06/03/2012 6:54 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?
The research design that was used, I would have to categorize under ethnography because it focused on a certain group of people. These people consisted of the elders in retirement homes that contract pneumonia. This design is definitely appropriate for the research problem because the study went to directly to the source of the problem and gathered results that directly portrayed the facts. "Numerous steps were taken to ensure that the findings were faithful to the participants' descriptions and interpretations (credible), and that the research process could be followed by another researcher (rigorous)" (Carusone, Loeb, & Lohfeld, 2006). All the interviews were conducted by the same person to make sure that all the same questions were asked correctly. Reliability wasn't addressed, but it was obviously considered because every interview was conducted in the same manner and by the same guidelines in order to guarntee equality among the study. 	Comment by Charlotte: I believe that ethnography describes behavior of an ethnic group. The study in question is a grounded theory. 	Comment by Charlotte: guarantee
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 variable studied was the location of treatment for an elder patient to be treated with pneumonia if they originally reside in a nursing home. The variable was defined conceptually and operationally because they described the thought process of why certain residents and their family members would prefer it as well as showing the nursing aspect and medical stand point behind their decisions. The definitions weren't clearly labeled, but the participants had to be able to answer a series of questions in an interview without any assistance and sign a consent to do so. 	Comment by Charlotte: form to 
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 process used by the researchers was the conduction of an interview. This data collection approach is appropriate because the researcher asked the resident as well as their family members the same questions about preference and their opinion towards treatment in a hospital. The data collection process was clearly and adequately described. This process could definitelly be conducted again by just reading the procedure. Validity is addressed because all participants signed a consent  and the study was done by one researcher, so all questions were asked the same way. It was also approved by the research ethics board at a hospital in Canada. 	Comment by Charlotte: definitely	Comment by Charlotte: form
Carusone, S.C., Loeb, M., & Lohfeld, L. (2006). Pneumonia care and the nursing 
home: A qualitative descriptive study of resident and family members 
perspectives. A qualitative study. BMC Geriatr, 6(2). 	Comment by Charlotte: Geriatrics
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	Name:
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	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   
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	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.

	3

	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.
	4

	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



06/06/2012 3:13 pm 
Maddie, 
My study was also described as ethnographic because it focused on a group of people, yours being patients with breast cancer, and mine being patients with pneuomonia. I think ethnographic studies are very beneficial to those who read the study, especially in the nursing profession because the results will directly affect our scope of practice. New, found research that shows patient satisfaction should always be put into consideration. The reliability and validity of a study is also important because if the information is just made up, it won't do any good for any profession focusing on that study. Guidelines are also important to follow because they make sure that the researchers follow a strict criteria that meets requirements in order to record the proper information. 	Comment by Charlotte: Remove the word a 
06/06/2012 3:16 pm 
Kallie, 
I didn't consider the grounded theory that way until you explained, and it completely makes sense. Your study focused on different participant's opinion on the subject of euthanasia, not actually on someone that was about to do it. Grounded theories can greatly help the practice of nursing because the results can show how different people perceive health care, which in turn can help the nursing profession. Afterall, nurses are the patient's advocate, so it's important to know how to generalize their opinions. 	Comment by Charlotte: After all 
06/07/2012 8:59 pm 
Kate, 
The historical research method definitely could have it's benefits. Like you mentioned, it could help improve strategies for different things in the medical field that continually exist, such as a UTI. Although procedures drastically change as the years progress, the basis still exists today. Although, you're research was probably valid, it's interesting that they conclude by saying more studies definitely need to be completed. Continuing studies, just betters patient care, because the newest techniques are being discovered. You also brought up a good point about the questionnaire and how more people would be willing to participate. More participants means more data, which can only give the research more results
06/07/2012 9:13 pm 
Kristina, 
The grounded theory is definitely a positive one to choose because I feel as if it really covers the basis of all the research. Your study that you chose took place over two years, there clearly was an abundance of information that was collected. Also, the requirements that you mentioned to even participate make it very structured on how it was conducted. It assures for the validity and reliability of the study. The criteria makes sure that the results that were collected are all correct information, which helps the study because any false information could alter the entire study. 	Comment by Charlotte: two years; 	Comment by Charlotte: make 
Rubric for Asynchronous Discussion Participation
	Name: Lindsay Bialas
	Date Graded: 6/11/12
	Week #:   4
	
	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

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

   YES        NO
	Comments:6/6/ 129, 6/6 86, 6/7 113, 6/7 103


	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
  NO
	
	

	
	

	# of Days Participating: 2
	



	Criteria
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	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




