Kelly Sheppard 
06/20/2012 6:46 pm 
1. Please summarize the article. (Do not copy the abstract; I would like to know what you think the article is about in your own words.)
The quantitative article I chose to critique involves preventing ventilator associated pneumonia. Researchers wanted to understand the practices that were being used by hospitals in order to prevent ventilator related pneumonia in patients. This study was designed to use many methods to gather data. The researchers used the mixed methods design to cover all dynamics in their surveys. This helped the group to pinpoint the exact hospitals they wanted to use throughout their study. Researchers mailed quantitative surveys to infection control professionals in 719 United States hospitals. After these hospitals responded to a short questionnaire, 14 hospitals were chosen for an in-depth investigation. When the surveys were completed, 72% of hospitals reported using semirecumbent positioning followed by 21% stating they use subglottic secretion drainage. Researchers came to the conclusion that semirecumbent positioning is commonly used in the hospital setting to prevent VAP, whereas subglottic secretion drainage is not used nearly as enough. Further evidence is needed in order to understand this situation. 	Comment by cconnerton: semi-recumbent	Comment by cconnerton: semi-recumbent
2. Briefly describe the results of the study. (I do not need to know the exact numbers. Please describe the results generically. For example, the researchers found a significant positive relationship between time spent studying and successfully passing nursing exams.) Were the results clearly written? Are limitations of the study identified? What were the limitations? Are implications for nursing addressed? In other words, how does this study impact nursing? Are recommendations for future studies identified? What are the recommendations?
The results of the study showed that a great number of hospitals participate in the semirecumbent positioning method. The numbers greatly dropped when the study showed the results of the subglottic secretion drainage. The study showed that a hospital with a larger nursing staff was more prone to participating in these actions. The results were clearly written and gave plenty of information. Several limitations were identified in the study. The researchers allowed for self reporting by the lead ICP at each hospital to prevent VAP. The sampling strategy was designed to represent hospitals nationally but may be different than nonparticipating hospitals which decreases the validity of the results. Lastly, the specific results were not meant to represent the 7,000 acute care hospitals in the United States but can be generalized to look into similar settings to explore. This study greatly impacts nursing because it proves that certain tasks can prevent patients from getting ventilator associated pneumonia. Infection prevention is key with the nursing staff! Recommendations for future studies are given which include understanding prevention practices for VAP and translating the findings into clinical practice. 	Comment by cconnerton: semi-recumbent
Reference
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Kelly Sheppard 
06/24/2012 9:43 pm 
-Krystal
Your article is very interesting considering it relates to all areas of nursing. You never know when a patient may become confused and lash out at nurses. Sometimes, patients that have a mental illness may not show signs or symptoms until an incident occurs. This is probably harder for nurses to deal with since they have not seen the patient act in this manner before. Ordering and putting restraints on a patient is not something someone looks forward to. There is no easy way to do it but hopefully with more research, there can be a safe way to do it. 
Kelly Sheppard 
06/23/2012 10:50 pm 
-Maddie
Your article is a very interesting topic, especially with the economy the way it is. Nursing can be a very overwhelming job and require long hours to be put in. Many nurses can be at risk for becoming burnt out with their job and place of work. If nurses are constantly working on a floor that is understaffed, mistakes could be made and a patient's life could be at risk. I think it is extremely important to have an adequate staff on the floor at all times so everyone can work in stable conditions. 
Kelly Sheppard 
06/24/2012 9:47 pm 
-Kelsey
I had many nurses tell me that you need to have your eyes and ears working at all times when dealing with patients. You need to be able to identify potential problems with patients whether it is at home, in school, or with a partner. I think this study is great and every nurse should be trained to identify patients that may potentially be getting abused at home. If a nurse could identify a situation like this, they could be saving someone's life. 
Kelly Sheppard 
06/23/2012 10:21 pm 
-Kara
I think your study is very important and beneficial to society today. It is sad to say that violence in schools is very common to see. School is supposed to be a safe place that children can go to and enjoy their day. When they have to worry about being bullied or watching children harm others, they may be unmotivated to learn. I hate seeing stories in the news saying that a child committed suicide because they were being harassed at school. I think it was a good idea by researchers to survey small groups of teens to get their answers. I believe that they see the mass amount of violence in the schools. 
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