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 GS/NURS 5300 3.0 Quantitative Research Methods in Nursing Science 

Course Outline - Fall 2018 

 

 

These course materials are designed for use as part of the GS/NURS5300 at York 
University and are the property of the instructor unless otherwise stated. Third party 
copyrighted materials (such as book chapters, journal articles, music, videos, etc.) have 
either been licensed for use in this course or fall under an exception or limitation in 
Canadian Copyright law. Copying this material for distribution (e.g. uploading material to 
a commercial third-party website) may lead to a violation of Copyright law. 
 

 

 

Course Director: Dr. Tsorng-Yeh Lee, RN, PhD  

 

A. Calendar Course Description 

 

This online course focuses on acquisition and application of fundamental concepts, methods, 

and procedures of quantitative nursing research required to develop a research proposal; 

including but not limited to: developing researchable questions, designing research selecting 

appropriate methods and analysis strategies. 

 

Co-requisite or prerequisite NURS 5100 6.0 or with permission of the Course Director. 

 

 

B. Expanded Course Description 

 

This course will enhance the student’s knowledge in quantitative research methodology, one of 

the multiple ways of knowing in nursing.  The student will develop the skills required to 

develop a research proposal using quantitative research methods by completing key steps in 

this process. 

 

 

By the end of this course, the student will be able to: 

 

• formulate researchable questions and hypotheses; 

• understand the relationship between theory and research; 

• synthesize current literature review pertaining to the research questions; 

• articulate the linkages between the research question and study design; 

• compare and contrast various quantitative research designs; 

• understand threats to the internal validity of quantitative research designs and methods to 

reduce such threats; 

• identify appropriate data collection methods, including validity and reliability of data 

collections instruments; and 

• demonstrate knowledge in a selected number of intermediate data analyses methods, such 

as multiple regression, ANOVA, and RM-ANOVA. 



 

GS/NURS 5300 F-18 

2 

 

 

This is an Internet course and students are required to regularly access Moodle and their yorku.ca 

email account.  Note that email communication about the course should be via your yorku.ca 

email.  Access to Moodle requires a Passport York login and password.  If you have managed to 

obtain a copy of this outline, but do not yet have a Passport York account, click on 

http://www.yorku.ca/computing/students/accounts/passportyork.html to set one up.  To access 

Moodle, click on http://moodle.yorku.ca and remember to join the course so you can obtain 

materials and start posting. 

http://www.yorku.ca/computing/students/accounts/passportyork.html


 

GS/NURS 5300 F-18 

3 

C. Progress Through the Course 

 

Welcome to NURS 5300.  My contact information is below in case you need it. 

 

• Room: 312 HNES Building, Keele Campus, York University 

• Email: tsylee@yorku.ca 

 

I will be online to read discussions, check e-mails, and provide feedback at various times during 

the week.  However, I cannot be available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.  I commit to checking 

the course Moodle site a minimum of three times during the week (Sunday-Thursday). I am 

usually quick to respond to student questions, but please give me 2 full business days (Monday-

Friday) before you start thinking I’m ‘slow’ to answer you. 

 

This course is 3.0 credits which mean that if you were on campus then you would have 12 weeks 

of 3 hour classes, or 36 hours total in seminar/classroom settings.  In addition, the rule of thumb 

is that over a semester you need another 2-3 hours per classroom hour to complete readings, 

assignments, and other details related to a course.  As you can see, the hours add up pretty 

quickly and you need to be prepared to commit to the workload.  In addition, graduate courses 

are more demanding than undergraduate courses, so 3.0 credits in a graduate program is more 

intensive than 3.0 credits in an undergraduate program.  Typically, 9.0 credits in a term are 

considered full-time for graduate students, whereas a full-time undergraduate student would be 

expected to take 15.0 credits in a single term. 

 

Note that an online course is not the same as a distance course.  In a distance course, students 

generally complete work on their own timetable and without interaction with others, apart from 

submitting assignments.  An online course, on the other hand, is very interactive and requires 

attention to the course schedule and to dialogue among the students and the Course Director. 

 

An online course means that you do not have to travel to campus so you save traveling time, but 

you do still need to spend time completing the course work.  Much of the discussion that would 

take place in a seminar has to take place online, so you are expected to participate regularly in 

online discussions to gain as much as you can from the course.  Checking in most days (so 

reading postings from other students regularly) and also responding at least 3 times per week 

tends to keep the workload manageable and helps students get the most out of the course.  It is 

important that you plan your time and are prepared to spend the needed hours to complete the 

work to the best of your ability.  I encourage you to show respect to yourself and to your peers 

by making the course a priority and giving your best effort – as with many things in life, the 

more you give, the more you get in return. 

 

The course has been organized in a way that helps you build on knowledge and skills as you 

move through the modules.  You are expected to have successfully completed an undergraduate 

research course and to have some familiarity with statistics (e.g., an undergraduate statistics 

course, or an applied course such as NURS 2300 at York), but I recognize that it may have been 

some time ago.  Therefore, the text readings and additional material posted on the course Moodle 

website include information about basic quantitative research as well as the graduate level work.  

However, we cannot spend time reviewing material you are supposed to know if it is a detriment 
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to engaging with the graduate level work.  I would encourage you to reflect on your knowledge 

level and then to review the basic material carefully so you will be successful in the course.  

There’s a lot of material to be covered, but it is doable and has been completed very successfully 

by students before you so take a deep breath and don’t panic when you start to read the course 

outline.  If you stay with the schedule, then you will be on track and won’t get overwhelmed. 

