     School of Psychology      

	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: Swan_credit_LA2


Length of study: Ten minutes


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes, via clicking a button at the start.

	Where ethical guidelines/issues outlined to you (right to withdraw, confidentiality etc.). If so, which guidelines were outlined?



	It was explained that my answers were anonymous and that I was able to withdraw at any time.  If you did not consent, you simply pressed a button to exit.



	What were you asked to do? (briefly outline the study)
	You were to look at an image for a few seconds then answer questions relating to personality and attitudes without spending too much time thinking about your responses.






	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? If not, why not?

	Yes, I understood that the point of the research was to develop an understanding of views and attitudes towards people with prosthetic limbs.




	How did you find the experience? (positive and negative)





	It was a positive experience that helped increase my understanding of how those with prosthetic limbs may be perceived and the barriers they may face in everyday life.


	What have you learnt from participating?







	I believe I have a better understanding of how those with prosthetic limbs may be perceived as disadvantaged and may be looked upon with pity and not as equals.



	Were there any issues that may have affected how you completed the research?


	No, the research was well displayed and easy to follow.	


	Were you fully debriefed (how was this done?) If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	At the end of the research there was a full debrief given on screen, and contact details for the researcher if required.


	How confident/competent was the researcher/experimenter? Did they put you at ease or make the experience unpleasant for you?





	The information was well laid out and appeared to have been put together with a healthy knowledge of what they were researching.  It was easy to understand leading me to believe the researcher had chosen a subject they felt confident dealing with.


	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 
	It could possible that responses may have been biased with respondents not wanting to appear to be anything other than supportive of individuals with prosthetic limbs.  The questionnaire was well structured and easy to make sense of without being too time consuming.





Name:…………………………………………………………………………….     Date:…………………………………





	Research Participation Log

	Study title/subject: SWAN_credit_JLD


Length of study: 20 minutes.


	Was Informed consent gained?
	Yes, via clicking a consent button.


	Where ethical guidelines/issues outlined to you (right to withdraw, confidentiality etc.). If so, which guidelines were outlined?



	Yes, it was made clear that it was anonymous, and I could withdraw at any time.  It was suggested that if analysing your own mental health may offend or upset this research should not be signed up to.


	What were you asked to do? (briefly outline the study)
	I was to complete a short demographic questionnaire, age, sex etc. then a mental health literacy scale questionnaire also. 










	Did you understand at the time why you were doing what was asked? If not, why not?

	I did not fully understand the purpose of this research as it only outlined what I would be doing and not the purpose.








	How did you find the experience? (positive and negative)





	I found it was quite longwinded and as I was unsure as to the purpose of it, I was not sure what I was meant to be getting out of it. I believe they used the most up to date mental health literacy scale.


	What have you learnt from participating?







	I understand the mental health literacy scale is to measure an individuals understanding of mental health.



	Were there any issues that may have affected how you completed the research?




	I believe that not having had a full understanding of the purpose of the research may have meant that I did not give this my full focus. 

	Were you fully debriefed (how was this done?) If you were deceived was this explained to you?


	A full debrief was given on screen, along with contact details for the researcher if required.


	How confident/competent was the researcher/experimenter? Did they put you at ease or make the experience unpleasant for you?





	I believe the researcher had good knowledge of what they hoped to achieve but I do feel they needed to give participants a broader picture of what the point of the research was.  It was not a distressing questionnaire.


	How could the experimenter have improved participation/the experiment? 
	More information about the purpose of the research would improve this experiment.





Name:…………………………………………………………………………….     Date:…………………………………
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