Katherine Chamberlain 
07/05/2012 9:33 am 
1. What variable(s) were studied? Were the variables defined conceptually and operationally? What are the definitions, if provided? If the definitions were not clearly defined, can you infer what the definitions are?
The variable studied was what was done by the nursing staff in the 5 min increments; whether it is direct or indirect care. The definitions of conceptual and operational definitions were not clearly defined. The conceptual definition would be what the nurse would be doing at that time during that 5 min interval. The operational definition would be whether the activity in the 5 min interval was direct/indirect care, unit-related activities or other. 
2. Please describe the data collection process used by the researchers (questionnaires, surveys, specialized tools, physiological measurements [BP, HR], scales [Likert], or medical record review). Is the data collection approach appropriate? Is the data collection process described adequately (i.e. could you repeat the process if you wanted to duplicate the study)? Are reliability & validity addressed?
The type of data collection process used was a non-participant observational ‘work sampling’. The data collection process used was definitely appropriate because it was not just the nurse at the end of the day trying to remember what she did during every five min or worrying about recording it. Somebody followed the nurses and collected the data. One could definitely use this process to duplicate the study if they so choose. 
3. Are the analysis procedures appropriate? Do the data analysis procedures answer the research question or objective? Are the results clearly presented? Tables? Figures? Narrative summary?
The analysis procedure was appropriate. It was a descriptive study that used percentages to describe their findings. The data analysis procedures answer the research question and these results are clearly presented in a narrative format using percentages of direct/indirect care, unit-related activities and personal time.
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 
07/08/2012 4:19 pm 
Kara,
It’s interesting that you don’t have any conceptual variables; though these two different kinds of variables are still difficult for me to identify. That was a cool way that they chose to collect the data. It seems sort of like a long process and by collecting the data in short bursts you can prevent the subject from being bored or worried about another time commitment and they might stop caring about the study as much and this may alter your results.
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
07/07/2012 10:30 pm 
Kristina,
I am always intrigued to see how these studies come up with ways to measure the results. I am glad that you described your variable definitions so well because the differences between the conceptual and operational variables are still a little fuzzy to me. I’m sure after all of these responses I’ll understand it even more. I would actually be concerned about the age of the participants. Age could be a factor of how quickly these sutures heal as well as medications and any conditions.
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
07/07/2012 10:51 pm 
Kalyn,
I’m glad you broke down the variables like you did. It’s nice that they took into account all of those factors that could definitely influence the results of the study. A lot of the terms you used in your post describing the data collection I was unfamiliar but you did a good job describing how the terms related to your study. Some of them I’m still not sure of though. I’m not sure what skewness or kurtosis is despite taking the stats class needed for admission here.
-Katie
Katherine Chamberlain 
07/08/2012 4:36 pm 
Krystal,
I’m unsure what you meant by the variables were clearly stated but not defined. I’m intrigued to see how they asked questions about their perceptions of their injury. It would be also interesting to see and learn what the nurses’ thought were factors of their injury. One of the bad things about this study is all the indecencies that may have happened that they did not fill out an incident report on. I wonder how many incidences happened during that time that went unreported for whatever reason.
-Katie
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