 

You’ll find that you have readings for each week and there are learning activities associated with 

the readings which involve dialogue with your group members.  These activities will contribute 

to your understanding and will increase your knowledge and confidence so that you will be ready 

to tackle the graded assignments.  Don’t be shy, participate as often as possible, and enjoy the 

feeling at the end of the semester when you realize how much you have learned! 

 

 

 

D. Resources 

 

 Required text. 

 

Polit, D.F., & Beck, C.T. (2017). Nursing research: Generating and assessing evidence for 

nursing practice (10th ed.). Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott, Williams and Wilkins. ISBN-

13: 978-1496300232, ISBN-10: 1496300238 

 

 Recommended text. 

 

American Psychological Association. (2010). Publication manual of the American Psychological 

Association (6th ed.). Washington, DC: Author. 

 

 Obtaining articles. (N.B. all articles are available online through York’s library) 

 

You can obtain a copy of the articles in the following way: 

 

• Go to http://www.library.yorku.ca/ccm/jsp/homepage.jsp 

• Click on eResources, type in the name of the journal (e.g., Journal of Nursing Scholarship),  

and then Go. 

• Click on one of the resources that include the year you are looking for, e.g., v.31, 1999 - 

[Blackwell Journals]. 

• You will then need to sign in when accessing from home (Passport York or library number). 

• Click on the year you want, e.g., 2018, and then the required volume and issue, e.g., Volume 

40, Issue 2. 

• Scroll down to find authors’ names (Sezici, E., Ocakci, A. F., & Kadioglu, H.) and click on 

PDF version; you can then print the article (you also can save the article to your own 

computer or USB key which I recommend you do). 

 

 

 

 

http://www.library.yorku.ca/ccm/jsp/homepage.jsp
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Required Articles for Online Discussion 

 

Benkert, R., Hollie, B., Nordstrom, C. K., Wickson, B., & Bins-Emerick, L. (2009). Trust, 

mistrust, racial identity and patient satisfaction in urban African American primary care 

patients of nurse practitioners. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 41(2), 211-219. 

doi:10.1111/j.1547-5069.2009.01273.x  

 

Chang, S. J., Kwak, E. Y., Hahm, B., Seo, S. H., Lee, D. W., & Jang, S. J. (2016). Effects of a 

meditation program on nurses’ power and quality of life. Nursing Science Quarterly, 29(3), 

227-234. doi:10.1177/0894318416647778  

 

Eslami, A. A., Norozi, E., Hajihosseini, M., Ramazani, A. A., & Miri, M. R. (2018). Social 

          cognitive theory as a theoretical framework to predict sustained abstinence 6 months after 

          substance use treatment. Journal of Substance Use, 23(3), 300-306.  

          doi:10.1080/14659891.2017.1394382 

 

Hicks, M., McDermott, L. L., Rouhana, N., Schmidt, M., Seymour, M. W., & Sullivan, T. 

(2008). Nurses’ body size and public confidence in ability to provide health education. 

Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 40(4), 349-354. doi:10.1111/j.1547-5069.2008.00249.x 

 

Ramoo, V., Abdullah, K. L., Tan, P. S., Wong, L. P., Chua, Y. P., & Tang, L. Y. (2017). 

Sedation scoring and managing abilities of intensive care nurses post educational 

intervention. Nursing In Critical Care, 22(3), 141-149. doi:10.1111/nicc.12180 

 

Rodwell, J., Noblet, A., Demir, D., & Steane, P. (2009). Supervisors are central to work 

characteristics affecting nurse outcomes. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 41(3), 310-319. 

doi:10.1111/j.1547-5069.2009.01285.x 

 

Sezici, E., Ocakci, A. F., & Kadioglu, H. (2017). Use of play therapy in nursing process: A 

prospective randomized controlled study. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 49(2), 162-

169. doi:10.1111/jnu.12277. 

 

Tektaş, P., & Çam, O. (2017). The effects of nursing care based on Watson's theory of human 

caring on the mental health of pregnant women after a pregnancy loss. Archives of 

Psychiatric Nursing, 31(5), 440-446. doi:10.1016/j.apnu.2017.07.002  

 

 

 

 

 

Additional Material 

 

Arcidiacono, C., Natale, A., Carbone, A., & Procentese, F. (2017). Participatory action research 

from an intercultural and critical perspective. Journal of Prevention & Intervention in the 

Community, 45(1), 44-56. doi:10.1080/10852352.2016.1197740 
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Azulai, A., & Rankin, J. A. (2012). Triangulation in Canadian doctoral dissertations on aging. 

International Journal of Multiple Research Approaches, 6(2), 125-140. 

 

Chen, H., Chuang, T., Lin, P., Lin, Y., & Chuang, Y. (2017). Effects of messages delivered by 

mobile phone on increasing compliance with shoulder exercises among patients with a 

frozen shoulder. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 49(4), 429-437. doi:10.1111/jnu.12308 

(ANCOVA). 

 

Doyle, L., Brady, A., & Byrne, G. (2016). An overview of mixed methods research – revisited. 

Journal of Research in Nursing, 21(8), 623-635. doi:10.1177/1744987116674257 

 

Fawcett, J., & AbuFannouneh, A. M. (2017). Thoughts about population health nursing research 

methods: Questions about participants and informed consent. Nursing Science Quarterly, 

30(4), 353-355. doi:10.1177/0894318417724461 

 

Gantt, M. A., Dadds, S., Burns, D. S., Glaser, D., & Moore, A. D. (2017). The Effect of binaural 

beat technology on the cardiovascular stress response in military service members with 

postdeployment stress. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 49(4), 411-420. 

doi:10.1111/jnu.12304 (a mixed ANOVA). 

