06/04/2012 10:57 pm 
1. What research design was used? Please describe the research design (examples of qualitative designs include phenomenology, ethnography, case study, or grounded theory). Is this design appropriate for the research problem? Is validity addressed (in qualitative studies the terms credibility, trustworthiness, confirmability, and validation are sometimes used)? Is reliability addressed?
a. I would describe the research designed that was used as the grounded theory. “The function of the grounded theory is to is to study interactions to understand and recognize links between ideas and concepts to develop theory” (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee and McCabe, 2011). I think this design best fits the criteria of this study because it is related to euthanasia. This study was interviews based on the participants perceptions of this issue as compared to them actually going to do it/have done it. Reliability is briefly addressed. This study uses a constant measurement throughout. To determine validity one should ask “does the instrument, question or procedure measure what it is supposed to measure?” (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee and McCabe, 2011). Validity is addressed; to be specific it was dialogical validation.	Comment by Charlotte: participants’
2. What variable(s) were studied? Were the variables defined conceptually and operationally? What are the definitions, if provided? If the definitions were not clearly defined, can you infer what the definitions are?
a. The variable studied was participant’s perspectives of euthanasia in relation to autonomy. This is defined conceptually because these participants were giving their opinions on the issue and whether or not they would consider it. An operational definition would be more concrete.
3. Please describe the data collection process used by the researchers (observation, interviews, case studies, focus groups, collecting stories). Is the data collection approach appropriate? Is the data collection process described adequately (i.e. could you repeat the process if you wanted to duplicate the study)? Are reliability & validity addressed?
a. The means of data collection for this study was by interview. The questions were open ended and the discussions were informal. The researchers wished for the participants to be expressive in their responses with limited boundaries for the purpose of gathering more information. These interviews were tape recorded and then reviewed to piece out the pertinent information. This approach is appropriate considering the small sample size and the extensive years in difference between when the first half of this study was performed as compared to the conclusion. I would be able to duplicate the study due to the ample amount of information given about the sample and means of gathering information. “During the interviews dialogical validation was performed” (Karlsson, Milberg and Strang, 2012).	Comment by Charlotte:  this is a fragment. 
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Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: Tracy, Kallie
	Date Graded: 6/11/12
	Week #:   4
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   354

   YES        NO
	Comments:

	
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Good 
3 Points
	Excellent
5 Points
	Points

	Initial Assignment Posting
	Posts no assignment.
	Posts adequate assignment with superficial thought and preparation; doesn’t address all aspects of the task.
	Posts well developed assignment that addresses all aspects of the task; lacks full development of concepts.
	Posts well developed assignment that fully addresses and develops all aspects of the task.

	5

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; lacks full development of concept or thought.
	Posts factually correct, reflective and substantive contribution.
	5

	References & Support
	Includes no references or supporting experience.
	Uses personal experience, but no references to readings or research.
	Incorporates one reference from literature.  May lack relevance.  May lack proper APA format in citing.
	Uses relevant reference(s) to literature or readings to support comments. APA format is correct.
	5

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with minor clarity or mechanics errors.
	Contributes to discussion with clear, concise comments formatted in an easy to read style that is free of grammatical or spelling errors.
	3




06/04/2012 11:04 pm 
Lindsay -
The research design your study addressed was ethnography. I thought at first that my study could also be this, but found the grounded theory to fit more so. Ethnography was kind of tricky I feel like because it could be related to several studies. Ethnography is more culture based.
Interviewing seems to be more common in qualitative studies as well because of the minimal number of participants involved. It is easier to interview a set of 40 than it would be in most quantitative studies with 1000 people.
Good Post!
Kallie
06/04/2012 11:08 pm 
Madeline -
You critiqued your study very well. I also agree that ethnography is the right design for your study because it is specifically women with breast cancer. I was also having trouble finding much information on validity and reliability in my study when I feel like it should be addressed in each.
I believe your variables are operational in the sense that it is concrete terms in which you can really measure the variable. Both of your variables are clear and to the point.
Kallie
06/06/2012 2:51 pm 
Kathleen -
I enjoyed reading about the historical method used in your study. In a different source I found they basically described this method as one current researchers want to report about issues that occurred in the past. "An attempt is made to to establish facts in order to arrive at conclusions concerning past events or predict future events" (Key, 1997). Several sources of historical information would include artifacts, remains, original documents, files and relics (Key, 1997). Some secondary sources of information include textbooks, newspapers, encyclopedias, review of research and periodicals (Key, 1997). There are many primary and secondary sources that can be used for this type of research.
Key, J. (1997). Historical. Retrieved from 
http://www.okstate.edu/ag/agedcm4h/academic/aged5980a/
5980/newpage19.htm 
06/06/2012 3:08 pm 
Kaley -
You describe the phenomenology research method well in you post. To further my understanding of each research method I chose to look them up online and to also get more examples for each.
According to Van Manen, Phenomenology is the study of the essence. He also describes it as studies done to find more meanings of things in our every day lives. "Phenomenology is both the description of the lived-through quality of lived experience and the description of meaning of the expressions of lived experience" (Van Manen, 1990).	Comment by Charlotte: everyday	Comment by Charlotte: fragment 
Van Manen. (1990). Phenomenology as an educational 
research method. Retrieved from http://otal.umd.edu/
~paulette/Dissertation/methodology/phenomenology.html 
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	Week #:   4
	
	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

	# of Responses:
	4
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments: 6/4 96, 6/4 89, 6/6 120, 6/6 106 

	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
  NO
	
	

	
	

	# of Days Participating: 2
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Excellent 
2 Points
	Points

	Frequency (excluding Initial Post)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	2

	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
	Posts shallow contribution to discussion (e.g., agrees or disagrees); does not enrich discussion.  Responds to 1 or 2 other students.
	Elaborates on an existing posting with further comment or observation.  Responds to 2 other students’ posts.
	2

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; contains full development of concept or thought.
	2

	Length of Postings
	<50 words on one or more posting
	50-75 words on one or more posting
	75 words or greater on all four postings
	2

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with clarity and without mechanics errors.
	1




