OPEN RESEARCH FOR PUBLIC CONTRIBUTORS
Ellen Poliakoff
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Figure 2. Example of illustrations being developed by artist Jane Morrissey for the online
Figure 1. A word cloud of how public contributors described what “open research” means to them. training about open research. They use the analogy of the bee expecting another bee to

know how to make honey, without explaining the steps.

Open research means that researchers use certain practices (or strategies) to be transparent about every step of their research. One
practice is involving public contributors with relevant lived experience in shaping research (sometimes called co—production or patient and

public involvement).

Public contributors are often given some general training about research, but we wanted to find out if they know (or would like to know)
about open research. We ran a survey designed with the help of contributors with lived experience. The 64 participants who completed the
survey were public contributors passionate about the benefits of co—production. Although the term ‘open research’ was unfamiliar to most,

when we introduced them to the practices through stories, they found them familiar and important.

Most felt that they learnt from the survey and were interested to learn more, with some practices being less well understood. They also
thought that open research was relevant to their role. One said “I will now look out for the practices described and where I don’t see them, I
will ask ‘why not?’”. We found out there is a need and an opportunity to share information about open research with those who contribute

their lived experience to research.

. . . . The survey findings and stories have been published as a journal
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Figure 3. Definition and story to illustrate an open research practice.



