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Human RESEARCH ETHICS Committee
END OF RESEARCH PROJECT FINAL REPORT
In order to ensure research approved by the Committee has been carried out as planned and to inform the HREC review process, it is a requirement that researchers provide information at the end of the project.  Please complete and return this form within three months after the end of your research to research-rec-review@open.ac.uk.

	HREC Reference No.:

HREC/2015/2028/Marston/1

	Project Title

TILL – Technology In Later Life Project – Perceptions of Technology Use and Privacy by Adults Aged 70+ years in the Present and Future


	Principal Investigator(s) 
Dr Hannah R. Marston

	Department/Unit
Centre for Research in Computing (05.01.15 -04.01.16)
Currently in School of Health, Wellebing & Social Care, Faculty of WELs (08.11.16 - present)


	Research Period (start/finish)

September 2015 – September 2016 (based on all ethics applications from partners been granted. The Canadian ethics applications were granted in September 2015. This is when we started data collection across all sites).


	Funding body/source

Monetize Me EPSRC for transcription purposes. EPSRC Grant Number [EP/L021285/1]



Please provide a brief report on compliance with HREC approved protocol and any substantial ethics issues that arose in the course of this project and how these were resolved.  In particular, any issues around obtaining consent.
Firstly, I would like to say that I was personally pleased with the turnaround and HREC form required to gain ethics through the OU. What wasn’t anticipated by the project partners was the length of time and issues surrounding international/home Ethics boards. For example, the international partners were not able to submit their respective ethics form(s) until the OU had granted ethics. Although this was granted towards the end of June, 2015, when it came to our international partners taking into account summer vacation and respective boards meeting (in physical rather than virtual) was time restricted. Overall, data collection was not able to be undertaken until all partners had received ethical clearance and this was not until September 2015. 
As noted in item#8 from UNBC they required justification for the role of Dr. Musselwhite who was leading the rural site in the UK and roles surrounding other partners. This I found odd when I was discussing this with Dr. Freeman as in previous projects within the UK and Europe, I’ve never had to explain the role(s) of partners. 

As documented by feedback from the University of Northern British Columbia (UNBC) item#22 requests a signed copy of the contract/confidentiality agreement with the respective UK transcriber. This is not a requirement and nor have I or colleagues in the respective department ever come across this. I feel is not a slight on UNBC Research Ethics Board (REB) but to note differences across inter/national REB’s. On the second page of feedback from UNBC, it was noted that were a variety of areas that needed to be amended on the informed consent form which seemed to be a requirement by this respective REB. Data collected by TILL is stored on a secure server at UNBC, to comply with the requirements of UNBC and not under the OU institution research data management open archive. Additionally, the informed consent forms were amended slightly to fit within the respective Canadian REB’s request as this seemed to be a necessary requirement. 
As stated on the OU ethics form a participant report was noted as a means of providing respective participants the results of the project. To date this has not been created, however OU and UNBC partners are/have scheduled or presented preliminary results to sites where participants were recruited. Additionally, the University of Regina will be presenting at the CCLR conference in May 2017 and in 2016 Drs. Musselwhite and Freeman presented the TILL symposium at the Annual British Society of Gerontology conference. 
Finally, UNBC REB requested that a note referring to Q66 on the online survey should be explained. I do not want to be critical of the OU REB, but as noted in the attached feedback form, there are differences between inter/national REB’s and I would say the partners of the TILL project have learnt from their experiences of this project which include pre-empting REB feedback, and the differences (sometime stark) that have come to light undertaking an international, multi-centred pilot study. I think what is important for future work relating to TILL and other projects that the respective partners may be involved in on an international level is that all REB’s vary even within the same country and with this, using the knowledge and experience of partners when completing, amending and resubmitting ethical forms is and will be important. 
What they said did they say and suggestions/reviews has it been fine and did anything else arise – what happened, and end point and what was proposed did happen. 

Based purely on the comments from the OU REB which were reported prior to receiving approval were deemed sufficient. Across all sites, data collection was conducted and analysis conducted. All sites except for University of Regina could recruit 10 participants. Due to recruitment regulations at University of Regina this partner was only able to place posters around campus, they were not able to directly contact or recruit participants like that of the OU, Swansea or UNBC. And due to the time of year that University of Regina were recruiting (December 2015/ January 2016) only 6 participants were recruited. For future projects, recruiting around the holiday season this will be taken into consideration and the availability of participants to take part in focus groups. 
	Non-technical summary and overview

Provide a plain English summary and overview of your project, avoiding the use of specialist terms.  Also record the aims and objectives of your project (maximum 300 words).

