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I. Introduction
Basically, I am not a person who is easily persuaded with statistics, but by doing this assignment of continuous monitoring the prayer meeting, a paradigm shift had happened in me. Now, to some extent, I am convinced that statistics might talk, but it depends on how they talk. For this particular assignment, I first came up with the subject of prayer meeting and worked on the flow of two prayer meetings. Namely, to monitor how many times people pronounce the name of Jesus, Lord, Master and other equivalent titles as prayer meeting proceed. Secondly, I need to choose two prayer meetings available to monitor. My current church, Evangelical Formosa Church (EFC) in S. El Monte, and previous church, Harvest Rock church (HRC) in Pasadena were the two in my mind. So, I monitored EFC prayer meeting, then I went to HRC’s pre-Sunday service prayer meeting. However, the later turned into small groups to intercede for the lost souls which I did not expect. Therefore, I switched to Gathering, my house church in Whittier. 
II. Observe in two different locations for 15 minutes each.
I observed EFC prayer meeting from 6:15 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. Saturday, before the supper started to be served. The prayer room was right next to the sanctuary. The door of the prayer room was wide open; people come could come and go during the prayer section. A prayer circle had been formed by seven or so people (3 males and 4 females); they either sat or bowed on their knees with eyes closed while they prayed. I was able to observe and to mark on my chart without people noticing except the person who sat right next to me. 
Different from EFC’s setting, Gathering prayer section took place in the living room of the leader’s home. Besides me, there were two couples and the host’s two brown dogs, Artie and Maeless, who played around in the midst of people who were praying. I got permission from my group to do the assignment right before the prayer section started. However, I did not mention what I was recording and they had my word that I would share it with them later. Instead of forming a circle, this group had a blue lawn chair in the center, whoever needs prayer would sit on that so-called “hot seat” to be prayed for. 

Other three people either laid hands on the prayeree, or just sat on the couch, or on the carpet to intercede. I carefully moved my seat outside the prayer group in order to observe and not to interrupt. At this particular time slot which I recorded, Janice sat on that hot seat. She first talked for 10 minutes to explain why she needed prayer. After praying for a while, she debriefed, and then this group went back to praying a little bit longer. 
III. Compare the Results
In EFC group, the prayer meeting went like a checklist and tried to cover as much ground as possible. The prayers sounded as the bubbling creek water went through the pebbles and rocks on the riverbed. I was busy in marking on the chart for 15 minutes, as a result, a total of 144 marks were made. 

In Gathering, the prayer ran as a 15-minute long dialogue. There were long pause of deep silence. It seemed like the Holy Spirit kept pouring out the water from the ocean to refresh, to clean and to purify. Consequently, I only marked 18 times on my chart as below.

	6 p.m.


	EFC Prayer meeting in Mandarin     (Lord) 
	8.p.m.


	Gathering in English 
(Father/God/H.S/ Lord/Jesus)

	15-18
	 正正正正正/正正正正正/正正
	22-25
	T

	19-22
	        正正正正正
	26-29
	正 I

	23-26
	       正正正正正 / 正T
	27-30
	正

	27-30
	         正正正 T
	31-34
	正

	Total
	144
	
	18


I am struck by the sharply different ways of how the two groups called Him while people prayed. In EFC group, Master and Mercy Lord were the only two names they prayed with.  EFC also closed the prayer section with a song, “The Lamb Who Sits on the Throne, Forever” in Mandarin. Gathering group, even though just two people prayed, called Him by Father/God/H.S/ Lord/Jesus.  From the observations, I am curious why people pray from so different perceptions of the Triune God, although they all are children of this God. Furthermore, what causes this? Is it because of cultures, languages (one in English, one in Mandarin), teaching or something else? It might be interesting to investigate further.
V. The Limitations of CM and Ways to make it more reliable
According to Bernard, in continuous monitoring, or CM, observers are supposed to watch a person, or group of people, and record their behavior as faithfully as possible (2000: 408). Therefore, a reliable result of CM involves several key elements which include observers themselves, the behavior of the people who are being observed and how the observers watch and record as faithfully as possible. In the meantime, the limitations of CM are followed in terms of painting an accurate picture. Overall, the research should answer the following seven preliminary questions: 

