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It is important to critique other people’s work as it is a learning experience and may help to improve on personal writing skills. Critique also helps the writer to improve on their own skills as they will be able to take the feedback and improve on what they have done (nursingtimes.net). 

The title “Clinical supervision: an appropriate term for physiotherapists?” is a rhetorical question and portrays that the research paper should contain findings and a conclusion to provide answers to the question. A title is important for a research paper as it gives the reader an insight into what they will be reading and if it will be relevant for them (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

“The aim of the work, i.e. the overall purpose of the study, should be clearly and concisely defined” (University of Southampton 2018). 
This study aimed to investigate the experiences of physiotherapists engaged in clinical supervision. The study wanted to show whether physiotherapists understood the purpose of clinical supervision, the study also questioned whether the term affected their understanding and use of the process. The researchers that carried out this study were Toni Hall and Diane Cox. The researcher Toni Hall is a physiotherapy team leader in a physiotherapy department in Cumberland infirmary, this tells the reader that Toni Hall has the necessary profession and already has a good understanding on physiotherapists. Both researchers have a prestigious academic background therefore can carry out research and come to an informed conclusion on what the study is about (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

An informative abstract should present and explain all the important results and evidence found in the longer work. (The writing centre, 2018). The abstract used in this study is an informative abstract, this is clear as it explains the findings clearly and gives a short conclusion. The researchers use an informative abstract as it gives an in-depth description of the study and the methods used in the research and how the research is carried out. This allows the reader to have a good understanding beforehand whether reading the study will be beneficial (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

The researchers have reviewed a study carried out by J.Sellars “Learning from contemporary practice: an exploration of clinical supervision in physiotherapy”. This study was carried out five years before Hall and Cox in 2004, the study reviewed is up to date and relevant to their own study. This is beneficial as it gives good comparability and allows the researchers to compare their findings to others to come to the best possible conclusion. The researchers chose to review this study as they both investigate the use of clinical supervision in physiotherapy. This would have helped the researchers to understand previous opinions on the matter which in turn will help them to adapt their study to gain the best results and to include results not previously shown in other studies (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

The aim of the study is clearly stated in the abstract, the researchers wanted to investigate the experiences of physiotherapists engaged in clinical supervision. An aim is important to use in research as it is the knowledge and understanding that the author requires in order to answer their research question, using an aim the author can make clear links back to their original research aim. The aim of the study tells the reader that qualitative data will be collected as it aims to discover the understanding and the opinions of physiotherapists (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

“Experimental design refers to how participants are allocated to the different conditions” (Simply psychology).
The study design that Hall and Cox chose to use was an experimental study design, this study uses scientific methods to find a connection between the variables. The study adopted a qualitative approach and used semi-structured interviews to collect their data. Using semi-structured interviews is a good way to collect qualitative data as you will be able to gain a better understanding of the opinions of the participant being interviewed. The study aimed to achieve a more detailed understanding of clinical supervision in physiotherapy therefore using a qualitative approach is the most appropriate. This approach will give a wider range of thoughts and opinions and allow the reader to understand what has been found in the study (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

Sixteen potential participants were contacted to take part in this study however only eight qualified physiotherapists working in an acute hospital setting consented to take part in the study. The number of years the participants have been qualified as a physiotherapist ranged from one to over twenty years. All participants had been involved in clinical supervision, all were supervised, and one participant was a supervisor. The study sample is small however this is appropriate for qualitative studies such as this one as it allows the researchers to take time to analyse all interviews with care and come to the best conclusion. A study too big wouldn’t be appropriate to maintain a qualitative approach (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).
The participants who took part gave consent to do so, this is called a volunteer sample. This is appropriate to use in this study as it means the participants were willing to take part in the study therefore their thoughts and opinions give a true representation to the questions asked. It is also convenient for all parties involved as the researchers gained a quick sample of participants who were enthusiastic to take part in the study, they also had no obligation to take part. Another sample method the researchers could have used is a snowball sample, this would have benefited the study as it would have given the researchers a bigger sample group as the participants that were willing could have recruited other physiotherapists from their acquaintances at work (explorable.com/snowball-sampling).
Due to the size of the sample the findings from this study cannot be generalised to other populations as there are few as eight participants representing a small hospital setting, this means that other researchers should take care when comparing this study to other work settings (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