Technology use has grown across the age cohort of baby boomers (currently 50-69 years) and many studies have published the effects of technology use for health improvement in this cohort and younger groups. However, little is known about the uses of technology on a day-to-day basis, including the perceptions and privacy issues, that adults in later life (70+ years) experience and the barriers and enablers which result in their technology use or not. It is estimated the ageing population in the 21st Century will reach unprecedented figures: the fastest growing populations are persons aged 85+ years and the highest proportion are older adults aged 65+ years (ONS, 2013). Although academics are focusing their attention to seeking innovative approaches to aid independent living via integrated technologies relating to the onset of ageing, there is, however, little knowledge and understanding of technology use by adults aged 70+ years. Gaining this information is crucial to facilitate this preparation. Accordingly, this project has three objectives: 
1.   To understand and ascertain the different types of technologies employed presently by persons aged 70+ years; 

2.    To examine how persons aged 70+ years perceive technology  

3.    To examine how technology has impacted on their health, quality of life, and well-being; 

4. To ascertain what/if any privacy concerns persons aged 70+ years may have when using their technology devices;  

5. To ascertain what (if any) usability issues/concerns per sons 70+ years have encountered and what could be utilized to provide realistic solutions; and

6. To capture what type of technology persons 70+ years foresee in their future, and what they identify could/should be developed to enhance their health, quality of life, and well-being in later life. 



	


	Project changes (maximum 200 words) 

Describe any major changes made to the original aims and objectives and confirm that there were agreed with the HREC

There were no major changes made to the original aims and objectives and therefore there was no requirement to discuss this with HREC.


	


	Future developments 

Please describe any possible developments emerging from the project.

Future developments entail exploring suitable research grants which can be accessed/applied for by partners to extend TILL. Due to commitments of partners in conjunction with grant deadlines and remits at present there is no specific application from UK and/or Canadian research council that is been considered. However, extending the scope of TILL to encompass additional countries/sites and/or within the UK and Canada is still in the mind of the partners and will be while exploring research funding opportunities. 


	


Research outputs

Please give details of research publications or any dissemination related to this project. If none are available provide details of why not.
To date we have submitted 1 journal paper to the Canadian Journal on Aging – see below for current citation:
Olynick, J. Freeman, S., Marston, H.R. Musselwhite, C.B.A., & Kulczycki, C. Under Review. Technology in Later Life: The role of Intergenerational and familial factors on the understanding and use of technology by older adults. 

A second paper is currently being written up which will present the overall results from the project. We aim to submit an abstract to the following Call for Papers – Technology and Ageing to be published by the Gerontologist Journal. The impact factor is 3.168 and a 5-year IF is 3.490 - http://www.oxfordjournals.org/our_journals/geront/geront_techandaging_cfp.pdf The submission deadline for the abstract is June 2017.

At the Annual British Society of Gerontology Conference held at the University of Stirling in 2016, TILL was presented as a symposium by Drs. Freeman and Musselwhite. Based on feedback this symposium was received well. 

Additional presentations have been given in Canada by Dr. Freeman and Ms Olynick

Olynick, J., Freeman, S., Marston, H., Musselwhite, C., Kulczycki, C., & Genoe, R. (November 8th, 2016). Intergenerational Influences on the Understanding and Use of Technology in Later Life. IDC Research Days 2016
Forthcoming presentations will be presented by Dr. Marston on Wednesday 11th January, to participants recruited through Age Milton Keynes and Dr. Kulczcki at the forthcoming Canadian Congress on Leisure Research which will be held at the University of Waterloo in May 2017. 
Kulczycki, C., Genoe, R., Marston, H., Freeman, S., Musselwhite, C., & Rutherford, H. (accepted November 28, 2016). “If I want to know anything I just Google it”: Older adults’ functional and social leisure activities and technology. Accepted for presentation at the Canadian Congress on Leisure Research at the University of Waterloo (May 23-26, 2016), Canada. 
	Signature(s) 
	


	Date
	


http://www.open.ac.uk/research/ethics/human.shtml
May 2014
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