 

Hatfield, L. A. (2008). Sucrose decreases infant biobehavioral pain response to immunizations: 

         A randomized control trial. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 40(3), 219-225.  

         doi:10.1111/j.1547-5069.2008.00229.x (RM-ANOVA) 

 

Lor, M., Backonja, U., & Lauver, D. R. (2017). How could nurse researchers apply theory to 

generate knowledge more efficiently?. Journal of Nursing Scholarship, 49(5), 580-589. 

doi:10.1111/jnu.12316 

 

Mesel, T. (2013). The necessary distinction between methodology and philosophical 

assumptions in healthcare research. Scandinavian Journal of Caring Sciences, 27(3), 

750-756. doi:10.1111/j.1471-6712.2012.01070.x 

 

Ødegård, A., & Bjørkly, S. (2012). A mixed method approach to clarify the construct validity of 

interprofessional collaboration: An empirical research illustration. Journal of 

Interprofessional Care, 26(4), 283-288. doi:10.3109/13561820.2011.652784 

 

Tai, H., Pan, M., & Lee, B. (2015). Applying Technological Pedagogical and Content 

Knowledge (TPACK) model to develop an online English writing course for nursing 

students. Nurse Education Today, 35(6), 782-788. doi:10.1016/j.nedt.2015.02.016 

            (RM-MANOVA, TF) 

 

Youngshin, S., Youn-Jung, S., & Doonam, O. (2015). Methodological issues in questionnaire 

design. Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing, 45(3), 323-328. 

doi:10.4040/jkan.2015.45.3.323 
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Web-Based Resources 

 

 How to write a literature review. 

 

http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/specific-types-of-writing/literature-review 

http://www.library.cqu.edu.au/tutorials/litreviewpages/ 

http://www.wisc.edu/writing/Handbook/ReviewofLiterature.html 

http://library.ucsc.edu/ref/howto/literaturereview.html 

 

 Ethics. 

 

Tri-Council Policy Statement 

http://www.pre.ethics.gc.ca  

 

Canadian Institutes of Health Research 

http://www.cihr-irsc.gc.ca/e/29331.html 

 

American Psychological Association 

http://www.apa.org/science/rcr/homepage.html 

 

National Research Council of Canada 

http://www.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/eng/ethics/human-subjects.html 

 

 Sampling. 

 

http://www.statcan.ca/english/edu/power/ch13/probability/probability.htm 

http://www.surveysystem.com/sscalc.htm 

 

 Power analysis information and applets. 

 

http://www.math.yorku.ca/SCS/Online/power/ 

http://www.statsoft.com/textbook/stpowan.html 

 

 Tips on developing surveys and questionnaires. 

 

http://www.socialresearchmethods.net/kb/survey.htm 

http://www2.chass.ncsu.edu/garson/pa765/survey.htm 

http://www.emich.edu/public/geo/557book/e112.survey.html 

 

 SPSS. 

 

http://www.ats.ucla.edu/stat/spss/default.htm 

http://www.psych.utoronto.ca/courses/c1/spss/toc.htm 

 

http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/specific-types-of-writing/literature-review
http://www.library.cqu.edu.au/tutorials/litreviewpages/
http://www.wisc.edu/writing/Handbook/ReviewofLiterature.html
http://library.ucsc.edu/ref/howto/literaturereview.html
http://www.pre.ethics.gc.ca/
http://www.cihr-irsc.gc.ca/e/29331.html
http://www.apa.org/science/rcr/homepage.html
http://www.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/eng/ethics/human-subjects.html
http://www.statcan.ca/english/edu/power/ch13/probability/probability.htm
http://www.surveysystem.com/sscalc.htm
http://www.math.yorku.ca/SCS/Online/power/
http://www.statsoft.com/textbook/stpowan.html
http://www.socialresearchmethods.net/kb/survey.htm
http://www2.chass.ncsu.edu/garson/pa765/survey.htm
http://www.emich.edu/public/geo/557book/e112.survey.html
http://www.ats.ucla.edu/stat/spss/default.htm
http://www.psych.utoronto.ca/courses/c1/spss/toc.htm
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E. Evaluation 

 

There are two aspects to evaluation in this course: online discussions and written, individual 

assignments.  You will read assigned articles and chapters in your required text to inform online 

discussion within 5 modules. 

 

Evaluation Strategy Due Date Percentage of Grade 

 

1.  Online Discussion 

 

 

During weeks 2-11 

 

20% (total) 

 

2.  Individual Written Work 

 

(A) Research Proposal 

• Draft Part One 

• Draft Part Two 

• Final Research Proposal 

 

 

(B) Own Data File and Analysis  

 

 

(C) Study Data File and Analysis 

 

 

 

 

Oct. 6th, 2018 (end of wk 5) 
November 10th, 2018 (end of wk 9) 

December 8th, 2018  

 

 

Nov. 17th, 2018  (end of week 10) 

 

 

Dec. 1, 2018  (end of week 12) 

 

 

 

 

60% (total) 

7.5% 

7.5% 

45% 

 

 

10% 

 

 

10% 

 

 

1. Online Discussion (20% total) 

 

Discussion about topics will take place online within discussion threads to answer the questions 

posted for each week by the Course Director.  I have placed you into groups of 7-8 students 

because it will be easier for you to interact in smaller groups rather than as a whole class.  Your 

group will work together for online discussion, but there will be no group project.  I will post an 

overall comment to all groups at the end of the week.  You are welcome to read postings in any 

group, but you can only make a post within your own group.  If you wish to change groups at 

the beginning of the course, e.g., because you know other students and want to work with them, 

please obtain agreement of a student in the other group to switch with you and let the Course 

Director know within the first week.  Both students must agree to the switch.  Grading for 

online discussion starts in week 2, so it is imperative that groups are finalized by the end of 

week 1.  Students may not change groups after week 1 unless under exceptional circumstances. 

