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ECPS6001: Psychology Empirical Project
Research Proposal

Assessment Component 1: Research proposal (1,000 words) worth 10% of the overall module mark for the Psychology Empirical Project. The proposal form will be marked in line with the Level Six Grading Rubric. The boxes below will expand as you type.  
	Student Name and University ID number:
	Kelly Davies – 1903699

	Proposed Supervisor’s name:
	
Dr Charlotte Greenway



	Suggested Research Title/Area: (between 10-15 words and must reflect the essence of your proposed research question, study design and study population and should be more specific than a broad topic area).

Children’s attitudes and behavioural intentions towards a peer with symptoms of ADHD





	Please state the aim and rationale of your study:

To investigate whether positive and/or negative symptoms of ADHD determine or alter attitudes and behavioural intentions within children’s peer relationships, either positively (more likely to engage with a peer with ADHD) or negatively, by being more likely to disengage or avoid a peer with ADHD (Cornett-Ruiz & Hendricks, 1993; Mrug, et al., 2009). Thus, the rationale is to explore the direction of any potential attitude and behavioural intention effects towards positive or negative ADHD attributions. 


Please state the main research question(s):

1. What attitudes do children hold towards a peer with symptoms of ADHD? 
2. What behavioural intentions do children have towards such a peer?
3. Are attitudes and behavioural intentions influenced by labelling? 
4. Are attitudes and behavioural intentions influenced by exposure to ADHD?
5. Is there a relationship between attitude and behavioural intention?


Please state the hypothesis/hypotheses (if appropriate):

1. Children will hold a greater negative attitude towards a peer with ADHD symptoms.
2. Exclusion and avoidance behaviours will score higher for peer behavioural intentions.
3. Labelling will have a significant effect: A greater number of positive attitude and behavioural intentions in group 1; whereas a greater number of negative attitudes and behavioural intentions will be in group 2.
4. Attitudes and behavioural intentions towards a peer with ADHD symptoms will be positively influenced by exposure.
5. There will be correlation between children’s attitudes and behavioural intentions.



	What theory and empirical research evidence supports your research question? (Please provide a brief review of relevant psychological literature and theory and a minimum of eight references). 

Previous investigations into children’s attitudes and behavioural intentions towards blind peers, in addition to mild mental retardation and other disabilities have used the Adjective Checklist with a structured formula to reach a conclusion (Siperstein & Bak, 1980). These studies suggest that children who participated in a programme to improve attitudes of blind peers possessed a more positive attitude to blind peers but were less likely to interact with such peers than children who had not participated in the programme. Moreover, every participant favoured academic achievement within their blind peer than underachievement (Siperstein & Bak, 1980). This was supported by mild retardation studies, whereby under experimental conditions, a child exhibiting a positive attitude was more likely to engage a peer with mental retardation when compared to children expressing a more negative attitude (Siperstein & Bak, 1985).

This study focusses on the effects of positive and negative symptoms relating to ADHD to see whether such attributions have an effect on peers classroom, conducted by reading vignettes based on ADHD to primary-school aged children. One group which will include positive and negative ADHD associations, and the other group being read vignettes with no positive/negative attributes (Law, et al., 2007), which will be measured using SAQ (Morgan, et al., 2000), to investigate any potential correlations (positive or negative) by examining Pearson’s correlation coefficient (Taylor, 1990). Furthermore, previous investigations explored whether discrimination occurs within the classroom or not- it was suggested that teachers can influence children’s attitudes (Cornett-Ruiz & Hendricks, 1993), other studies focussed on what could improve discrimination levels (Mrug, et al., 2009). Moreover, previous studies linked exposure levels to attitudes and behavioural intentions towards peers with autism (Cook, et al., 2020), and obesity (Fitzgerald, et al., 2013), which will be used as supporting evidence to this ADHD study of primary school children’s attitudes and behavioural intentions towards peers with ADHD.






Methodological Details

	Please describe the intended participant group – including anticipated numbers, target population, and any specific inclusion/exclusion criteria:  


Primary school children (aged 7-11), sourced by a parental opt-out form. Children with ADHD diagnoses will not be excluded but will be given an alternative task.





