Katherine Chamberlain 
06/27/2012 10:25 pm 
1. What research design was used? Please describe the research design (examples of quantitative designs include descriptive, correlative, quasi-experimental, experimental, randomized control trials). Is this design appropriate for the research problem?
The research design used was descriptive. Descriptive design, according to Understanding Nursing Research: Using Research in Evidence-Based Practice is “a research design that functions to portray accurately as possible some phenomenon of interest” (Rebar et al., 2011, p.182). This was done by doing a work sampling observational study that lasted for two weeks. The recordings of nursing activities were over five minute intervals and the study assumed that the activity lasted for the full five minutes.
2. Is the sample described and representative of the population of interest? Is the sampling method appropriate? Is the sample size adequate, and how do you know this? Can the results of the study be generalized to the entire population? Is protection of subjects addressed (IRB approval, informed consent, etc.)?
The sample described is fairly representative of the population of interest. The sample was taken from the nurses and nurse’s aid/nursing student staff on shift over a 2 week period. This study was done to better find out what optimal staffing would be. The population of interest would be the nursing staff of that facility because this data can’t totally be applied to other facilities but it could be used as a reference or a basis for a study on another unit or another facility. The sample size was adequate because everyone who is a nurse or nurse’s aid/nursing student staff would be there over the course of two weeks. The protection of the subjects were addressed.	Comment by Charlotte: was
Williams, H., Harris, R., & Turner-Stokes, L. (2009). Work sampling: a quantitative analysis of nursing activity in a neuro-rehabilitation setting. Journal of Advanced Nursing, 65(10), 2097-2107.
Rebar, C., Gersch, C., Macnee, C., & McCabe, S., (2011). Understanding nursing research:
Using research in evidence-based practice. (3 ed.). Philadelphia: PA: Lippincott
Williams & Wilkins.
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Katherine Chamberlain 
06/30/2012 12:23 pm 
Kallie,
I think this is the most in depth description an article has described getting there sampling. It definitely serves the justice of a study by eliminating the possible factor of socioeconomic status being a third factor that could possibly influence the results of the study. The only other complaint I have about the sample is that it’s possible that the location in the country may influence sleeping habits. I think that studies can have elements of different designs like how you said this study could be longitudinal or cross-sectional as well as descriptive. 
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
06/30/2012 12:32 pm 
Kristina,
I am glad you described what quasi-experimental design. It always helps to have an example of what a concept is to better understand it. I definitely agree that this was the most appropriate method for the study. It is studies like this that make me want to do nursing research. It’s something you can do while doing your job as a nurse almost seamlessly. I mean there would be still a lot of paperwork but it’s nice that the person conducting this study made it part of their job almost to do this.
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
07/01/2012 9:51 pm 
Kate,
Again, I’m very glad that everyone’s studies are different research designs because it makes it a better learning experience. The title of the research design is very fitting for the definition. That’s interesting that they chose South Korea. I would think that culture there would probably impact the results. I know that Post-Partum Depression is from biological causes but I could also see how after giving the birth the father of the child would maybe give the wife less attention because he’d be giving all the attention to the baby.
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
07/01/2012 9:58 pm 
Kara,
It’s nice to get a different perspective on what things are. I better understand what a correlational study is. This is a very interesting topic. That’s a good way to divide the people up. By using the percentages of race and applying them to a smaller number. I do agree that school violence occurs everywhere but I don’t agree that the results could be generalized. They could be referenced but not used to apply to the population of the entire world.
-Katie
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