In the article, MRSA model of learning and adaptation: a qualitative study among the general public, the sample was described as a total of ten participants (four participants under the age of 25 years and the remaining six over the age of 50 years). In addition the study represents the population of interest which involves the general public. The sampling method was appropriate in which it involved a randomized sample. According to the article, MRSA model of learning and adaptation: a qualitative study among the general public, the sample size study is adequate for qualitative studies in which it provides variation in the phenomenon, setting or people.Also, sample sizes normally range from four to ten participants to ensure saturation of new information. Based on the article, it recognized although the study was an adequate sample size it was limited to a general and wider population due to the small sample size that was studied. (Rohde, & Ross-Gordon, 2012) In regards to protecting the subjects addressed, the qualitative study was approved by the Texas State University-San Marcos Institutional Review Board (2009z4233). Also, the study was in compliance with IRB requirements based on the fact that all participants were informed of their rights and were to sign an informed consent form in order to participate in the study.	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: Should be written “MRSA Model of Learning and Adaptation: A Qualitative Study Among the General Public”	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: See above comment	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: Taken directly from the article but not placed in quotation marks or cited.	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: The original quote was “tend to range from four to ten participants”. Changing one word does not equate to paraphrasing. Also, saturation means no new information is obtained when more data are collected. I can see where you were going with the ending of this statement but a better way of phrasing it is “to endure saturation of data” or eliminating the word “new.”	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: So the study was applicable only to general and wider populations, or the study has limited generalizeability beyond the sample because of the sample size? The way this was written, it reads like the former.	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: Rohde & Ross-Gordon, when only 2 authors compose a study, the comma is not placed before the ampersand (see pp. 175 middle of the page and 177 in the table for examples)	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: Directly from the article but not placed in quotation marks or cited as a direct quote.	Comment by Alisha A. Betka: The original statement was “in accordance with IRB requirements, participants were informed of their rights and asked to read and sign an informed consent form. Very close to the original.
“These criteria governed the purposive selection of participants and ensured that each individual: 1) was a member of the general public who had contracted MRSA in a non-healthcare related setting; 2) had a positive MRSA diagnosis within the last year, but at least one month prior to the interview; 3) was 18 years or older; 4) was not hospitalized; 5) was not in a long-term care facility; and, 6) was not employed in direct patient care.
Initial referrals for this study came from a university health center as a random "first come, first served" basis. Recruitment fliers detailing the study were placed in plain view in the health center. These individuals, in turn, provided subsequent leads for other potential participants. In the end, ten individuals were selected for inclusion.” (Rohde & Ross-Gordon, 2012)
[bookmark: _GoBack]The first potential participants were found at random. Those first volunteers identified others who potentially qualified for the study by meeting the inclusion criteria. From the total pool of volunteers, the authors purposefully selected ten individuals who were diverse demographically but still met all the criteria. Hope this helps.