	Please describe the anticipated design (e.g., Qualitative/quantitative, between/within-subjects, mixed design, regression, focus groups, interviews, experimental, questionnaire, etc.):

This study will involve a quantitative 2x2, and 2x3 between-subjects’ Anova design, in addition to Pearson’s correlation (Taylor, 1990), which will enable the collected information to be written up as a Psychology Dissertation report. 


If relevant, include details of the…

· IV(S) and number of levels: 
· The first independent variable will be positive and negative symptoms of ADHD, with two levels, this being the between-subjects’ variable:
1. Vignette includes positive and negative symptoms.
2. Vignette does not include positive and negative symptoms.
· The second independent variable will be exposure- ‘yes or no’, asked to all groups. This will be the within-subjects’ variable.

· DV(s): 
· The first dependant variable will be measuring attitudes, positive or negative.
· The second dependant variable will be measuring behavioural intentions, positive or negative.





	What materials/measures are you planning to use for data collection? (E.g., questionnaires, tests/tasks, interview schedules, auditory/visual stimuli, computer programme, etc. Be as detailed as possible here - what specific topics/measures/scales/instruments will you be using and what will you do with this data?)

Parental/guardian opt-out forms created by the Researcher to source participants. The Adjective Checklist (Sisperstein & Bak, 1980; 1985), along with a Shared Activities Questionnaire (SAQ) will be provided to participants (Morgan, et al., 2000), along with ADHD vignette (Law, et al., 2007), and a pre-determined alternative task to reduce exclusion. All data collected will be entered into SPSS 26 for analysis and all results written by the principal Researcher on a secure, password-protected laptop as a psychology dissertation report using Microsoft-Word. All data collection, usage and storage will be held in accordance with UWTSD (2016).
Participant age, gender, adjective checklist, SAQ results and exposure levels will be collated, ensuring all information remains anonymous, and confidential (BPS, 2018).




	Please describe the study procedure (what will your participant have to do from start to finish? It should be clear from this how you are actually planning to carry out your study, and what will happen to participants):

Participants will be sourced through parental opt-out forms and divided into two groups. A vignette will be read to all children, who will then complete self-report measures on attitudes and behavioural intentions after reading relevant vignettes using the Adjective Checklist. Then participants will be asked to complete the Shared Activities Questionnaire to evaluate primary school children’s commitment to interact with a target child in three domains. 

All collated results will be analysed through SPSS 26 and written up as a Psychology Dissertation using Microsoft Word to be viewed by a supervisor. 






	Please describe the data you will obtain and how it will be analysed (e.g., test or questionnaire scores calculated as a mean and analysed quantitatively, recorded verbal reports analysed qualitatively, etc.):


Participant age, gender, research question results including SAQ scores and exposure levels to ADHD will be documented manually, ensuring participant confidentiality (BPS, 2014). Once electronically transferred, all manually collected data will be destroyed in accordance with (UWTSD, 2016). The Adjective Checklist consists of 32 adjectives, half with positive connotation and half with negative connotations. The total number of positive adjectives assigned, minus the number of negative adjectives assigned, plus a constant of 20, yields the participant’s score. Scores range from 4 to 36, with scores below 20 indicating more negative attitudes and scores above 20 indicating more positive attitudes (Siperstein & Bak, 1980).

The questionnaire consists of 24 items, 8 in each domain, asking whether the participants would interact with a target figure in general social, academic, and active recreational areas of life. The wording on some items will be altered to make it applicable to a UK school population. The children will circle either ‘yes’, ‘maybe’ or ‘no’ on the three-point scale for each item (no, maybe, and yes will be coded as 1, 2, and 3, respectively); higher scores indicate greater willingness to share in activities (Morgan, et al., 2000).


If relevant, what statistical test will you use and how will your data be analysed through this test (e.g., two-way ANOVA, Multiple Regression, Chi Square, etc.):

2x2 between-subjects Anova, and 2x3 between-subjects Anova will be analysed using SPSS 26.







	Appendix (not included as part of the 1,000 words but must still be completed)
1. Attach any questionnaires/materials to the end of this proposal as an appendix. 

