06/11/2012 12:37 am 
Kallie,
I agree that operational variables would make this study more concrete. I also agree that grounded theory was an appropriate method for the research design for this topic. This topic is not very broad but due to the nature of the topic and the fact that autonomy is involved understanding the perception of the participants is important. The open-ended questions in the interviews can also allow the researcher more insight into the topic.
06/11/2012 12:53 am 
Kathleen,
While reading your post I remembered the quote " those who forget history are condemned to repeat it." In order to figure out what agents help to prevent UTI's the researcher would have to explore which ones did not work. The research design used fits this study because it defines the concept of the research being studied. I agree with you that the survey method could allow this research study to be repeated if it were possible to get a hold of the questions. Patient care is always evolving and so repeating a study like this could validate the results of the previous study or show that new improvements needed to be made.	Comment by Charlotte: Delete the extra space.
06/10/2012 11:44 pm 
Kaley,
Interviews are a great way to gain insight about the phenomenon being studied. Interviews that are conducted with open-ended questions allow the participants to share their opinion more freely and also allows the researcher to analyze the participants non-verbal communication about the topic being studied. While interviews are a great method for collecting data unless the specific questions that were asked were written down it would be hard to repeat the study exactly.	Comment by Charlotte: participants’
06/11/2012 12:11 am 
Kelly,
Gaining information from an emic point of view is an interesting way to gain information for the topic at hand. This allowed the researchers to gain information from those who promote the vaccine. The research gathered is not solely based on outsider's opinion. The fact that the same survey was given to all of the nurses makes it easier to document specific data. Although the exact questions in the survey were not given repeating this study would not be as hard because the the topics used for the questions in the survey were given.
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	0



Rubric for Asynchronous Discussion Participation
	Name:
	Date Graded:
	Week #:   
	
	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

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

   YES        NO
	Comments:  6/11 77, 6/11 117, 6/10 77, 6/11 98
Three of the comments were on one day. 

	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)
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	Follow-Up Postings
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