Peer comment (5 points): Due by the end of Module 1 (Sunday)
1. Read all the posts in your group on the same article as yours.
2. Comment on one post by another student (not the CA or the instructor) that gives you the most insight. Be sure to cover the following:
· How does this post different from your own initial post?
· What is the insight you gain from this post?
3. Include the two bullet points as section headings in your post so your answers are clear to the readers.
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THIS IS ANOTHER STUDENT’S DISCUSSION RESPONSE
· The people in the sample included 70 parent-child dyads recruited from participating childcare centers (Krcmar & Cingel, 2014, p. 269).
· The target population is parents who read to their preschool-aged children.
· No, I do not think that this sample was representative of the population because according to the Krcmar and Cingel (2014), 88.4% of the child participants were White and almost all of the parents were female (p. 269).
· An example of descriptive statistics would be the data that was collected from parents about whether the child is using a technological device and the amount of screen time the participating child has each day. According to Krcmar and Cingel (2014), 33% of children have never used a technological device and of the children that have access to a device spend a median time of 32.42 minutes each day on it (p. 271).
· I am identifying this as a descriptive statistic because the statistics collected were specifically about the sample taken for the study and documented the familiarity of the child with a technological device and the amount of time spent on a device. Given that the data collected on the sample, no inferences were made about the target population.
· The descriptive statistics regarding this experiment tells me that less than half (33%) of the children are familiar with a technological device, which opens up the possibility that the child may be used to reading on an iPad. On the other hand, the majority (66%) of children are most likely using a traditional book to read with their parents.
· An example of inferential statistics would be the findings reported in Hypothesis 2. For Hypothesis 2, children with low technological experience scored significantly higher on comprehension (M=5.30 SD=1.81) compared to children with higher technological experience who scored lower in comprehension (M=4.92 SD=1.66) (Krcmar & Cingel, 2014, p. 273).
· I identified these statistics as inferential because the experiment mentioned a hypothesis and collected data from the sample to infer something about the target population. Additionally, Krcmar and Cingel makes a generalized statement about the findings and states (2014), “children low in technology experience scored significantly higher”, which implies inferential statistics were made (p. 273).
· The inferential statistics tell me that children with high technological experience score lower in comprehension and the results will most likely carry over when a parent is reading to them.
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