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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 main problem that the researchers wanted to address was if registered nurses were getting enough information regarding the influenza vaccination in order to make a valid decision of receiving or declining. The researchers also wanted to fully understand the reasons as to why the RN's were declining the vaccination. The problem and purpose were clearly stated within the first paragraph of the research study. This topic is extremely important in nursing, especially on inpatient floors. The influenza virus is very easy to pass from one person to another. If a nurse is dealing with a patient that has influenza and that nurse is not vaccinated, she can pick up and carry the disease immediately. This would lead to passing the virus to other patients, co-workers, and visitors to the floor. It is important that people get vaccinated or to wear a surgical mask at all times during the influenza season to avoid infecting others. 
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 objective was clearly stated in the summary of the research article. According to Ofstead, Tucker, Beebe, & Poland, (2008) "To evaluate the receipt of information and knowledge about influenza and vaccination, as well as influenza vaccination status and reasons for declining vaccination, among registered nurses" (Ofstead, Tucker, Beebe, & Poland, 2008). The researchers did an excellent job explaining every aspect of that objective. The objective is definitely appropriate for the purpose of the study considering the 90 question survey presented to the selected registered nurses was based off of this objective. 
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?
Conceptual framework is seen here because the researchers wanted to gain information from the registered nurses in relation to the influenza vaccination. The study was focused on a 90 question survey that was used as a framework. The questions were geared towards the problem but allowed for multiple answers for each nurse. The framework concepts and relationships identified the problem because the questions focused on the objective of the study. The questions were used to understand the information the registered nurses were receiving on the influenza vaccination and why they would decline the vaccine. 
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?
The literature review was appropriate and organized. Previous studies that were performed on this topic showed low vaccination rates in the hospital setting. The recent study used much information from the past to compare and contrast. The current study showed a great increase of influenza vaccines in the workplace. The researchers also used current data that showed that the numbers increased due to the option of receiving a free influenza vaccine for employees provided by the hospital. The literature was well-critiqued because the researchers saw an increase in vaccinations over time and believed that also had to do with education on the virus. This is why they decided to go out and discover what kind of information these registered nurses were receiving and if they understood what was being presented. The researchers believed this would have a lot to do with their decision making of receiving the vaccination. The literature does justify the need for the study. Even after this study was completed, I feel there needs to be another one conducted. Researchers found that even though adequate information was provided and free vaccination was implemented, registered nurses were declining the vaccination for reasons they did not want to discuss. Another research study could open the doors to answers behind this issue. 
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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.
	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.

	

	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.
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	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.
	




06/16/2012 5:02 pm 
-Kara
I recently went through hospital training and spent a great deal of time talking about infection control. This is a huge issue within the hospital setting since so many people can be affected. I would assume that much money is spent on infection control within these health care settings. I find your article to be very interesting because I would imagine many hospitals face an issue with infection control among critical care patients. I can see your study being a great assist to many because research can help to fight hospital acquired infections in relation to catheters. 
06/16/2012 5:08 pm 
-Kelsey
I have read previous posts of yours and find myself being more and more interested in this topic. I would really like to see what other nursing students have to say about oral report and if they are getting enough information as they would like. So far I can say that I had great nurses teaching me how to give an accurate shift report during my clinical experiences. I can say that I would be comfortable signing off with a new nurse and feeling as if I gave her an accurate amount of information on my previous patients. I can only assume many may not feel the same. I believe your article is very important to nursing because it can really change the way your day is going to flow on the floor
06/17/2012 9:07 pm 
-Katherine
I think that any research study that focuses on how to better understand the patient is important. If the hospital staff can do one small thing to make a patient more comfortable, I bet it totally changes the view of the patient's stay. I found the objectives of your research study to be very interesting and important for those patients that have to battle kidney failure. Your study seems to be one that will have many trials to come. Dealing with patients that have an end stage disease will always lead to new and important research. 
06/17/2012 9:00 pm 
-Laura
Your research article is very vital to the NICU floors in hospitals. When newborns are put in the NICU, they obviously are battling for their lives. I believe people often forget that newborns have to be treated differently than the normal patient you would see in the hospital setting. Offering great palliative care in a NICU probably makes a huge difference in the newborn and parent's lives. This is a very stressful situation for the baby as well as the family. If anyone can be put at ease for even a second is important to me. I think palliative care would be a great benefit to any NICU. 
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	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	

	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
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