the active and passive conditions which could then justify further exploration. Differences might be too subtle in a straight up active vs. passive manipulation. 
Pro:
Participants having to go through all the trials get impatient and just click really quickly through the sounds without really listening which could be considered random noise that might distract them from what they were trying to remember.
Consideration:

We’re mainly supposed to be evaluating the alarms on the learnability. Forcing a pure active learning condition isn’t entirely natural and could in a sense divert away from the idea of self paced learning because we are forcing them to spend more time than they need at the learning phase.  

Con:
Inability to determine the exact contributors to any observable differences between the active and passive learning conditions. 

Con:
Experiment time between conditions would be vastly different as participants would take much longer in the learning phases for the passive condition. 

