
PEER REVIEW HISTORY 

BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to 

complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 

reproduced below.   

 

ARTICLE DETAILS 

TITLE (PROVISIONAL) Workplace health and safety issues among community nurses: A 

study regarding the impact on providing care to rural consumers 

AUTHORS Terry, Daniel; Lê, Quynh; Nguyen, Uyen; Hoang, Ha 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Jeanne Geiger Brown, PhD, RN, FAAN 
University of Maryland School of Nursing  
Baltimore, MD, US 

REVIEW RETURNED 04-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Please add a comment about ethics review approval (IRB). Also in 
limitation section you could add the standard comments for a 
phenomenologic study such as trustworthiness, truth-value, 
applicability, consistency, and neutrality. Did the nurses themselves 
review and comment on the analysis? Otherwise a terrific paper.  

 

REVIEWER Domingo Palacios-Ceña 
Universidad Rey Juan Carlos. Spain 

REVIEW RETURNED 20-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS  
This manuscript has great strengths; one of them is the description 
of Workplace health and safety issues among community nurses. I 
believe it is a relevant topic.  
I believe this manuscript should be published by BMJ Open, but 
after some points are reviewed and modified. Major Revision is 
necessary.  
• The reviewer used a Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative 
research (COREQ) recommendations and Standards for reporting 
qualitative research: a synthesis of recommendations (SRQR) 
available at: http://www.equator-network.org/  
 
I report comments and possible solutions to them.  
 
Title.  
The authors must modified.  
Deleted “cohort”  
It is not clear. Use” cohort”, when the authors used qualitative 
research method. The title must be concise, and indicating approach 
(eg. Ethnography, grounded theory, phenomenology) or data 
collection method.  
 
Abstract.  
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Objecives: Modified.  
The authors must describe objectives, not background inside 
objective´s section of abstract.  
Page 2/25. Method. Deleted first sentence (line 30). The authors 
describe objective previously.  
The authors must describe qualitative approach (eg. Ethnography, 
grounded theory, phenomenology), sampling strategies, and 
inclusion criteria.  
The authors do not use abbreviations. Deleted (WHS).  
Shorten the conclusions.  
Expand the results.  
 
Strengths and limitations of this study.  
Describe the advantages of using qualitative methodology.  
 
Methods.  
 
The authors must describe the qualitative methodology and its main 
features.  
The authors must describe the approach or qualitative design used 
and characteristics (eg. Ethnography, grounded theory, 
phenomenology).  
Deleted; page 7/25, line 43 to 47. The purpose was described 
previously.  
 
After setting section, the authors must include Participants section. 
This section must include sampling strategies, and inclusion criteria.  
Sampling strategies must develop and the authors must describe 
why use that strategy.  
 
Deleted “recruitment” word. Better “Procedure”.  
 
Page 8/25, line 35 to 37, moved to ethics section.  
 
Data collection and analysis.  
Describe star and stop dates of data collection, and why.  
Describe type of interview; semi-structured or non-structured and 
why. The authors used a question guide? How the question guide 
was build?  
How many face to face interviews were made? How many interviews 
by phone were conducted?  
Who made face-to-face interviews or/and interviews by phone? Is 
the same researcher?  
Where face-to-face interviews were conducted?  
Were repeat interviews carried out? Why and how many?  
How interviews by phone were collected?  
 
Describe methods for processing data prior to and during analysis, 
including transcriptions, data entry, data management and security, 
verification of data integrity, and data coding.  
Describe if the researchers involved in data analysis, number of data 
coders, description of coding tree, if authors used qualitative 
analysis software.  
Describe the thematic analysis process, deeply.  
How face-to-face data were analysed? And phone interviews?  
 
 
Create Quality criteria and trustworthiness section.  
Quality criteria and trustworthiness.  
Describe techniques to enhance trustworthiness and credibility of 
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data analysis (triangulation, external audit, member checking…).  
Triangulation process was made?  
Participation checking: Did participants provide feedback on the 
findings?  
 
Create Ethics considerations section.  
The authors must include: approval by an appropriate ethics review 
board, and participant consent, and other confidentiality and data 
security issues.  
 
