06/06/2012 2:14 pm 
1. The research design that seems to best fit the qualitative article I chose is phenomenology. According to Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, and McCabe (2011), this method is used to discover and develop understanding of experiences as perceived by those living the experience (p. 184). This appears to accurately describe the study, especially since the goal of the study was “To explore how staff recognize that a resident is dying and to present a typology of comfort measures” (Waldrop & Kirdendall, 2009, p. 719). Since the participants all currently worked in a nursing home with residents who were dying and would need end of life care, the participants were living the experience that researchers were interested in studying. Because of this, I think that the design method was appropriate. Validity and reliability are not directly addressed. However, I feel that the method of measurement used in the study was both valid and reliable. The use of interviews that consisted of open ended questions gained the information that was intended to be studied. Since the goal was to discover how staff members view the experience at interest, their responses were also reliable even though the answers among staff members may not be exactly the same. 	Comment by Charlotte: recognizes
2. The variables being studied were the participating staff member’s perspective on how they know when a resident is dying and what type of comfort measures should be implemented. The variables were defined conceptually. Participants gave their own personal opinions based on their experiences with dying patients who are provided with end of life care. 
3. In this study, researchers collected data from their participants through one-on-one interviews that consisted of open ended questions. The data collection approach was appropriate for the study. Researchers wanted to gain an understanding of their perceptions and experiences with dying residents. The best way to do so would be through interviews. The data collection process was described adequately. However, I do not think I could repeat the study perfectly. While the researchers give a few examples of the questions that were asked to the participants, it is not clear exactly what they were asked. However, I do feel that I was able to get a fairly clear picture of the data collection process by reading this study.
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06/09/2012 1:49 pm 
Kelsey,
You did a great job explaining the factors that make a study follow a grounded theory design. While deciding on which design best fit my study I kept considering this design but eventually decided on another even though I thought they both appeared to fit very well. You helped to clarify what a grounded theory design consists of. Also, you described validity and reliability very well. Even though these are simple terms, it can be more difficult to apply them to a study. Overall, great post! 
06/08/2012 9:54 pm 
Kate,
The study you chose to review sounds like a very good example of the historical research design. I think this design sounds interesting because it builds off of knowledge that was previously believed or used. Even though hospital acquired UTIs have decreased since the past, they still occur and could cause major problems for patients who are already sick. A study to learn the most effective ways to prevent this from occurring sounds like a great idea. The process of collecting data seems like it was simple and convenient but also provided the researchers with reliable results. It is a simple way of greatly improving certain aspects of hospital care. 
06/09/2012 1:23 pm 
Krystal,
I had a very similar issue while trying to decide which research design best fits the study I am reviewing. I was a little confused because two different designs both seemed to fit my study very well. I finally decided on phenomenology because the study was focused on studying people’s perceptions of their own experiences. I thought you did a great job explaining both designs and how they both relate to your study. Also, our studies both used the same process for collecting data. I think this is the best method for these studies since it is focused on personal experiences. 
06/10/2012 4:49 pm 
Laura,
Like this study, the one that I chose to review was one of the few others that also seem to fall under the phenomenology design. This type of design sounds most interesting to me. If done correctly, I would think that great information could be gained by studying individuals who have experienced the topic of interest. Like you mentioned, the researchers probably could have used a method of collecting data that is more accurate than a survey, such as an interview that consisted of open ended questions. Participants of a survey may feel like they should choose the best or “desired” answer instead of the answer that best represents how they really feel. It would be interesting to see how the results of an interview would compare with the results of the survey. 
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