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.
Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: Kimberly Lindsay 
	Date Graded:
	Week #:   4
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments: your post is late by 4 days. You will receive 2 points. 

	
	



	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.

	0

	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.
	0

	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.
	0

	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.
	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)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	1.5

	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



Kimberly Lindsay 
06/11/2012 11:59 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 used was grounded theory. According to Rebar, Gersch, Macnee & McCabe (2011) this theory is used to study social processes and focuses on links and interactions among ideas or categories. Sampling in grounded theory is usually purposive because it seeks participants experiencing the process or changes under the study (Rebar et al, 2011). This design was appropriate for the study because this study focused on the participants perspectives about childhood obesity treatment. The sample of participants used for this study had some type of involvement in a childhood obesity program. Validity was addressed in this study. To establish trustworthiness peer consultation took place between all the authors that developed the framework for this study (Staniford, et al, 2011). Validation also took place by allowing all the participants to verify that the documented analysis of their perspectives was accurate. To establish reliability two post–doctoral researchers were included in the review of the data gathered so a consensus could be reached if there was a discrepancy (Staniford, et al, 2011).
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 in this study is the participant’s perception of interventions performed in a childhood obesity treatment program. The variable was defined conceptually. The variable was affected by whether the health care professional’s intervention was perceived as a success to the child in the childhood obesity treatment program. The definitions were not clearly defined but one could infer that the definition was theoretical. There is no way to measure the success or lack of success of the interventions questioned in this study.
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?
Semi-structured interviews were the data collection method used for this study. The interviews were developed using a flexible interview guide with topics that were identified from previous reviews of childhood obesity treatment interventions (Rebar et al, 2011). The data collection method for this qualitative study does not seem appropriate due to the fact that qualitative research usually does not use semi-structured interviews as a form of data collection; these types of interviews can assume and control answers (Rebar et al, 2011). The questions during the interview were asked in an open –ended manner which allowed the participant to give their perspective on the topic. The interviews were transcribed verbatim which helped to ensure validity. Two post-doctoral researchers reviewed the data that was collected which helped to ensure reliability and minimize bias (Staniford, et al, 2011). The data collection process was described adequately. This study could be duplicated if necessary. The interviews were transcribed verbatim and the researchers developed a thematic framework which listed all the themes and sub themes of the data that was collected.
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