Results.  
Number and relevant characteristics of participants included in the 
study. The authors should consider include table.  
Include table with themes ant subthemes.  
Quotations presented: included code, age, and sex. For example 
(Nurse 5, 35 years old, women)  
 
Discussion.  
Limitations section. Page 18/25.  
Line from 27 to 32. Deleted.  
Include the following limits:  
1. Face-to-face and by telephone were used. How these methods 
influenced at data collection? (quality) and at the thematic analysis 
conducted? How the authors managed?  
2. The role, function and structures of community nursing services 
varied greatly from site to site. How the context influenced at 
participants´ response? (data collection quality) and How the authors 
managed?  
 
STROBE Ckeck list used is not adequate. Strobe is quantitative 
design. For qualitative research A Consolidated criteria for reporting 
qualitative research (COREQ) recommendations and Standards for 
reporting qualitative research: a synthesis of recommendations 
(SRQR) must be use. Available at: http://www.equator-network.org/  
 
RECOMMENDATION: Major Revision necessary.  
I really hope to re-read the article after the authors’ review.  
Good luck and best regards.  
  

 

REVIEWER Patricia Wright 
University of Arkansas for Medical Sciences, College of Nursing, 
U.S. 

REVIEW RETURNED 25-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This paper addressed an important topic about which little has been 
published in the literature. the authors presented the problem, 
purpose, methods, results, discussion, limitations, and conclusion 
clearly and succinctly. The age range of participants was between 
40 and 60 years. Were there younger rural health nurses who did 
not agree to participate or was 40 the minimum age of all potential 
participants? also, tow of the participants were male. Was there a 
gender difference in workplace and safety issues? I think addressing 
these questions regarding age and gender would enrich study 
results and discussion.   

 

REVIEWER Lin Perry 
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University of Technology, Sydney  
Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Whilst the topic is undoubtedly important, it is not clear what is the 
new knowledge contributed by this study, and the message for 
readers. A lot of what is presented here is simply a description of 
non-metropolitan community nursing, with no new insights or 
information. Some of the points raised are locally specific, even 
employer-specific; on the other hand, some of the material is familiar 
across nursing (stress, burnout and workload issues, for example) 
and is not unique to community nursing.  
 
Detail of methods are somewhat scanty, and the analysis is 
descriptive and lacks depth. The analysis needs considerable further 
work to achieve the depth the authors claim - but the data they have 
collected may not be adequate to support this.  
 
More minor issues - there are quite a few typing/ grammatical errors 
and the text is unclear in a few places.  
'In addition, their nursing practice in rural areas has developed to be 
more around crisis management rather than preventative care' - this 
sweeping statement requires at the least a supporting reference.  
 
'Within health, nursing and community nursing, stressors related to 
WHS issues are evident within daily practice. These stressors may 
include poor quality of care, dissatisfaction with employment and 
health care workload' - this is unclear in this context.  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Corrections required as per reviewer’s reports Changes made Page number 

Reviewer 2   

Title. The authors must modified. 

Deleted “cohort” 

It is not clear. Use” cohort”, when the authors used 

qualitative research method. The title must be 

concise, and indicating approach (eg. 

Ethnography, grounded theory, phenomenology) 

or data collection method.  

 

Thank you, we have altered 

the title to reflect the 

suggested changes – we are 

encouraged by the 

comments 

Page 1 and 2 

Abstract. 

Objectives: Modified. 

The authors must describe objectives, not 

background inside objective´s section of abstract. 

Page 2/25.  

Thank you for the comments 

and suggestions, we have 

altered the abstract to reflect 

the suggestions outlined. We 

are grateful for such 

comments 

Pages  2-3  

See tracked 

changes 
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Method. Deleted first sentence (line 30). The 

authors describe objective previously. 

The authors must describe qualitative approach 

(eg. Ethnography, grounded theory, 

phenomenology), sampling strategies, and 

inclusion criteria. 

 

The authors do not use abbreviations. Deleted 

(WHS). 

 

Shorten the conclusions. 

 

Expand the results. 

Strengths and limitations of this study. 

Describe the advantages of using qualitative 

methodology. 

 

We have added further 

discussion around using a 

qualitative approach in the 

research as suggested. 

Page 4  

Methods. 

The authors must describe the qualitative 

methodology and its main features. 

The authors must describe the approach or 

qualitative design used and characteristics (eg. 

Ethnography, grounded theory, phenomenology). 

 

Deleted; page 7/25, line 43 to 47. The purpose 

was described previously. 

 

After setting section, the authors must include 

Participants section. This section must include 

sampling strategies, and inclusion criteria. 

 

Sampling strategies must develop and the authors 

must describe why use that strategy. 

