06/10/2012 1:25 pm 
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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06/13/2012 7:50 pm 
Kallie,
I agree with you that this topic is important to nursing. Whether or not you agree with euthanasia, there are still going to be people out there who want to do it. If you are a nurse in that situation, then you need to have the knowledge of the patient’s perspective on euthanasia; that is what this study provided us with, the knowledge. The authors of this study also state that the results are applicable in situations where patients decide to refuse treatment which will ultimately end in them dying (Karlsson, Milberg, & Strang, 2012). So, even if you are not practicing in a state that allows for assistance in dying, the information gained in this study can lend itself to you in situations where your patients refuse treatment, because they wish to die.
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06/15/2012 8:11 pm 
Liji,
I agree with you that the topic of finding therapeutic nursing interventions for children that have been sexually abused and are suffering from PTSD, or other mental illnesses is a very important topic. I don’t think most people will instinctively know how to therapeutically help these types of patients. That is why we need evidence base practice to guide our interventions. It seems that recently in this area there have been a number of children committing suicide. So, if you think it is only a problem in the big cities, and not something you will have to deal with one day, then you are wrong. As nurses we need to equip ourselves with as many tools as we can in order to provide the best possible patient care.
06/15/2012 8:23 pm 
Kathleen,
I think that it is really cool that you experienced an event at your work where you were able to incorporate evidence base practice. Although you were not in the position to implement the outcomes of evidence base practice, you saw something that “was not working”, and coincidentally thought of my research article, which ties in perfectly to the need for this type of research to improve patient care. I think that is the whole purpose of this class. I will be honest, I too work at a healthcare facility, and I never have seen the RNs say, “this is a problem, let me do some research and see if I can find a better way to do this.” However, 95% of the RNs on my unit are Associate-degree nurses (nothing against ADN RNs), and did not take a course on nursing research. Also, maybe it is more common for the nurse managers, or the nurses in quality control that really get into using EBP to guide hospital protocol. Either way, I think it will be really cool once we are RNs, and we are able to recognize things that really aren’t working out, and then take the steps to find a better way to do things with Evidence base practice research.
06/13/2012 8:02 pm 
Kelsey,
I agree with you that your article does a good job providing the reader with literature that backs the purpose of their study. Your study described to the reader the knowledge that they had gained from other research studies of the variables involved in this type of study. It described how those variables had been studied in the past. It also described specifically whom those variables had been studied on. All of these topics are imperative in order to provide the reader with the confidence that the researcher has used valid resources from which they build their research design on (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). 
References
Rebar, C., Gersch, C., Macnee, C., & McCabe, S. (2011). Evidence-based nursing: Using research in practice. (3rd ed.). Understanding nursing research: Using research in evidence-based practice (p. 3). Philadelphia, PA: Wolters Kluwer Health|Lippincott Williams & Wilkins.
Rubric for Asynchronous Discussion Participation
	Name:
	Date Graded:
6/20/12
	Week #:   5
	
	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

	# of Responses:
	4
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments:

	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
  NO
	
	

	
	

	# of Days Participating:
	



	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
	2

	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.
	2