1. What do I need to know?

2. Why do I need to know this?

3. Where can I get the information?

4. From whom do I need the information? 

5. When do I need it?

6. How w ill I use the information? 

7. What will be the result of using this information?

Apparently, the technique used is not merely a monitor, but a powerful analytical instrument, which provide real-time data in order to make assessments and try modifications during monitoring. Speaking of real time data, I believe that videotaping is a great way to do CM. Video cameras have gotten smaller, easier to use, and less expensive. More field researchers have been using this technology for close examination of behavior streams. 
As videotaping has made CM easier, the limitations of CM still exist. These limitations are as follows. First, data from CM must be coded; otherwise there is no meaning in data itself. In my case of prayers meetings, recording how many times people  called Him what does not make sense until they had been coded the way could be applied  later. Second problem is the using of spot sampling, since time allocation or TA studies are based on spot sampling, in which the researcher, I , simply appears at two randomly selected places, and at randomly selected times and records what people are doing when they are first seen. 

In addition, in my case of monitoring prayer meetings, I might sample a small and might be biased number of acts from other people’s perspectives. Furthermore, I, as a single investigator, can only be in one place at a time. The solution to these two problems would be to have more well-trained investigators and help from technology devices. Then, it is possible to collect spot-observation behavioral data from lots of people at once. 
Besides the issue of sampling, TA studies have special coding problems in terms of understanding the category and the scope of coding subject. Therefore, the issue emerges of how to train people well as the monitor. Take prayer meeting as an example. Last fall, I had joined intercessory prayer meeting at a local Latino church. There, sometime in the prayer meeting, people yelled and screamed while they travailed on the floor in interceding. I guess, if observers are from an evangelical denomination background might not be able to apprehend what was going on there. Most likely, I think, they might be too shocked to record faithfully, or lose track of recording, or not record all possible behaviors at all.   

In the meantime, the method of CM raises very serious ethical concerns, as well as grades of deception in research in terms of truth and falsehood. Therefore, there is an urgent need of establishing continuous monitoring models in order to build a real time picture of whatever the subject CM is for. For instance, the way I randomly chose two locations to do CM is what Bernard and Schensul called convenience samples—selected from any group conveniently accessible to the researcher. Therefore, representativeness needs to be taken into consideration, since sampling bias can result if researchers collect data from limited, rather than a broad range of locations. The sample should be large enough to maximize variability within the group. Therefore, the units must be countable, measurable and observable. Furthermore, the units must be lockable, one must be able to identify their beginnings and endings and distinguish one unit clearly from others. 
Resources also affect sampling. There may be no time, money, or personnel to study a sample of 400 people (Schensul 1999: 233, 267).  To study a single kind of phenomenon (such as prayer meeting) over time, with different populations, and in varied settings, these studies can be termed comparable case studies according to Schensul. 
The task of an ethnographer is to analyze the impact of these differences on the subject under investigation which is meta-analysis. So it is useful to create a systematic sample. However, a limitation of systematic sampling is that sampling intervals arbitrarily. Considerations in eliminating sampling bias include the degree to which researchers define the target group precisely for purposes of the research. Therefore, things that need to be taken care of are: 
1) to collect data from a broad rage of locations; 
2) eliminate categorical prejudices; 
3) find those segments of the target group that are hidden; and
4) ensure the accessibility—or ease of recruiting from participation—of all segments of the population, even if they are not hidden. (Schensul 1999: 250,267).  
V. Reflection and Conclusion 

Apparently, I could not come to any conclusion for this CM of two prayer meetings for only 15 minutes. However, it is possible for me to apply the CM method as comparable case studies in my dissertation--the mother-teacher’s role of Chinese home schooling mothers in the United States. I can imagine, eventually, the strengths and weaknesses of CM method discussed above would come up in the process of research.  Therefore, I need to define the populations and sampling units that I plan to study with precision and in operational terms. This precision is necessary to gain validity and reliability. I must know specifically from which groups to sample, and then identify discrete individuals or units from the given population for observation, questioning, interviewing, or counting. Therefore, in sum, the rules of thumb of CM could be:
      1) A precise definition of the population and sampling units. 

      2) Familiarity with the community or research setting.
      3) Knowledge of the population’s characteristics (Schensul 1999: 233, 258).
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