In this study Hall and Cox have obtained their information by “using semi-structured audio taped interviews which were then transcribed prior to content analysis.” The researchers used prompts during their interviews but also questions that were flexible enough for the participants to develop their responses. The researchers present their methods using a step by step guide to describe how they undertook the interviews. This method was used as it allowed the researchers to gain qualitative data from the opinions of the participants. The researchers decided to use this data collection tool as it allowed the participants to add to their responses prior to them being transcribed. The researchers justified their choice of data collection tool when they state that this method provides a systematic method of reduction and analysis. This method allowed the researchers to identify themes found whilst interviewing. To verify the process and reliability of the data the emerging themes were compared to the original conceptual framework. There are a few strengths in this data collection method as the researchers have allowed for the study to bring in suggestions from the participants, this could then help to provide a solution for the subject matter (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

Hall and Cox gained ethical approval through the Local Research Ethics Committee. Hall and Cox have outlined several ethical procedures. The participants were invited to take part in the study by letter, they were also given information relating to the process of recruitment, storage of the data, confidentiality and informed consent. This makes the study more ethical as the participant are fully informed before deciding whether they want to take part in the study. The interviews lasted one hour, and the participants were reassured that the interviews would take place during work time at a place that would suit them to ensure that the participant are as inconvenienced as little as possible. The participants were also reassured that taking part would in no way effect their work life. The interviews were transcribed alphabetically to ensure anonymity of the participants, this ensures the rights of the participants are not violated. Moreover, the participants had the right to remove their data by stopping the tape recorder during the interview, this is ethical as it allows the participants the right to withdraw (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009). 

“Qualitative analysis transforms data into findings. No formula exists for that transformation” (Quinn Patton, M. 2015).
 A ‘conceptual framework’ (Miles & Huberman 1994, p.18) was developed by the researchers from the literature review. This allowed the researchers to make a provisional start list of codes. The conceptual framework was used to develop the interview schedule. The interviews were audio-taped and transcribed which gives qualitative data for the study. Participants were given the chance to change their responses during the interview, they were also given a copy of the transcripts and were then invited to add or delete text or make any further comments. Four of the transcripts in the study were reviewed by a colleague who was not connected to the physiotherapy department. There is no information in the study that tells the reader that there was computer software used to analyse the results. However, the findings of the study were put into five themes and were thoroughly explained under separate titles (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

“The results section is where you report the findings of your study based upon the methodology (or methodologies) you applied to gather information” (University of South California, 2018).
The findings in the study by Hall and Cox are first shown in a list of five themes that were identified, these five themes were then put in to separate subheadings. Under these subheadings are explanations of the information they have gathered from each of the themes. The researchers also put the analysis codes that contributed to finding the themes in bold text throughout the findings section. The results of this study are easy to interpret and follow as all the headings are clear and easy to locate. The subheadings are also numbered, this makes it easier for the reader to follow. All results from this study are clearly presented and made easy for the readers to locate (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).
There are many examples throughout the findings of the transcripts, the researchers give quotations from the participants under each theme. All findings are presented under five different themes. One of the findings from this study was that physiotherapists had no clear understanding of the term clinical supervision, most physiotherapists related this term to line management and supervisors, however to other physiotherapists the term clinical supervision was associated with undergraduate training. Another important finding was that many physiotherapists felt that they were already supported very well and did not feel that they needed clinical supervision (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).

Hall and Cox have shown their findings in a balanced way, the negatives and the positives are both presented. They have shown how clinical supervision affected people but also how people perceive clinical supervision. Throughout the discussion the researchers have clearly compared their findings to other similar studies, for example, the researcher compared their study to Sweeney et al. (2001a, b, c) in their work with occupational therapists (Sweeney et al. 2001b). 
Throughout the research paper Hall and Cox have successfully answered their research question and met their aim. They show how people have perceived the term ‘clinical supervision’ and they have also included how other studies have shown how people perceive the term. This provides a greater knowledge and relevant findings for the hypothesis of the study (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).
There are some limitations in the study, one being the sample group for this study is a very small one therefore other researcher should take care when applying these findings in a larger study. Another limitation is that all participants are from the same population therefore the findings may be difficult to compare to different populations of physiotherapists. The conductor of the research, interviewing and analysing the data was a senior physiotherapist and clinical supervisor of the department in which the study was based, this could be biased, and others may not see the findings as reliable (Hall, T. and Cox, D. 2009).
This research paper is an easy read, the abstract in the beginning of the paper gives enough information for the reader to gain an understanding of what is in paper. The study overall is very informative and gives the key findings clearly, the findings also answer the question the researchers started off with. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]There are a few suggestions for this study, firstly the researchers need to find a larger group of participants from a range of different populations to allow for the study to be more generalisable. Another suggestion would be that the conductor of the research needs to be non-biased as in this study the person conducting the research had clinical supervision experience. By finding someone non-biased this would provide more accurate findings to the question asked.
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