06/06/2012 9:25 pm 
Please continue analyzing your qualitative research article by answering the following questions.
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?
The study on fecal containment for bedridden patients used the research design known as phenomenology. The design of the study included the use of a 30 item questionnaire that physicians and nurses answered (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009). Time was not an essential element in this study. They used convenience sampling; they gave the questionnaire to all caregivers involved in the care of these patients that were already using the catheters in their facilities. This method was appropriate, because the researchers were looking to get information about the ease of use; so, opinions of those using the equipment is appropriate. Validity and reliability was not addressed in this study. The researchers reported that the staff reported both catheters as easy to use.
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?
The variables studied were ease of use, general impressions, and perceptions related to product labeling, irrigation, and other catheter-specific characteristics (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009). The variables were defined conceptually. The variables were defined by using the Likert scale, where they rated the items on a scale of one (strongly disagreed) to five (strongly agreed). Thus, the definitions were not clearly defined; it was based purely on the caregivers’ opinion. 
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?
The data collection included a 30 item questionnaire given to physicians and nurses involved with the care of patients using indwelling bowel catheters (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009). The items on the questionnaire asked participants to rate on a scale of one to five their general impressions and perceptions related to catheter specific characteristics. There was very minimal information describing the data collection process. However, because the process was so simple, there is not much detail to be said about it. The researchers simply gave the questionnaire to every physician and nurse involved with the use of the catheters. This process could be repeated. In fact, this process was a repeat of a study done previously. 
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Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: 
	Date Graded: 6/11/12
	Week #:   4
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:    368

   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.
	5




06/09/2012 8:45 am 
Liji,
I think the fact that the participants were interviewed over the phone can have both positive and negative effects on the study’s results. The negative results that it would have on the study is that by performing the interview over the telephone, the interviewer is losing the ability to assess and collect information that they would receive through nonverbal communication. Nonverbal communication accounts for the majority of the message being communicated, as we all learned in our interactional dynamics class. The positive aspect to performing the interview over the phone is that I think people are more likely to be completely honest about how they feel then they would be face to face. When you are answering someone’s questions face to face you are more likely to try not to hurt their feelings when, for example, you are answering questions about customer satisfaction, than you would be if you were anonymously providing information. Also, when you are answering questions face to face you may be concerned to how the interviewer is judging you. So, you would be more likely to answer questions to how you think you are “suppose” to answer them, so that you are not viewed in a negative way, rather than answering the questions based on how you “actually” feel about the subject.	Comment by Charlotte: results that would have on the study are
It would be interesting to perform the same study, except interview the participants face to face, instead of over the telephone, and see if the results come out the same. This would be a way to test reliability and validity.
06/09/2012 9:26 am 
Laura,
I agree with you that protocols for insertion, removal, and maintenance are important things that need to be studied in order to make sure that the catheters are effective, and do not cause harm. I am sure that these types of studies do exist on these types of products. In fact, I am sure that medical supply companies spend enormous amounts of money to find the best practice protocols for insertion, removal and maintenance of their product, because they know that if their catheter is superior in these areas then their product will be the one most commonly purchased. However, the researchers in this study aimed to find out how the caregivers felt about the ease of use of these two systems in particular. Ease of use does tie in to insertion, removal, and maintenance. If a product is easy to use, than you are less likely to have issues with it that would lead to a mistake that would affect the patient in a negative way.	Comment by Charlotte: fragment 
06/10/2012 9:55 am 
Maddi,
I think you did an excellent job in describing your study in regards to the topics that we are learning this week in class. For example, you identified the themes of your study. In qualitative research the data collection process is all about identifying themes (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). Theme identification is an important aspect in confirming transferability. In order to ensure transferability, the researcher describes “themes that have been identified in one sample to a group of similar participants who did not contribute to the initial data collection to determine if the second group agrees with the themes” (Rebar et al., 2011, p. 154). This is otherwise known as external checks. 
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06/10/2012 8:52 am 
Laura,
I like the way you explained phenomenology, in the sense that it aims to record and describe a specific event through the recollection of those who perceive it, in order to obtain understanding of that experience. Basically, it is a translation of the experience from those observing it to those who seek to understand it (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). Just as translating one language to another opens up the opportunity for inaccuracy and misconceptions, so can translating an experience. For this reason qualitative research is vulnerable during the data collection process for errors in interpretation.
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	# of Responses:
	4
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments: 6/9 260, 6/9 171, 6/10 155, 6/10 138 

	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
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	# 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




