06/06/2012 11:27 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?
Research by Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen (2006) states the following:
The qualitative research approach of ‘grounded theory was used; this was an inductive process in which the interviews and focus groups provided a textual database from which key themes and their inter-relationships were identified. In order to maximize reliability and validity, the themes were summarized at the end of each interview or focus group in order to achieve a common understanding between the informant(s) and interviewer. Themes that were identified as being important were asked about in subsequent sessions. The information elicited was first condensed into main words or shorter phrases (‘meaning condensation’); these were then coded into topics (‘meaning categorization’). The interviews and focus group sessions were based on a semi-structured interview guide and controlled by the same interviewers. (p. 146)
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 studies were sociodemographic and obstetric and the effect of these variables on women’s reasons for choosing prenatal ultrasound was studied. There were some direct definitions provided, however, the one’s that weren’t provided could easily be inferred. When talking about sociodemographic variable, the “lower income was defined as an income below the mean income of the study population. Lower education was defined as no or short education” (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006, p. 148). Women in lower income group wanted the ultrasound to view the baby and to know the sex of the baby, and the women in higher income group wanted it to make sure everything was normal with the baby and for personal reassurance (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006).	Comment by Charlotte: fragment
When talking about Obstetric variables, the researchers inferred to the stage of pregnancy, i.e. first trimester or second trimester, and to the presence or absence of previous miscarriage (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006).
A third variable was also included in the study, which was participant attitude about abortion. “Women who believed that trisomy justifies abortion and who would vote for free abortion, were more likely to want to know about abnormalities, while those against abortion for trisomy were more likely to want ultrasound in order to see the baby or check for multiple pregnancy” (Women who believed that trisomy justifies abortion were more likely to want to know about abnormalities, while those against abortion for trisomy were more likely to want ultrasound in order to see the baby or check for multiple pregnancy (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006, p. 148)
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 methods used in this research were interviews & focus groups, and questionnaires based on the information collected from the interviews. The data collection was appropriate in this case because it is a qualitative study and the process was defined adequately. It was described in a manner that even people with no experience in research could understand and reiterate it.	Comment by Charlotte: was
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	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.
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	Content
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	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
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	5

	References & Support
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	Incorporates one reference from literature.  May lack relevance.  May lack proper APA format in citing.
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	5
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06/10/2012 12:37 am 
Kourtney,
I liked how you defined the variables and also gave an explanation with them rather than simply stating them. You mentioned that grounded theory was used and the use of time was addressed by having the parents of children over 2 yrs old participate. According to our text, "Grounded theory methods often incorporate time into the study because the focus usu-ally is on processes or change. The method itself, however, does not specify any particular timing to the data collection and analysis process" (Rebar, Gersch, McCabe, & Macnee, 2011, p. 185). So, I am wondering if the study had a specific time period over which the data was collected or the age limit of the child was the only time factor involved?	Comment by Charlotte: Fragment 
Well done.
Reference
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06/10/2012 2:03 pm 
Kara,
I liked how you explained the variables for the selected article. According to our text, "a variable is an aspect of the phenomenon of interest or research problem that differs among people or situations. Research aims to under-stand, explain, or predict those differences or variations" (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011, p.68). Even though you mentioned that the definitions weren't clearly provided, there was a scale to help define the variable, which provides an easier way for the participants to grade. It also allows a better way of categorizing the selections by the researchers.
Well done Kara.
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06/09/2012 11:14 pm 
This is brilliant Katherine. I didn't know some of the methodologies you listed so, much like Laura, I had to look it up and what I found interesting was the a single study used all these different methodologies. My understanding is that hermeneutical phenomenology is based on interpretation rather than description. According to Heidegger, descriptions are not descriptions. They are, in fact, interpretations by humans. I found an article that students may find interesting to read. It defines Hermeneutic phenomenology as a “research methodology aimed at producing rich textual descriptions of the experiencing of selected phenomena in the lifeworld of individuals that are able to connect with the experience of all of us collectively” (Smith, 1997, p. 80)"	Comment by Charlotte: Use either the or a, but not both. 	Comment by Charlotte:  Grammar check recommends it be two words. 
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06/09/2012 10:38 pm 
Very well put Laura. You mentioned that phenomenology is the scope in this case. Was it clear in the study that objectivity didn't play any role and only subjectivity was focused on? I ask because being a phenomenology study, objectivity would be a bias since it is supposed to focus on the subject alone while walking away entirely from the object. I wonder if any researchers developed anything about the internal experience of a person (participant), that deduction can't be validated with objectivity. 
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