 

The course begins on September 5th, 2018 and each week will begin on a Sunday (12.01am 

EST) and end on a Thursday (11.55pm EST). 

 

Online participation is critical to your learning because knowledge comes through the debate that 

occurs in scholarly dialogue.  Scholarly dialogue means reflective and critical discussion in a 

safe and supportive environment.  Students are required to review and respond to discussion 

every week by posting a substantive contribution which is supported with reference to assigned 
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readings or other relevant course resources.  Students are also responsible for posting questions 

to their group, critiquing points made by other students, and fielding questions posed to them.  

Please see the Online Discussion Tips file posted on the course Moodle site for further 

information about online postings, general types of questions and feedback that might be 

appropriate, and specific examples for online discussion. 

 

The Course Director will post a question(s) in each week’s forum for each separate group, but 

students should start the discussion topics.  You will find all of the questions in each module on 

the course Moodle site, so you can read ahead of time and plan your work if you wish.  Please 

answer the questions in such as way as to engage in discussion and present alternate views. 

 

Marks are assigned 10 times during the course: weekly from weeks 2-11.  Grades will be based 

on the criteria in Table 1; maximum score each time is 2, so the total score for online discussion 

is 2 X 10=20 (20% toward final grade).  The Course Director will provide a grade and feedback 

on your online discussion at two times throughout the course: after Modules 3 (week 7) and 5 

(week 11). 

 

If you want to discuss your mark and/or the feedback at any time, please contact the Course 

Director via York e-mail. 

 

 

2A. Research Proposal (60% total) 

 

The Research Proposal is the major assignment for this course and covers what you have learned 

about quantitative research methods.  The goals of this assignment are for you to (a) learn about 

the research process and (b) gain an understanding of project development.  There are three parts 

to this assignment, each in APA format: (i) Draft Part One, a 4 page draft; (ii) Draft Part Two, 

another 4 page draft but with a different focus than Part One; and (iii) a written Final Research 

Proposal (FRP) which will be double-spaced, 15 pages maximum (excluding title and reference 

pages), and will describe your proposed plan for conducting a quantitative research study that 

involves more than just a simple descriptive design.  Please see Table 2 for the grading criteria 

for the FRP. 

 

Start early by choosing a phenomenon of interest and work on your proposal throughout the 

course.  You are encouraged to pick a topic that you have a genuine interest in and to continue 

working with this phenomenon of interest in your GS/NURS 5200 Qualitative Research Methods 

in Nursing Research course.  Keeping the same phenomenon will allow you to explore how the 

different paradigms answer questions about a similar phenomenon and will help you to stay 

focused on one area of interest, but it is not mandatory. 

 

Remember though that this is not an actual study you will be undertaking: it is an assignment for 

a course in your MScN program.  You are asked to design a reasonable study that flows 

coherently from area of interest through all the aspects of a study.  A reader should be able to tell 

from your purpose just what you will be doing in the study; the hypotheses should clearly flow 

from the literature review and theoretical framework; your design should allow you to answer the 

questions; the data analysis should ensure all hypotheses are answered; and so on. 
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Even if you are thinking about conducting the study at some point in the future, you cannot use 

limitations from a potential site etc. to constrain this assignment.  For example, you must ensure 

that the sample size you propose for your study is adequate, so at least 30 subjects per group.  If 

you know in reality that the potential site might only give you a total of 40 subjects then that is 

irrelevant to this assignment - you need to make sure that for the purposes of this assignment you 

have sufficient people in each group; similar comment for all aspects of the study.  You may find 

it easiest to make up a scenario and study that would allow you to show you understand how 

such a proposal should look.  That way you could think hypothetically and figure out all the 

pieces of a proposal for your specific design, without being constrained by real life situations. 

 

So while this assignment may have some basis in your reality, it must meet all the requirements 

of the assignment, including being a quasi-experimental, or true experimental study.  The study 

you design for this assignment may not be feasible in your potential site and you may need to 

just pretend it is if you insist on keeping your site in mind, e.g., to allow for sufficient numbers 

of subjects.  You do not want to lose marks on the FRP because you were so caught up in 

thinking about doing the study for real that you failed to meet all the requirements of the 

assignment.  Students tend to lose marks in this assignment when they forget that it is course 

work and not something they will be expected to complete in their employment setting.  While it 

is commendable to think about how you might conduct a research study in your practice setting, 

the type of design required for this course project may not be suitable in your setting. 

 

Do not try to ‘walk before you can run’ in this assignment, i.e., do not attempt to tackle very 

complex issues when you are just learning.  The really complex issues in nursing need very 

complex designs and you are too new to designing research studies to be able to think through all 

the possibilities with really complex designs.  When you try to do too much then there are many 

problems, e.g., with validity, and you risk having your proposal marked down, e.g., for not being 

feasible as an experimental study.  It is better for you to concentrate on less complicated studies 

while you learn so you can complete quality work that matches your expected knowledge at this 

graduate MScN level. 