 

We are grateful for the 

request for greater detail of 

the research process. We 

had made all recommended 

changes as outlined by the 

reviewer 

Pages 7-14 

See tracked 

changes 
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Deleted “recruitment” word. Better “Procedure”. 

 

Page 8/25, line 35 to 37, moved to ethics section. 

 

Data collection and analysis. 

Describe star and stop dates of data collection, 

and why. 

 

Describe type of interview; semi-structured or non-

structured and why. The authors used a question 

guide? How the question guide was build? 

 

How many face to face interviews were made? 

How many interviews by phone were 

conducted? 

 

Who made face-to-face interviews or/and 

interviews by phone? Is the same researcher? 

 

Where face-to-face interviews were conducted? 

 

Were repeat interviews carried out? Why and how 

many? 

 

How interviews by phone were collected? 

 

Describe methods for processing data prior to and 

during analysis, including transcriptions, data 

entry, data management and security, verification 

of data integrity, and data coding. 

Describe if the researchers involved in data 

analysis, number of data coders, description of 

coding tree, if authors used qualitative analysis 

software. 
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Describe the thematic analysis process, deeply. 

How face-to-face data were analysed? And phone 

interviews? 

 

Create Quality criteria and trustworthiness section. 

Quality criteria and trustworthiness. 

Describe techniques to enhance trustworthiness 

and credibility of data analysis (triangulation, 

external audit, member checking…). Triangulation 

process was made? Participation checking: Did 

participants provide feedback on the findings? 

 

Create Ethics considerations section. 

The authors must include: approval by an 

appropriate ethics review board, and participant 

consent, and other confidentiality and data security 

issues 

Results. 

Number and relevant characteristics of participants 

included in the study. The authors should consider 

include table. 

 

 

Include table with themes ant subthemes. 

 

 

 

 

Quotations presented: included code, age, and 

sex. For example (Nurse 5, 35 years old, women) 

 

A table that highlights 

demographics of the 

participants has been 

included 

 

A table that highlights 

themes, subthemes etc. has 

been included 

 

Thank you for such a 

suggestion, we have included 

this information to the 

manuscript. 

Page  13 

 

 

 

 

 

Page  14 

 

 

 

 

N/A 

Discussion. 

Limitations section. Page 18/25. 

Line from 27 to 32. Deleted. 

 

Thank you for the comments, 

we have added further 

additions to this section and 

hope that it meets the 

Pages 23 
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Include the following limits: 

1. Face-to-face and by telephone were used. How 

these methods influenced at data collection? 

(quality) and at the thematic analysis conducted? 

How the authors managed? 

2. The role, function and structures of community 

nursing services varied greatly from site to 

site. How the context influenced at participants´ 

response? (data collection quality) and How the 

authors managed? 

 

 

reviewers comments and 

suggested improvements 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STROBE Ckeck list used is not adequate. Strobe 

is quantitative design. For qualitative research. A 

Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative 

research (COREQ) recommendations and 

Standards for reporting qualitative research: a 

synthesis of recommendations (SRQR) must be 

use. Available at: http://www.equator-network.org/ 

 

Thank you, we have now 

used the COREQ and SRQR 

as checklists.   

N/A 

Reviewer 1   

Please add a comment about ethics review 

approval (IRB).  Also in limitation section you could 

add the standard comments for a phenomenologic 

study such as trustworthiness, truth-value, 

applicability, consistency, and neutrality.  Did the 

nurses themselves review and comment on the 

analysis?  Otherwise a terrific paper. 

Thank you for your 

comments and suggestions. 

We have made the 

recommended changes as 

outlined by reviewer 2 

comments. 

See above  

   

   

General comments 

We are sincerely thankful for the valuable feedback provided by the Editor and the reviewer(s). The 

comments were well received and considered. The feedback is valuable as each comment gave 

suggestions on the improvement of the manuscript. Thank you for your insight and assistance. We 

hope that we have addressed all comments appropriately. 
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VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Domingo Palacios-Ceña 
Universidad Rey Juan Carlos. Spain. 

REVIEW RETURNED 18-Jun-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors completed manuscript.  
I agree all changes.  
I accept to publish.  

 

REVIEWER Lin Perry 
University of Technology Sydney Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 20-Jun-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Concerns have been addressed, and the paper will now make a 
useful contribution to this literature. Minor typos can be addressed at 
proof stage  
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