Kalyn Madej 
07/11/2012 7:19 pm 
1.What were the problem and the purpose of the study? Were the problem and purpose clearly stated? In your opinion, is the topic important to nursing? How?
The purpose of this study was to explore the extent of which organizational factors of the inpatient psychiatric environments are associated with the psychiatric nursing burnout. Since stressful hospital work environments have been linked to the nursing burnout over the years the psychiatric unit was a great place to research. Psychiatric nurses provide care to individuals with mental illness in a general hospital setting and these nurses tend to experience stress and become vulnerable to burnout. The problem and purpose was clearly stated in the beginning of the article. In my opinion as a student and future nurse this topic is very important to nursing because this article provides information on the nursing burnout which is becoming more of an issue. This article provides the readers with some organizational factors that some hospitals may lack which can also lead to nursing burnout. (Hanrahan, Aiken, McClaine, & Hanlon, 2010)
2. What are the objectives and/or research questions in the study? Did the author(s) clearly state them or do you have to infer them? Are the objectives/questions appropriate for the purpose of the study, or do the objectives/questions seem to address another issue?
While researching the article there were a few key research questions noted. However this article also stated that they used observation and survey to gain data for each of the participants. The survey included questions about the quality of the patients’ care, organizational factors that facilitated or undermined nursing practice and lastly the presence of nurse burnout. These questions were clearly stated in the article but the specific questions for each category were not. The categories that had their questions were questions involving hospital characteristics and organizational factors. These questions seemed to be appropriate for this study and did not address other issues they were geared towards the problem and purpose of this article. (Hanrahan et al., 2010)
3. Was the study based on a framework? If so, what framework was used? Does the framework fit the problem? Are the framework concepts and relationships identified and clearly related to the problem?
The text states, “A theoretical framework is an underlying structure that describes how abstract aspects of the research problem interrelate based on developed theories. A conceptual framework also is an underlying, structure but it comprises concepts and the relationship among them” (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011, p.204). From looking over my article neither of the above frameworks were used.
4. Remember, the literature review is a section within research articles. Your analysis of the literature review is NOT your thoughts on how well-written and organized the journal article was. Please use the following questions as a guide. 
Was the review of the literature thorough, appropriate and organized? Was current research included in the review? Was the literature well-critiqued? Were gaps in knowledge identified relating to the research problem? In other words, does the literature justify the need for the study?
While reading over my article there was not a noted literature review section. However, there was a spot in the background section that stated there were two recent comprehensive literature reviews that were used by the researchers. These reviews were on occupational stress experienced by psychiatric nurses and showed major gaps in the quality of this research. This section also told the reader that the authors summarized multiple studies that had consisted of small samples, single sites, and measures of the prevalence and determinants of the psychiatric nursing burnout. This information was there to provide the readers of this article background knowledge on the psychiatric nursing burnout and some of the current organizational factors that need to be changed. It was appropriate because it was relevant to the purpose of this study. This information was well organized and placed appropriately throughout the article. From my observation this article was well critiqued. From reading over my article I did note that there were gaps stated as above. (Hanrahan et al., 2010)
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Kalyn Madej 
07/12/2012 8:29 am 
Maddie,
I also think your topic is very important to nursing. As future nurses most of us realize that we may have to work overtime. Some units in the hospital as we have learned from some clinical experiences can be very tiring on the nurse mentally and physically. It is very important to assess the nurses to make sure they are not being burnout on their units. Working conditions in my opinion are very important because if the environment is poor it will also put a strain on the nursing staff. By reviewing your article it made me think a lot about my article which was specific to nursing burnout in the psychiatric units. Both topics are very crucial to the nursing environment because if nurses are working a lot of over time it can potentially lead to burnout which can create a bigger problem for the hospitals.
Kalyn Madej 
07/13/2012 8:50 am 
Kate,
I believe this study is very important to nursing. Like you said nurses tend to spend more time caring for the patient. As nurses we are constantly assessing our patients and if we were able to identify factors that may lead to depression or notice the symptoms in postpartum patients we would be able to intervene before the depression progresses. There have been quite a few cases heard of where mothers take drastic measures and harm their babies so if we could step in to prevent this from information gathered in this study that would be great. The longitudinal framework seems to be very appropriate for this study since they gather information during different phases of pregnancy and up to a few months after the baby was born. The discussion section of your article would seem to be a great place to look since it contained information from previous and current research studies related to this topic.
Kalyn Madej 
07/13/2012 9:01 am 
Kara,
I had looked over your article over the past few weeks and I believe that your researchers did a great job stating and explaining the purpose and problems of this study. I can totally see how this topic of school violence can be related to nursing. The examples you provided covered a lot of different situations where school violence may be seen. I liked how you included that nurses can care for these students in a variety of ways like listening, therapeutic methods, and support. We have to think about nursing in other aspects not only caring for sick people and a study like this helps me to realize that my nursing skills will be beneficial in a variety of aspects not only in the hospital setting.
Kalyn Madej 
07/12/2012 8:39 am 
Kristina,
By looking over your article I think that even though the researchers did not come right out and say what the problem was it could easily be implied. I thought they did a great job of explaining what they were searching to find out with this study as you stated. I also agree that it is exciting to know that people are out there trying to improve patient care in all aspects such as this study with sutures and head lacerations. I think this study is a good one for the fact that it gives patients a choice with their sutures and it provides information on how each wound has healed by doing this study. I agree that your research question for this study was mentioned several times in the article and placed appropriately.
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