 

The drafts provide you with opportunities to lay out your preliminary thinking about the final 

proposal and to obtain detailed feedback from the Course Director to ensure you are on the right 

track.  Therefore, you must submit substantive work, a real draft and not just your preliminary 

plans around what you might do.  You should use APA format for both drafts, including a cover 

page and page numbering.  Please include appropriate references in the body of each draft and 

also include a properly formatted reference list. The drafts should be double-spaced and no 

more than 4 pages each, excluding the cover page and the reference list.  Please follow the 

order and components laid out for the FRP.  You should use the headings in the grading 

rubric for your final proposal as a way of organizing your drafts.  It will help ensure you 

cover the required areas and will provide you with a good start for your FRP.  In each draft, you 

will describe an overview of your plan with a focus on specific areas (see below) and the Course 

Director will evaluate the drafts for feasibility and fit to the identified problem. 
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There is no grading rubric for the drafts, but the rubric for the FRP is a good guide to the areas 

that should be covered in the drafts. However, marking will reflect the early stage of 

development for the drafts, rather than the detail required in the full proposal.  Grades will be 

based on congruency of the plan, as well as feasibility of the proposed plan.  You need to show 

what you are going to do, why it needs done, and how you plan to do it.  The detailed response 

you receive will provide you with direction for the final proposal. 

 

 Draft part one. (7.5%; 7.5/60) 

 

In Part One, you will draft your plan for only the following areas: title; introduction; literature 

review; statement of purpose; theoretical framework; research question; and study 

hypothesis.  You will have covered all of these topics in Module One of the course.  You will 

need to start working on this assignment early in the course so you can find literature about your 

topic of interest and also identify a suitable theoretical framework.  However, you will continue 

to deepen your understanding as you prepare for your FRP and more detail will be expected in 

the FRP, e.g., you will likely include more references in your FRP than you had in your draft. 

 

The draft must be submitted to the Course Director by 11.55pm EST on Saturday, October 

6th, 2018 (end of week 5) in the Assignment section of the course (Moodle) site. 

  

  

 

NOTE: Even though you submit assignments through Moodle, it is helpful in an online course if 

you name your file in a consistent format.  For this draft, please name your file ‘First name 

Surname initial Part One’, e.g., ‘TsorngYeh L Part One’ rather than everyone calling their file 

‘draft’ or some variation.  Finally, choose a relevant and interesting title for your project: do not 

simply call it ‘Research Proposal Assignment’ - I should be able to tell what your study is about 

just from reading your title.  Remember to save as a ‘word” file, not PDF. 

 

 Draft part two. (7.5%; 7.5/60) 

 

Part Two builds on your Part One draft, but covers different topics.  In Part Two, you will lay out 

your ideas for the FRP in respect to only the following areas: research design; data collection 

tools and procedures; sampling strategy; ethics; statistical analyses; and evidence-based 

contribution and conclusion.  Do not include a copy of the data collection tools with this draft, 

except for the demographic form which you may include if you want feedback on it.  Do not 

include the consent form with this draft.  You will have covered all of these topics except data 

analysis in Modules 2 through 4.  You will need to consider material from Module 5 as you plan 

your proposed analysis, but as noted before you are expected to have previously completed 

undergraduate courses that covered basic analysis, so the material should not be totally new. 

 

In the introduction to this assignment, you will need to restate the research question and 

study hypotheses that you identified in Part One so I can identify how the research design etc. 

fit with the intent of your proposed study.  If you need to modify your research question and 

hypotheses based on feedback for Part One, then please use the new, modified version in Part 

Two. 
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The draft must be submitted to the Course Director by 11.55pm EST on Saturday, November 

10th, 2018 (end of week 9) in the Assignment section of the course (Moodle) site. 

   

NOTE: For this draft, please name your file ‘First name Surname initial Part Two’, e.g., 

‘TsorngYeh L Part Two.’  Remember to save as a ‘doc’ file and not ‘docx.’ 

 

 

 

 

Final research proposal. (45%; 45/60) 

 

Please review the appropriate module notes and course readings as you work on each area to 

ensure you understand the relevant issues.  The project plan (FRP) must be submitted to the 

Course Director by 11.55pm EST on Saturday, December 8th, 2018 in the assignment section 

for the course on Moodle. Please name your file ‘First name Surname initial FRP’, e.g., 

‘TsorngYeh L  FRP.’ Note that your proposal is to include: 

 

• Title: Short, descriptive, gives the reader a clear idea of your topic. 

 

• Introduction: Include a statement of the problem and describe how the problem is relevant 

to nursing practice, education, or administration. 

 

• Literature Review: Not as comprehensive as would be for a real proposal, but need to 

educate the reader about the problem by identifying the gaps and inconsistencies in the 

scholarly literature about your phenomenon/topic of interest.  Describe other studies 

conducted on the topic and compare/contrast them to highlight and explain contradictory 

results.  Literature should be no more than 10 years old and preferably from 2008 on.  Focus 

on using primary sources, so do not ‘cite.’  References should relate directly to the problem 

under study and provide a rationale for the research question and hypothesis.  Discuss the 

implications for the problem under study - see text for synthesis of critique of each source of 

information/more details on most relevant sources and refer to tables noted for Module 1. 

 

NOTE: Do not read too many articles as you prepare for the paper or include too many 

references in this project.  Approximately 15-20 references in total should be sufficient and 25 is 

the maximum.  You should have one or two about the theory you choose; one for each 

instrument you use to show reliability and validity; and the rest should be concerned with the 

literature review about the topic, previous use of instruments, and so on.  Remember that your 

literature review will not be as comprehensive as it would be for a real proposal. 

