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1. Was the BPS code of human research ethics followed? (E.G was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)?     Yes. 

2. Describe how the ethical guidelines were followed? 
The guidelines were obtained by the researcher who presented me with a BPS consent form as I entered the labs. Informed consent was gained immediately as I completed the consent form, which also highlighted that if I wanted to withdraw at any time then I could willingly. The debrief form also stated that the data provided would be complete anonymous and I could withdraw by data at that moment.

3. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in (what were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?).
During this study I was asked to complete a balloon based task online using a computer which was based around gambling. Once I had completed this online task I was then asked to complete two paper based questionnaires, again one based on gambling and the other being based around aspects of behaviour.

4. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in the research study (positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation)
My experience of taking part in this study was overall quite positive, I enjoyed as I found it different to previous studies where it would only involve questionnaires. It was interesting to understand why the researcher was using a balloon based online game to identify gambling behaviour.

5. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion?
Once I had completed the study, I was immediately handed a debrief form highlighting all the different aims and objectives of this study. I was also provided with the researcher’s name and email if I had any further questions and the academic supervisors.

6. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study?
I enjoyed taking part in this study. Therefore, I feel as though there are not any direct improvements. However, I feel that more privacy would be ideal as it felt as though the researcher was directly standing by the lab door and checking to see if I was completing the study. This may be due to the fact that the study could have come across complex to other participants.





SWAN_ credit_OB (online)

1. Was the BPS code of human research ethics followed? (E.G was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)? 
Yes. 

2. Describe how the ethical guidelines were followed? 
I received a virtual consent form to ensure I provided informed consent before the next stage of the study followed. Although, protection from harm was not mentioned during this study, it may have been relevant due to the nature being discussed.  After I completed the study I was told that I could withdraw my data at that moment before I submitted it. 

3. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in (what were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?).
 During this study I was asked to complete one online questionnaire based on individuals who suffer from dementia. I completely understood the study I participated in as it was mentioned in the consent form and written along the top of the screen.

4. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in the research study (positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation)
I found participation in this study more emotional than the rest due to dementia being a disease in my family. Therefore, found my answers were more personal and directed according to experience. Although, the questionnaire was not very long, I did find it interesting as it was based on a subject I have interest in.
            

5. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion?
Due to the study being online, I did not receive face to face debriefing, although I was given an electronic version of the debrief with both the email and name of the researcher alongside the email of the academic supervisor if I did have any questions.

6. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study?
One improvement for this study would be to email out both the consent form and the debrief form highlighting the aims of study. This way it is easier to get into contact with the researcher, or if I had any doubts I could have rechecked the aims on the debrief.








SWAN_credit_MW


1. Was the BPS code of human research ethics followed? (E.G was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)?   
Yes. 


2. Describe how the ethical guidelines were followed? 
As I arrived to the lab a consent form was handed to me, stating how I have the right to withdraw at any point during the study, confidentially was upheld immediately as I completed the consent form, the researcher referred me with my unique ID number allowing there to be no possible identification to my details. Although we both knew each other, professionalism was upheld throughout. The consent form highlighted that my data would be held confidential and It was stated that if I wanted to withdraw my data then I would need to do this immediately after completion.  

3. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in (what were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?).
During this study, I had to complete the 36 item attitude scale towards prisoner’s scale. Then, I had to read 20 different scenarios describing various crimes ranging in severity and decide whether the individual should be punished or rehabilitated.

4. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in the research study (positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation)
The study was interesting when I had to decide upon whether the individual should be punished or rehabilitated, as it made me put my own morals into perspective and questioned whether I would be in the right or not.

5. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion?
I had a full debrief form after I had completed the study, highlighting the full aims of the study and what my data will produce for the results and what conclusion is trying to be established. I had to option to ask any questions at the end.

Are there any areas of improvement for this research study?
I found the scenarios slightly long to read, as well as completing the 36 item attitude scale. I feel that it was rushed slightly and for this reason I may not have giving my best possible answer due to poor time management.
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1. Was the BPS code of human research ethics followed? (E.G was informed consent gained? Were you aware of your right to withdraw? Was confidentiality upheld?)?   

      Yes. 
2. Describe how the ethical guidelines were followed? 
The first page presented me with a consent form, informed consent was then obtained before any of the further steps were directed. It was also stated that my data would be kept completely anonymous and if I did want to withdraw my data then the opportunity to do so at the end of the study would be available.  The debrief highlighted the true aims of the study, and if I had further questions I could contact her.

3. Briefly describe/outline the study you participated in (what were you asked to do? Did you understand the purpose before/during the study?).
The online questionnaire asked to make specific judgments in relation to teenage pregnancy and my thoughts/opinions on abortions as well as contraception. I was fully aware that the questionnaire may be sensitive as it was stated when I signed up. 

4. Briefly describe your experience of taking part in the research study (positive aspects/issues that may have impacted your participation)
The study was interesting, as it is based around my own gender and age. Therefore, I was able to put myself into perspective when answering certain questions. It was easier to give realistic answers for the researcher to have a more accurate result.

5. How were you fully debriefed after completing the study? Were you given opportunity to discuss with the researcher after completion?
I was presented with a debrief form highlighting the main aims of the study and what my data would be contributing to. I was given the name and email of the researcher as well as the email of the academic supervisor.

6. Are there any areas of improvement for this research study?
There are no obvious improvements for the study, as I felt that it was well set out and that there was not an overload of information. All questions were explained appropriately without any complex vocabulary. 
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