2.  analysis of the design, theoretical framework and literature review -- Assigned to James (Michael)
Research Design
The study is a mix of phenomenological and grounded theory methods of qualitative research design. The article expressly introduces itself as a phenomenologic study and is exemplified when participants express perceptions encountered when under the influence. However, aspects involved grounded theory, wherein the study involved focus groups and audio-taped sessions which were timed. In addition, the grounded theory was exemplified when choosing participants as all subjects came from a single public university from the psychology subject pool, all were within the same age group, and all were heterosexual. In addition, the participants seemed limited to those who were currently experiencing the phenomena in question, and excluded those who had previously. 
Framework
The theoretical framework used was “alcohol expectancy theory,” which describes beliefs about the likelihood that alcohol will have certain outcomes. There were gaps in prior alcohol expectancy theory research, specifically focusing on the perceptions of the relationship between alcohol and sexual communication and whether the perceptions differed with gender. This provided the framework for the author’s research and writing. 
Literature Review
[bookmark: _GoBack]In total, the researchers reviewed forty-four relevant articles, of which twenty-nine were published within ten years of the date of publication and thirteen within five years. Upon review of the literature, the authors explained that the goal of alcohol expectancy theory is to assist people in predicting sexual behaviors when adults and adolescents are under the influence of alcohol. The literature reviewed demonstrated the general belief that alcohol “facilitates sexual behavior.” (CITE). However, a major gap in prior research existed with regard to how alcohol affects communication about sexual situations; specifically with regard to college students and consensual sex. The authors acknowledge that their research did not completely fill the gap and that more research needs to be performed in order to more adequately study college students in the ethnic and sexual minorities. Not to mention that the authors were unable to contact the participants to validate their interpretations of the feedback provided. 


