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—  Presentation Outline

Stroke and Aphasia
Research aims, phases andregearchers
Data cegeneration and data canalysis

Evaluations of acting as-tesearchers
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U Strokeis the most
common cause of

disability in thewestern
World.

U Up to one thirdof
people with stroke will
nave aphasia (Code &
Petheram 2011).
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Annual Figures
Stroke and Aphasia
UK and Republic of Ireland
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58,600
Aphasia

(Ref:Institute of Public Health (IPH) 2012; Stroke
Association 201b
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Aphasia-0 100 % i n aThlled infi fnidcut
. Aphasiagcomplexcommunication disorder R R A

Varied psychosociabnsequencesg Long term
primary care interventions

Policy imperativeg community/user involvement

Peoplewith Aphasia (PWAstill excludedbecauseof communication
disability

Healthcare experiences largely unknown compat@deneral
population

Need right methods to include people with communicat@rallenges
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-~ Methodelegy-and Research Alms/

Methodological Approach

. Participatorystudy- principles ofParticipatorylLearning and
Action (PLAY h Q -deBiuh & d& Bran, 20)0esearchbased on the
Interpretive paradigm.

- Adaptive strategy developed from work [@hambers, 1994b).

Research Aims

Perceptionsaand experiences dWA and other key stakeholders ir
the evaluation of a primary care intervention.

Evaluations of the experience of acting agesearches.
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aslaintervention -

perspectivalevaluation

People with
Aphasia

Speech &

Language Undergraduate 1§
and Graduate |

Therapists SLTs
(SLTs) ’
\
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ResearchPhasesand Stakehold&Broups PLAsessions |

Phase 1: People with Aphasia (n=5) 5 x 3hrs PLA focus group ses

/ Phase 1: SLTs (n=5) 5 x PLA Interviews

Phase 1: Students (n=9) 2 x 3hrs PLA focus group ses:
Phase 1: CPP @odinator (n=1) 1 x 2hr PLA interview

Phase 2: Intestakeholder Group (n=9) 3 x 3hr PLA focus group sessi
A People with Aphasia (n=4)

A Speech and Language TherapistsH

A Students (n=2)

A CPP Cardinator (n=1)

Phase 3: Preparation and Planning 1 x 3hr PLA focus Group
A People with Aphasia (n=5) 2 X 3hr PLA focus group sessic

Phase3: International Intestakeholder group
(n=4)

A People with Aphasia (n=2)

A SLTandco-ordinator of the Connect CPP (n
A VolunteeConversatiolartner

Mc Menamin et al. 2015 RESTORE Conference, UL. 7



\

. Howdoes Aphasia affedlE
andMY FAMILY

/l%fkes idual Stakeholder Gr
/ H | .

2. What difference does the
Conversation Partner
Programme (CPP) makenee?

3. Best thingsabout the CPP
Worst thingsabout the CPP?

4. Whatwouldimprove the CPP
for me?
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Codesignh process across 3 researchp/ﬁas

Selected PLA methods and techniques
ReflectedlJr NI A OA LI y 14 Q LINBE F S NBWACRIS & Lyricly, R
2013).
Communicatively accessible
Democratic selection

PLAdataco-generation(/ KI Y0 SNE I Hde Brin® dBRw, 2001 f
- PLA Flexible Brainstorming technique
- PLA Card Sort technique
- PLA Direct Ranking technique
. PLA Season@lalendatechnique

Analyses of cagenerated data followed principled thematic
analysigSilverman2013
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1. Howdoes Aphasia affedlEand MY
FAMILY

Varied materials used to egenerate
Ideas frominsiderperspective

Materials selected tsuitindividual
communicatiomeeds and preferences.

ldeas were arrangede-arranged,

connected and discusse&dh Q wde Brént
& de Bran 2011)
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Sort Techni

Aphasia affecMEand MY FAMILK Were
Categorisediusing Card Sort technique.

Two questions
1. What ideadelong togethe? _
2. WhydotheseA RS & o6Sf 2y d_UZ 5 U KSNKU

record of ceresearchers agreed
groupings and categorisation of diverse
experiences from theiinsider ,
perspective.
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ter-stakeholder grou

1stauthor synthesised Phase 1 datomsms
presented in Card Sort chart -

. 5 themesc 25 elements

Multiperspectival revievand
validation of synthesised chart

. 5themesc 32 elements

Emergent CPP evaluation criteria
identified and agreed
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PLA"Direct Ranking Technique

o
L]

- 5 identified themesfrom Card Sort chart wergrioritised

- Coresearchers cast votescording to a single agreedterion:
W a 2irapiortant CPP evaluatioariterion to least importan© NA& (i S

- Discussion about resulemhanced knowledge around the inter
stakeholder table
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CPFevaluation Criteria (Phase 2)PLA Direct Ranking™

= CPPEvaluatiorCriteria Numbeof votes

SharedJnderstandingf structure 16

ClarityaboutCPPfor Al 14

Agreeckevaluatioormechanism 75

i

Linkingwithotherorganisations/people s

Feedbacko andfromAll 5
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e ASE @ O _S-V_Va ) ) NINYTN

A Seasonal Calendagood example of cdesign

A Planning implementation of CPP evaluation criteria

A Lefthandvertical axis agreed CPP evaluation criteria

A Horizontal axig€ elements within each criterion

A Actionsand responsibilitiesnapped across stakeholder groups
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- 1x 3hr PLA session
preparationfor PLA sessions
at Connect
(www.ukconnect.org

- (o-researchers with aphasia
(n=5) generateglan for
sharingdata with inter
stakeholder group ih.ondon

=
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http://www.ukconnect.org/

