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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:
	Shaw Golding – 2003391   

	Proposed Supervisor’s name:
	Only complete this if you have already been in contact with a potential supervisor who has agreed to supervise you in principle. 

Dr Kate Williams



Psychology Research Area (tick all that apply) 


	Social Psychology 

	Developmental Psychology 

	Biological Psychology 
	Forensic Psychology 

	Health Psychology P

	Individual Differences 

	Educational Psychology 
	Political Psychology 

	Cognitive Psychology P

	Clinical Psychology 
	Counselling Psychology 
	Occupational Psychology 

	Other:  indicate briefly (not included in word count)




Proposed Study Design (tick all that apply) 


	Quantitative P

	Experimental P
	Applied (with UWTSD students 

	Online Questionnaire Survey 

	Qualitative 

	Quasi Experimental 


	Focus Groups
	Online  


	Mixed Methods 

	Applied (with external organisation) 
	Interviews 



	Lab-based study P

	If Applied, and involving an external organisation, please indicate your plans for gaining appropriate approvals from the organisation: (not included in the word count)






	Other study design: indicate briefly (not included in word count)




	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).

Exploring Student Perceptions Towards Prosthetic Limb Users with Bespoke Limb Covers: An experimental decision-making study






	Background: 250 words 
Why is your study important? What theory and empirical research evidence supports your research question? (Please provide a rationale for your study including a brief review of relevant psychological literature and theory and a minimum of five references). 

[bookmark: _Int_j1KEE82h]Studies have previously explored dimensions such as the wellbeing of users with prosthetics (Heavey, 2013), prosthetic users' attitudes to the aesthetics of prosthetics (Vlachaki et al. 2020) and public attitudes towards disabilities (Staniland, 2009). However, empirical research surrounding bespoke limb covers and the influence this has on public perceptions of prosthetic limb users is inadequately represented in the literature. A prosthetic limb user's self-perception varies, their story can be traumatic, involving feelings such as hopelessness and is associated with insecurities attached to one's identity (Heavey, 2013). Importantly, a systematic review on exposure to disability and subsequent attitudes towards disability from children, involving 35 different studies concluded that in general, exposure to disability at an early age is associated with more positive attitudes towards disabled peoples (MacMillan et al., 2013, Armstrong et al., 2016). In contrast, Vlachaki et al. (2020) found during a qualitative study, that individuals with less expressive and more unattractive prosthetics were negatively affected in their sense of well-being, whereas more expressive prosthetics were associated with more confidence.  However, if the prosthetic user can express themselves through their prosthesis, this could have positive results for the user’s psycho-social well-being. Tackling this topic with a decision-making based task could help to understand the differences in public perceptions in a more indirect, and subconscious way by encouraging quick responses (Oliviera, 2007). Therefore, the aim of this study is to explore student perceptions towards prosthetic limb users with bespoke limb covers with a decision-making task and the rationale are to uncover any potential effects between the variables and to add to the literature on this subject matter. 
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	Please state the main research question(s) or hypotheses(s): (100 words max)

· Do bespoke limb covers affect students' perceptions of prosthetic limb users?
· Does prosthetic limb art affect decision-making response times in participants? 
· Does previous exposure (personally know) to a prosthetic limb user affect the perceptions of students towards prosthetic limb users?
· Do bespoke limb covers elicit more negative or positive responses in participants?

It is hypothesised that participants will favourably choose bespoke limb covers compared to standard prosthetics, and there will be a difference in response times based on the prosthetic limb user image. Prior exposure to prosthetic limb users will have quicker response times as the images are less likely to possess novelty. Bespoke limb covers will evoke a more positive response. 




Methodological Details (500 words) 

	Please summarise the key methodological approach: (you can include copies of proposed study materials as appendices if you wish). You must include details of the following:
· Participants: Who will your participants be, how will you access and recruit them, and how many are needed? 
· Design: Using appropriate terminology clearly define key elements of your design (IVs, DVs, Qual approach, expt. manipulations etc).  How do you plan to analyse your main data? 
· Materials: What are the main measures, scales, experimental tools or other materials required for your study? 
· Procedure: How will you carry out the study – define briefly what will happen to a participant in your study from the point of consent to the study debrief.

