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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 problem that my study aimed to address was the challenge healthcare facilities face, specifically the acute/critical care settings, with fecal contamination (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009). The purpose of the study was to compare two different indwelling bowel catheters in regards to their costs when all factors related to cost are taken into consideration, “and to compare the infection rates between the two groups (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009, p. S2). In my opinion this topic is very important, especially the infection aspect of it. As nurses, infection is always a primary concern when it comes to caring for our patients.
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 objectives of this study sought to identify the “economic impact, frequency of fecal leakage events, associated perianal skin health, and ease of use of catheters as an initial step toward assessing the potential benefits of using indwelling bowel catheters systems in acute/critical care units” (Kowal-Vern et al., 2009, p. S4). The author clearly stated this objective. These objectives are appropriate in that they address the purpose of this study.
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?
Frameworks are used to refine a research problem (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). “A theoretical framework is an underlying structure that describes how abstract aspects of the research problem interrelate based on developed theories. A conceptual framework also is an underlying structure, but it comprises concepts and the relationships among them (Rebar et al., 2011, p. 204). This study was not based on a framework.
4. The literature review is a section within research articles. Your analysis of the literature review is NOT your thoughts on how well-written and organized the journal article was. The literature review analysis should consist of your thoughts of how well the researchers looked at past literature to identify what was and was not known about the research topic prior to the current study. Please use the following questions as a guide. 
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?
My article did not have a literature review section, but reference to relevant research was intertwined all throughout the article. It was thorough in that it was used to prove that there was a need for this research to be done. It was appropriate in that it was relevant to the purpose and objectives of this study. It was also organized in that it intertwined reviews of literature into this article at appropriate times to support the point they were trying to make. The literature was well critiqued. They identified gaps in knowledge relating to the research problem, which was fecal containment in bedridden patients. Below is an example of a gap of knowledge that this study aimed to bridge:
Results of a separate risk factors analysis model indicated that
the odds of having a pressure ulcer was 222 times greater for
hospitalized adult patients with fecal incontinence than for
hospitalized adult patients without fecal incontinence. Recent
reimbursement changes for hospital-acquired pressure ulcers
from the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services underscore
the need for hospitals to develop and implement comprehensive
protocols for management of fecal incontinence (Kowal-Vern et
al., 2009, p. S3).
The gaps in knowledge related to this topic does justify the need to perform this study.
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	Initial Assignment Posting
	Posts no assignment.
	Posts adequate assignment with superficial thought and preparation; doesn’t address all aspects of the task.
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	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.
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