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Responsibilities of supervisors for Field Study and Epidemiologic 

Projects 

    The research supervisor is the key person in a student’s graduate research. Graduate education 

is greatly affected by the nature of the supervision and the quality of communication between 

students and their supervisors. When students work closely and effectively with their 

supervisors, they will improve the quality of their theses and their educational experiences. 

    Supervisors should be available to help their graduate students at every stage, from 

formulation of their research projects through establishing methodologies and discussing results, 

to presentation and possible publication of dissertations. Supervisors must also ensure that their 

students’ work meets the standards of the University and the academic discipline. 

Supervisors should: 

1. Assist the student in selecting an appropriate topic, in consultation with the Coordinators and 

Resident Advisors, which should meet the following criteria: 

• Be a high priority public health topic. 

• Focus on preventable morbidity and mortality. 

• Be of direct use to existing or proposed public health programs. 

• Are of great enough importance to generate commitment to take action on the results of 

the project. 

If the project does not meet these criteria then supervisors should assist the student in revising 

the project so that each of the criteria is met. 

2. Review the proposal and consider its feasibility by answering the following 

questions: 

• Will the student have enough time to complete the project? 

• How much time will it take you, as the supervisor, to complete the evaluation? 

• How much work is the project going to require of others? 

• How many health department resources will it require? 

• Will the health department take action based on the findings? 

3. Assist the student in conducting a literature review to assist with the epidemiologic study. 

Supervisors should recommend relevant journals. The literature review can help identify gaps in 

knowledge about a particular public health problem and can help clarify the objectives. It can 

also assist with identifying risk factors and developing appropriate questions for the 

questionnaires and survey instruments. 

4. Review the student’s plan of action and timeline for the project and consider the 

following questions: 

• Has the student outlined a plan that addresses the successive stages of the project? 

• Has the student noted or found the resources required to complete the project? 



• Has the student allowed a reasonable length of time to complete each stage of the 

project? 

5. Review student’s plan for collecting and analyzing data and consider these questions: 
 

• Does the plan address the need to protect confidentiality or other sensitive information?  

• Has the student considered the number of persons to be interviewed? 

• Will other persons be involved in collecting data? If so, has the student planned for 

training these additional persons? 

• Has the student adequately estimated the time needed to cover the area and number of 

persons to be interviewed and the transportation required? 

• Will more than one person be involved in entering data? If so, has the student planned for 

training of these additional persons? 

• Should the student prepare a study protocol or interviewer manual? 

• Has the student planned an analysis that matches the study design? 

• Has the student used an appropriate sample design? 

• Is the case definition appropriate? (e.g., is it too broad or too narrow?) 

• Does the case definition include person, place, time, and clinical characteristics? 

6. Review questionnaires and other documents prepared by the student and consider whether the 

student has: 

• Included typical questions used for such investigations? 

• Included the requisite descriptive data? (e.g., date of onset, age, sex) 

• Reviewed related questionnaires or documents used in similar investigations? 

• Included questions that relate to the hypothesis? 

• Avoided awkward or leading questions? 

• Used open and closed-ended questions properly? (e.g., are there so many open-ended 

questions that it would be difficult to conduct the analysis? Are closed-ended questions 

too limiting?) 

• Included scales that are appropriate? 

• Pilot tested the questionnaire. 

• Prepared the data entry screens in Epic Info (or other software) correctly and included 

logic checks and range checks? 

7. Review a sample of questionnaires or other data collection instruments after data has been 

collected. Preferably, supervisors will have contact with students in the field and review data as 

it is being collected. If there are concerns, the study protocol can be modified before the 

completion of the investigation. Some other questions to consider: 

• Have the questionnaires been prepared correctly and completely? If not, is there an 

explanation for missing data? 

• Is there consistency between questionnaires? 

• Is there any indication that the data are inconsistent with expected results? 



8. Review the data analysis and consider these questions: 

• Is the dataset clean? 

• If appropriate, has the student done a univariate and bivariate analysis of all the variables 

and corrected data as appropriate? 

• Did the student analyze the appropriate risk factors? 

• Are the variables appropriately coded and grouped? 

• Have tests, such as measures of association, been appropriately conducted? 

• Is the analytic approach appropriate for the study design? (e.g. matched analysis for a 

matched case-control study) 

• Has the student identified the limitations of their study and the potential effect of these 

limitations on their results? 

9. Review student’s conclusions drawn based on analysis of data and consider: 

• Are the student’s conclusions and interpretation consistent with the findings? 

• Were the conclusions biologically plausible? 

• Do the conclusions relate back to and address the objectives of the investigation? 

11. Assist the student in conducting a literature review to assist with the epidemiologic study. 

Supervisors should recommend relevant journals 

11. Review the recommendations for public health action and consider the following questions: 

• Do the recommendations address the objectives of the proposal? 

• Are the recommendations consistent with the findings of the investigation? 

• Are the student’s recommendations feasible in terms of cost, time, and available 

resources? 

• Are the student’s recommendations specific enough so that action can be taken? 

• Is the health department capable of performing and implementing these 

recommendations? 
 


