06/13/2012 9:27 am 
1.What was the problem and the purpose of the study? Were the problem and purpose clearly stated? In your opinion, is the topic important to nursing? How?
The purpose of the study was to identify the agents used in the prevention of UTI's were effective and if they were properly documented. The problem and purpose were clearly stated in both the abstract and the article of the study. This topic is incredibly important to nursing because UTI's are a common occurance in hostipals and nursing homes. 	Comment by Charlotte: occurrence	Comment by Charlotte: hospitals
2. What are the objectives and/or research questions in the study? Did the author(s) clearly state them or do you have to infer them? Are the objectives/questions appropriate for the purpose of the study, or do the objectives/questions seem to address another issue?
The main research question addressed in the study was what agents are most effective in preventing UTIs. The author clearly stated what the objective of the study was. Yes, the the research question was apppopriate for the purpose of the study. 	Comment by Charlotte: appropriate
3. Was the study based on a framework? If so, what framework was used? Does the framework fit the problem? Are the framework concepts and relationships identified and clearly related to the problem?
The study of the prevention of UTIs was not based off a framework. To me, the researchers had saw a trend of reoccuring UTIs and wanted to see what agents were being used for prophalaxsis and if they were effective.	Comment by Charlotte: reoccurring	Comment by Charlotte: prophylaxis
Was the review of the literature thorough, appropriate and organized? Was current research included in the review? Was the literature well-critiqued? Were gaps in knowledge identified relating to the research problem? In other words, does the literature justify the need for the study?
The literature was to me was very interesting, and hit on a topic that is a problem in almost every hospital/nursing home. They included current agents used in prevention and they also researched previous methods that had been used in prophalaxsis. The literature clearly stated that UTIs are a problem and that prevention is the most effective way to treat UTIs, so yes the study was justified. 	Comment by Charlotte: prophylaxis
Bergman, J., Schgott,J., & Blix, H. (2011). Prevention of urinary tract infections in nursin homes: lack if eveidence-based prescription? BMC Geriatrics. 11(69). 	Comment by Charlotte: nursing	Comment by Charlotte: Lack	Comment by Charlotte: evidence	Comment by Charlotte: should be italics, page numbers? 
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06/13/2012 9:48 am 
Kara,
I find your topic of your article really interesting. Just the other day at the hospital I work at, they put a flexiseal on a patient and they said that there is often leakage or the patient pulls it out. To me I was thinking than what is the point of even putting one in if you are anticipating an accident. However, if it is effective than it is a great way to keep fecal matter out of the bed. I was curious on if you article stated, whether the risk was worth the gain. 	Comment by Charlotte: Fragment
Great post!
06/16/2012 1:08 pm 
Kara, 
I agree with you, research really needs to be implemented every day in a hospital setting. I know a lot of the nurses I work with will often research drugs and diseases, however it is a quick search and they just get an overview. I think a lot of nurses do not want to question what the doctor does and that is why research does not get done as often as it should. What we need to realize that there are many different ways to do things, and though some ways work, there may be a better more efficient way. 
06/13/2012 9:41 am 
Lindsay, 
I think I may have misunderstood what a literature review was, I thought that the background was literature review. In the background of my study, it identified that there was a problem with reoccurant UTIs and why it was important that there is a resolution to the problem. That's why I was wondering if there was an actual section that was titled literature review, or if it could also be taken as the background. My study, also did not include a framework, nor did it include a table, which makes me wonder how they organized their research. 	Comment by Charlotte: was; 	Comment by Charlotte: reoccurrant	Comment by Charlotte: delete comma
Great Job!
Kate
06/16/2012 1:02 pm 
Kallie,
Prevention is the key in the treatment of UTIs. I agree with you that antibiotics should be started in high risk patients, however this could cause severe resistance to the infection. As we all know this could become a serious problem in hospitals, if an infection gets out that can not be stopped by antibiotics. One thing, that my research article mentioned was drinking cranberry juice regularly for prophylaxis, another important factor in prevention is personal hygiene and as you mentioned proper foley care. Another issue, that many hospitals run into is continuing the use of foley catheters in patients that an existing UTI. 	Comment by Charlotte: patients; 	Comment by Charlotte: cannot	Comment by Charlotte: Foley	Comment by Charlotte: Foley
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