 

• Statement of Purpose: Include variables, sample, and setting. 

 

• Theoretical Framework: Clearly, but briefly, articulate the theory that guides your research 

and show how this theoretical perspective guides your plan, e.g., in selecting the variables 

and how they will be measured, or in developing content and format for an intervention.  Can 
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be a grand theory (e.g., Orem), middle-range (e.g., Mishel’s Uncertainty in Illness), or micro 

theory (e.g., Women’s Anger). 

 

NOTE: Recall that paradigms direct a researcher and the positivist paradigm is more closely 

aligned with quantitative research.  You may notice that the theory you currently use in your 

practice is not a good fit for a quantitative study - be careful that you do not try to force a fit 

between a theory and this study.  Your chosen theory for this proposal must be appropriate for 

the research problem and must be able to allow a quantitative design.  Be sure to use the Boxes 

in chap. 6 of the text to help you ensure your chosen theory is appropriate for the research 

problem and clearly links to all aspects of the proposed study. 

 

• Research Question: Propose one research question derived from the literature review that 

identifies the key study variables, the relationships among them, and the population under 

study.  Must be 3 study variables, not including demographic variables, e.g., 1 independent 

variable (IV) and 2 dependent variables (DVs) in an intervention study (remember that an IV 

could be 2 groups that are compared across DVs). 

 

• Study Hypothesis: Need at least one hypothesis derived from the literature review, but 

must use all 3 study variables.  A complex hypothesis may be possible, i.e., all 3 variables are 

used in a single hypothesis.  Or you may decide on multiple hypotheses, e.g., one hypothesis 

about how the IV is expected to affect the first DV, and another hypothesis in regards to the 

second DV.  Must explain the anticipated outcome of the study. 

 

• Research Design: Propose one appropriate quantitative research design that addresses all 

hypotheses.  Must be experimental (quasi- or ‘true’ experiment); a 

correlational/descriptive/exploratory study would not be adequate.  Explain how the 

specific design will be useful in answering all hypotheses.  Consider and discuss threats to 

internal and external validity.  

 

NOTE: Remember that the design must be chosen with the sample and measurement in mind.  

You also need to consider the issue of threats to validity of the study design.  Think about the 

kinds of control you can build into the design that will minimize threats.  Table 8.1 in the course 

text will be useful as you consider the most appropriate design for your proposed study.  In 

addition, Table 9.4 offers suggestions about experimental designs.  Boxes 10.1 and 11.1 of the 

course text might be useful as a critiquing tool of your own work. 

 

• Data Collection Tools and Procedures: Describe study procedures, including how data will 

be collected, who will collect data, and what training will be given to data collectors.  

Describe content, purpose, reliability, and validity for each measure (tool), as well as why 

each is proposed.  Use established measures only (ones that been used in published research 

and have reliability and validity evidence), except for the demographic sheet.  Develop a 

demographic sheet that includes age and gender, as well as other appropriate variables.  

Consider what you really need to know about the subjects and be focused in the questions 

you ask.  You should put a copy of the data collection tools you will use, including a 

demographic sheet, in appendices, so as part of your final paper for submission.  If you are 

unable to obtain a copy of an actual tool (e.g., you would have to pay for it), then put as 
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much as you know about it in the appendix - you might find example questions in an article 

you read - and explain why you have not included it.  Reliability and validity information 

belongs in the body of your paper however. 

 

NOTE: You need to identify the type of measures that would be appropriate for measuring the 

variables you have selected.  Make sure you are clear on the level of measurement for each 

variable and that you understand which is the independent variable and which are the dependent 

variables.  Use all of the available resources to find appropriate instruments - readings from this 

course, the library, your colleagues, the internet, etc.  Sharing your findings with other students is 

recommended: it may save someone else extra searching and, in turn, another student may just 

tell you about a tool that would work perfectly in your FRP.  Remember, you may be unable to 

obtain an instrument from its developers, so be sure to review any publication(s) that describe 

how the instrument was developed and/or its validity and reliability. 

 

• Sampling Strategy: Include the target population and possible subjects.  Explain sampling 

and recruitment procedures.  Describe sample size needed (with rationale relevant to the 

focus and design of the study; ensure feasibility), type of sample, and sample inclusion and 

exclusion criteria. 

 

NOTE: Consider the sample you are thinking about for your FRP when you select approaches to 

collecting data - who is in the study (i.e., subjects’ characteristics) is key to what kind of data the 

sample can provide.  There must be a match between what you can obtain from the sample and 

the data you seek.  For example, you cannot expect to collect data about stress levels in the 

elderly if your sample ranges in age from 18 to 45 years.  You will need to carefully consider 

where you might access subjects, as well as any limitations to your sampling plan. 

 

• Ethics: Consider what review board approval is needed for human subjects’ research.  Detail 

how you might recruit subjects and obtain their consent.  Discuss how you will deal with the 

ethics involved, e.g., submit to an appropriate REB.  Develop an informed consent form and 

include a copy of it with your FRP in an appendix.  See the Faculty of Graduate Studies 

website for information about ethics and for a sample informed consent form: 

http://www.yorku.ca/grads/policies/ethics.htm 

 

• Statistical Analyses: Outline proposed statistical analysis for your chosen methodology 

(remember, you will not actually be conducting this study or running the tests, so all your 

language will be about what you ‘will do’).  Include statistics you would use to describe the 

study sample and results from the data collection tools, e.g., means and standard deviations 

for continuous data; independent t-tests to compare two groups.  Provide as much detail as 

possible about what data will be used to address all study hypotheses and what statistical 

tests will be used to test the resulting statistical hypotheses.  So will need to discuss 

inferential tests for data collection tools to show how they will link back to answering 

hypothesis.  Consider how sample characteristics might influence testing hypotheses. 

