06/04/2012 9:54 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 designed used in the qualitative article, “Stress and nursing care needs of women with breast cancer during primary treatment: A qualitative study” was ethnography (Holtgrawe, Pinkert & Remmers, 2009, p. 1). The article was based on 42 women who were recently diagnosed with breast cancer. This design is appropriate for the research problem. Women are the only gender that is affected with breast cancer. This specific design made it possible to evaluate women’s stressors and the nursing care that has been provided to them. Validity was not specifically addressed in the article. Reliability was addressed because all the interviews took place 2-5 days after surgery and the interviews lasted for a year (Holtgrawe, Pinkert & Remmers, 2009, p. 3). None of the nurses involved had advanced training in Breast Care Nursing. 	Comment by Charlotte: Ethnography is based on behavior of a culture. The study was done determine stress and nursing care of women with breast cancer. 
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 first variable studied was based on the expectations and requirements that breast cancer patients have of the nursing staff during their hospital stay. The second variable was what concerns do breast cancer patients have during their stay in the hospital. The variables in this study can be defined operationally because the information provided displays how the information may be measured (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). The definitions are not clearly defined but we can infer from the study that this content analysis is a systematic, rule guided qualitative text analysis in which the study is analyzed and defined (Holtgrawe, Pinkert & Remmers, 2009, p. 3). 	Comment by Charlotte: systematic; 
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 mainly based on the interviews that took place. These interviews lasted anywhere between 20 and 50 minutes (Holtgrawe, Pinkert & Remmers, 2009, p. 3). This data collection approach is appropriate because the study is based on the patient’s experience. It is subjective information that is being obtained and it involves the patient’s statements. The data collecting is described adequately they explain how long the interview should last, and have specific guidelines on how the interview should be set up. Reliability and validity are addressed because their specific guidelines on how the interview should be carried out. 
Holtgrawe, M., Pinkert, C., & Remmers, H. (2009). Stress and nursing care needs of women with breast cancer during primary treatment: A qualitative study. European Journal of Oncology Nursing, 14(1). 11-16. 
Rebar, C.R., Gersch, C.J., Macnee, C.L., & McCabe, S. (2011). Understanding nursing research: Using research in evidence-based practice. (3rd ed.). Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. 
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	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   450

   YES        NO
	Comments:

	
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Good 
3 Points
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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.
	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.
	4




06/05/2012 11:37 am 
Lindsay,
I have commented on a few of your posts and have found the study you have been evaluating very interesting. The research design I used was also categorized as ethnography. I found this to be easier to comprehend because it is specific to a group of people. I think you make an excellent point when you state that this design is appropriate for the research problem at hand because they can go directly to the source. In the study I researched it is very similar because the research is very focused on the emotional and physical needs of women with breast cancer. The researchers were able to target female patients who were recently diagnosed with breast cancer and evaluate the outcomes. 
06/05/2012 11:38 am 
Kara,
I think you defined both conceptual and operational variables exceptionally. It would be very difficult to define and measure conceptual factors of a focused group discussion. There are so many variables that drive group conversations. It seems that the study had a clearly defined operational definition. By interviewing participants one on one it is easy to evaluate and define the outcomes of the conversation. By guiding the conversation with specific questions it is easier to measure the information provided. 
06/07/2012 6:56 pm 
Liji,
Your posts starts off with an excellent definition of what a research design is. I have been reading about your article for the past few weeks and have been very intrigued. I agree that the research design would be a grounded theory. The article displays reliability very clearly just as in the study I evaluated. The research was obtained through a structured interview. This would make the information easier to evaluate because it is the same for all participants. Despite the fact that the answers will be different depending on the participant and their background it is important to have some reliable measures taken during the interview.	Comment by Charlotte: post
06/07/2012 6:56 pm 
Kallie,
I think you make an interesting point about your research design using the grounded theory. I agree that euthanasia is such a profound topic to understand and takes a lot of thought to process. I found it interesting that the interviews were not very structured. The researchers used open-ended questions to obtain as much information as possible with no limitations. In most of the research I have come across so far it the interviews are at least semi-structured so that the evaluation process is easier. However, with a topic such as euthanasia it may be difficult to gather the appropriate information by asking specific questions about this topic. 
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	Criteria
	Unacceptable
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	Acceptable
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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