Appendix A
Parental Opt-out form
Appendix B
ADJECTIVE CHECKLIST 
If you had to describe this student to your classmates, what kinds of words would you 
use? Below is a list of words to help you. Circle the words you would use. You can use as 
many or as few as you want. Here is the list: 
 smart dumb greedy 
 weak slow bright 
 dirty friendly honest 
 helpful healthy selfish 
 sad kind stupid 
 lazy alert nice 
 happy careless ugly 
 lonely cheerful neat 
 sloppy foolish careful 
 ashamed clever unhappy 
 handsome glad

Appendix C
Shared Activity Questionnaire-B (SAQ-B)

Dear Student, 
We are doing a study on what students think about each other. Your parent 
has given you permission to help us with our study. If you want to do the 
study, please complete the following survey. If you don't want to do the 
study, you can return a blank survey. Please don't put your name on the 
survey. 
Thank you for your time! 
For male respondents- the individual would be “Sam”
For girl respondents- the individual would be “Suzy” 

If Suzy moves to your school and is in your class, here is a list of things that you 
might do with her. Circle the answer that shows how you feel about doing each of 
these things with Suzy. 
1. Ask Suzy to come to my house to play board games.
No Maybe Yes
2. Sit next to Suzy in class. 
No Maybe Yes
3. Be an office aide with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
4. Let Suzy borrow a pencil or pen to take notes with.  
No Maybe Yes
5. Ask Suzy to be my lab partner in science class. 
No Maybe Yes
6. Be in the same study group with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
7. Study for a test with Suzy at school. 
No Maybe Yes
8. Invite Suzy to my birthday party. 
No Maybe Yes
9. Ask Suzy to go to a swimming party with me. 
No Maybe Yes
10. Ask Suzy to walk my dog with me. 
No Maybe Yes
11. Ask Suzy to eat lunch with my friends and me at school. 
No Maybe Yes 
12. Walk together with Suzy in between classes. 
No Maybe Yes
13. Do art with Suzy in class. 
No Maybe Yes
 14. Pick Suzy to be on my sports team. 
No Maybe Yes
15. Work on an assignment in class with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
16. Write a story or book report for school with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
17. Ask Suzy to join my 4-H club. 
No Maybe Yes
18. Do homework with Suzy at home after school. 
No Maybe Yes
19. Go to the movies with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
20. Play basketball with Suzy at lunch. 
No Maybe Yes
21. Pick Suzy as my partner in relay games. 
No Maybe Yes
22. Be good friends with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
23. Go to a sports event with Suzy. 
No Maybe Yes
24. Go on a bike ride with Suzy. 
 No Maybe Yes




2. Ethics: Describe the main ethical issues of your study and explain how you will address them here (Refer to the BPS ethical guidelines and address all issues not just informed consent. Please note all students will need to complete a full ethics form, which must be approved prior to any data collection commencing).



Adhering to the BPS Code of Human Research Ethics (2014), ethical considerations will include: A parental consent form (opt-out) due to the participants being minors thus, unable to give consent themselves. This is to ensure an informed understanding of what the study will entail, the purpose of the research, exactly what will be required from all participants, the parent and participants rights to withdraw from the study at any time. All data will be transferred and stored in accordance with UWTSD (2016) Data Protection Policy. All contact information for the study principal researcher and supervisor will be provided on the parental consent form.
Ethical issues could include emotional distress if a child undiagnosed with ADHD can relate to symptoms or has family/friends with ADHD (NSPCC Learning, 2020). This study is using quantitative methods (questionnaires) for analysis, which ask questions which are not too in-depth, and are age appropriate as this could affect results- all vignettes, questionnaires and checklist must be written and worded to ensure all participants (7-11 year olds) will be able to fully understand what is being asked of them, with all information to be translated if necessary to eliminate discrimination (NSPCC Learning, 2020).
In order to reduce potential harm due to exposure, children with diagnosed ADHD will not be excluded from group participation, however, such children will be in allocated to a different group, required to undertake a different task. Professional support information will be provided to participants in the event of psychological distress being caused to minimise this (NSPCC Learning, 2020).
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