 

NOTE: Remember that a well-thought out research proposal will flow from one section to 

another - the analysis plan must be clearly linked to the prior work.  For example, the tests must 

help you answer your research question and they must be run in such a way that they match the 

http://www.yorku.ca/grads/policies/ethics.htm
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hypothesis.  For every hypothesis you propose, you need to provide details about the specific 

statistical test that will be used to test the hypothesis.  In addition, you need to propose 

appropriate descriptive statistics for your study, e.g., to describe the sample characteristics, and 

to report measures of central tendency and dispersion for the dependent variables. 

 

• Evidence-Based Contribution and Conclusion: Explain how your research plan, if enacted, 

will contribute to nursing/healthcare.  Should be persuasive to the reader.  Must also provide 

a formal conclusion to the proposal, so emphasize why this study needs to be done.  

 

• Appendices: Note that appendices follow references.  They should be labelled in order of 

when they appear in the text and must be titled.  Page numbers for appendices should be 

consecutive and follow the order of the whole proposal, e.g., if references finish on p. 18 then 

Appendix One would start on p. 19.  Start the appendix material on the page labelled 

Appendix, i.e., do not label one page ‘Appendix One: Demographic Form’ and then put the 

actual Demographic Form on the next page. 

 

NOTE: The assessment rubric and the weighting (marks) assigned to each section may help you 

determine approximately how many pages of this 15-page paper you should devote to a section. 

 

Remember that the FRP assignment should be written as a formal paper using APA.  Headings 

are required; they will help you organize your paper and remind you of what areas you need to 

work on.  Headings also make it easier for the reader to follow (and are usually helpful for a 

professor to grade).  The grading rubric contains sections that would make good headings for 

your FRP. 

 

NOTE: This FRP is different from your online discussions where you had to support your 

comments with reference to the course text and other materials.  You were all learning, as well as 

teaching one another.  It was important to provide those references so the Course Director knew 

you understood the material and so other students were directed to appropriate sources.  But in 

this FRP, your voice is no longer that of a student.  Rather, you need to think of yourself as a 

researcher who is applying for funding and has to convince a reviewer that your study should be 

funded.  You should expect, however, that a reviewer understands the rationale behind the 

various aspects of your proposal, e.g., that a strong literature review uses current, primary 

sources.  The reviewer would be assessing your proposal to ensure you have the appropriate 

aspects clearly outlined and that they all fit together in a coherent whole that deserves to be 

funded.  You do not, therefore, explain every part of your FRP and reference why you are doing 

something, e.g., do not outline your design and then reference the course text about what it 

means.  When you are asked to provide rationale, such as related to sample size, then a reference 

might be helpful.  Mostly, your references should be about the literature review, the theoretical 

framework, and the tools to be used along with evidence of their reliability and validity.  

Remember, the goal of this FRP is for you to share your ideas and demonstrate your ability to 

design a strong research proposal.  It is about showing what you have learned throughout the 

course, but it is at a higher level of synthesis than your previous online work. 
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2B. Own Data File and Analysis (10%) 

 

See Module 5 before beginning this assignment.  You will have the opportunity to work through 

much of the assignment during the group activity for week 10, though the activity and this 

assignment are not completely identical.  Each student will use the same variables, but everyone 

must enter their own data and data cannot be identical to those of any other student. 

 

The purpose of this activity is to help you learn how to enter data into SPSS by yourself.  You 

will use SPSS via WebFAS.  You will discuss this activity in your group and will then use that 

discussion to help you complete the Own Data File and Analysis assignment that you will 

submit to the Course Director for grading at the end of this week (week 10).  Note that this 

activity and the assignment are slightly different in that you will need to actually conduct the test 

for the assignment, but not for the group activity. Remember that in quantitative research, 

data are measured in numbers. 

 

1. Create an SPSS data file with the following variables: 

• ID. 

• Gender (male; female). 

• Age (in years). 

•        Religious affiliation (Buddhist, Catholic, Christian, Hindu, Muslim, Taoist, Other, Nil). 

• Total family income (0-$49,999, $50,000–$99,999; $100,000–$149,999; $150,000 and 

            higher). 

•        Grades (A, B, C, D, E, F). 

• Go to WebFAS and open SPSS. 

• You should be in variable view with similar columns to those you saw in the ‘practice 

            data.sav’ file. 

 

This time, you create the variables: 

 

• Variable name can have a maximum of 8 characters (e.g., ‘Buddhist’). 

• Type - go to the box and select ‘…’ (in grey) for options - usually want numeric. 

• Width is the number of spaces/columns needed for the data/numbers to be entered (leave 

             as 8 default). 

• Decimals - set to 0 (zero); click in box and arrows appear, click ↑ or ↓. 

• Label - longer name to clearly describe the variable. 

• Values - go to the box and select ‘…’ (in grey); in ‘Value’ type 1, in ‘Label’ type name 

            [e.g., male], click ‘add’; repeat as needed, then OK. 

• You should be able to figure out the rest from your experience with the ‘practice 

            data.sav’ file. 