Participants: 

Undergraduate students at the University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD) attached to the discipline of Psychology and Counselling that are over the age of 18 will be able to sign up voluntarily. Participants will be able to sign up online using the Experimental Management System (EMS) in exchange for course credits. No exclusion or inclusion criteria will be used. The study will aim for 100 participants. This is similar with another relatable study exploring attitudes towards people with disabilities by Findler et al. (2007) using 132 participants. 

Design:

A 2x2x2 qualitative experimental design will be used. The IV’s will be the prosthetic design-choice of either image A (standard prosthetic) or image B (bespoke limb cover), questionnaire scores-positive (low) or negative (high), and prior exposure (personally know) to a prosthetic user (yes or no). These conditions (questionnaire scores will be assigned during the SSPS cleaning and screening process) will involve participants to self-assign to their groups. The DV will be response times from the participant deciding between the two images referring to adjacent statements.


[bookmark: _Int_j0mgN9pk][bookmark: _Int_miduJghn]A Three-way mixed ANOVA will be used to assess the main effects between the three IV’s and DV. Likewise, interaction effects between the three IVs will also be established to understand whether they influence each other. Three 2x2x2 mixed ANOVAs will be conducted. The first two will focus on the first two research questions (One on decision-making response times and one on comparing scores between option A and option B). The third ANOVA will focus on the main effects between prior exposure to a prosthetic limb user and response times. Any interaction effect will be examined.

Materials:

[bookmark: _Int_l2rlbRT3]The Multidimensional Attitudes Scale Toward Persons With Disabilities (MAS) (Findler et al., 2007). All three subscales are being used, “Affect” (16-items, 3 items reverse scored), “Cognitive” (10-items, all items reverse scored), and “Behaviour” (8-items, 2 items reverse scored). A reliability of .90, .88 and .83 respectively were recorded in this paper. High scores represent negative attitudes, low scores represent positive attitudes. Each question will be adapted to fit the nature of the study in a way that warrants a decision-making process to occur in the participants; “Who would you be more likely to start a conversation with?”, “Who looks more approachable?.” The response will be corresponding keys (Q or P) to the images. Questionnaire responses will be measured on a scale from 1 (not at all) to 5 (very much). Images will be sourced from a prosthetic limb cover company called LimbArt. The images will be sized appropriately to ensure they are visually equal in size, colour saturation etc. An information sheet, consent form, and debrief sheet will be given in paper form to the participant.

Procedure:

Participants that have volunteered and signed up via the EMS will come onto campus into the psychology labs (SA1 campus). Participants will be required to read an information sheet and give written consent by signing a consent form. They will then be asked to provide demographic information (i.e., age and gender), and prior exposure to a prosthetic limb user. The study will involve a decision-making task displaying two images side by side with a carousel of questions/statements, requiring a key press attached to either of the images. Next, a cognitive task will be presented for circumvention of participant bias. Finally, a section of the MAS questionnaire will be presented; they will be thanked and debriefed.


	




Key Ethical considerations (150 words)


	In this section you are required to briefly outline any specific ethical considerations for your project.  All projects will be expected to adhere to the BPS code of human research ethics, and you will need to submit a full ethics form which will document your specific processes for informed consent, debriefing, and data protection.  Here you need to briefly note additional or specific key ethical considerations for your particular project e.g. potential for distress or discomfort, any deception, research with vulnerable populations or sensitive topic areas, and briefly outline how you expect to manage these risks within your project. 

[bookmark: _Int_IvR2bcGq]The participants will not be informed of the true nature of the study to circumvent any response bias. To mitigate this, the full nature will be unveiled in the debrief and participants will be given the right to withdraw. Furthermore, as they will be required to provide information regarding their personal relationships with a prosthetic user, which could be personal, this will be stated in the study requirements before signing up. Providing opinions towards prosthetic users can be personal information which will be stated in the study description and information sheet, and further illuminated in the debrief with a chance to withdraw before submitting their data. Researcher contact details will be given, and a chance to speak to the research during the debrief if any concerns arise.
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