 

2. Save the file to a name you’ll remember.  Save this data file in a folder on your own 

            computer (or USB key) so you can submit it with your assignment.  Do not save it in 

            your WebFAS folder otherwise you will not be able to share it. 
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3. Make up data for 40 subjects for each of the variables you created and enter data into  

            SPSS. 

 

4. Write one hypothesis that you could test given the data you have; propose an appropriate 

            statistical test to test the hypothesis and share with your group, but do not post the results 

            of your SPSS analysis. You can use the feedback from your group to help you choose an 

            appropriate test to run for the assignment. 

 

5. Copy and paste the output (test result) into your Word document. 

6. Highlight the p-value and the test statistic in the output table. 

7. Below the output, interpret a characteristic as appropriate for the variables used, e.g., the 

            age of most men in the sample was more than 20 years old (only need 1 interpretation). 

8. Then interpret the result (in both words and statistical language), i.e., if the null 

            hypothesis was supported or refuted. 

 

There is no specified page limit for the Word document; no references or reference list; APA 

format needed for font, cover page, running head, and page numbering only - may need to use 

landscape orientation and adjust page margins to less than 1” to ensure output table fits.  The 

submitted assignment will consist of 2 files: (a) Word document with a cover page, output table 

with highlighted p-value and test statistic, and written interpretations of results as noted above; 

and (b) your own data file as an SPSS file attachment.  Both files must be submitted to the 

Course Director by 11.55pm EST on Saturday, November 17th, 2018 (end of week 10) in the 

Assignment section of the course (Moodle) site.  Unlike your other assignments, you will be able 

to submit 2 separate files for this assignment 

   

NOTE: For this assignment, please name your Word file ‘First name Surname initial Own Data’, 

e.g., ‘TsorngYeh L Own Data.’  Remember to save as a ‘doc’ file and not ‘docx.’ 
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2C. Study Data File and Analysis (10%) 

 

See Module 5 before beginning this assignment.  You will have the opportunity to work through 

similar questions to those in this assignment during the group activity for week 12, but the 

questions for the activity and this assignment are different.  Using the ‘practice data.sav’ file, 

answer the following questions (Please note that this file can only open under SPSS 

environment). Note that first you will need to decide what statistics to select - use the examples 

from Module 5 as well as your course text to help you determine the appropriate test. 

 

• Copy and paste each question into your Word document; start each question on a new page. 

• Copy and paste each output into your Word document under the appropriate question. 

• For question 1, highlight on the output the results you discuss in your answers. 

• For question 1, write your answers in the space below the output in your Word document. 

• For questions 2-5, highlight the p-value and the test statistic in the appropriate output table. 

• For questions 2-5, write your answers below the output. 

• For questions 2-5, interpret the results (in both words and statistical language), i.e., if the null 

hypothesis was supported or refuted. 

• For questions 2-3, interpret a characteristic as appropriate for the variables chosen, e.g., most 

people in the sample were married (only need 1 interpretation). 

 

1. Choose a scale (at least interval) data variable other than ‘age’: 

a) What is the most appropriate measure of central tendency?  (Also, interpret output). 

b) How much does the sample vary?  (Also, interpret output). 

 

2. Is there a statistically significant difference in recoded educational status between male and 

female partners?  Interpret one characteristic of this sub-sample. 

 

3. At time 4, is there a statistically significant difference in MUIS scores depending on patients’ 

marital status?  Interpret one characteristic of this sub-sample. 

 

4. What is the relationship between anxiety and uncertainty of illness for partners at baseline 

and is the result statistically significant? 

 

5. Do patients have higher total QOL scores than their partners at the end of the study and is the 

result statistically significant? 

 

There is no specified page limit for the Word document; no references or reference list; APA 

format needed for font, cover page, running head, and page numbering only - may need to use 

landscape orientation and adjust page margins to less than 1” to ensure output table fits.  The 

submitted assignment will consist of your Word document with a cover page, output tables with 

highlighted p-value and test statistic, and written interpretations of results as noted above.  Do 

not submit the study data file as I already have it.  The assignment must be submitted to the 

Course Director by 11.55pm EST on Saturday, December 1, 2018 (end of week 12) in the 

Assignment section of the course (Moodle) site.  NOTE: For this assignment, please name your 

Word file ‘First name Surname initial Study Data’, e.g., ‘TsorngYeh L Study Data.’  Remember 

to save as a ‘doc’ file and not ‘docx.’ 



 

GS/NURS 5300 F-18 

19 

Grading for Graduate Courses 

 

Grades, other than online discussion, will be reported in accordance with the Faculty of Graduate 

Studies’ system: 

 

A+ (Exceptional) 

A (Excellent) 

A- (High) 

B+ (Highly Satisfactory) 

B (Satisfactory) 

C (Conditional) 

F (Failure) 

I (Incomplete) 

 

For further information please see: http://www.yorku.ca/grads/calendar/facultyregulations.pdf 

 

NOTE: The following information provides more detail about what is expected for various 

levels of grades.  You can see how important critical analysis, logical flow, structure, and content 

are to the grade you will earn.  Also, writing style is important so please review the APA-related 

files I’ve posted in Moodle before submitting any assignments.  The format of the example cover 

page is strongly recommended, but not mandatory in the MScN program.  However, if you get 

into the habit of using the format then you will always remember to provide the required 

information no matter which course you are taking.  I much prefer that you do use it. 

 

A+ Exceptional: Thorough knowledge of concepts and/or techniques and exceptional skill or 

great originality in the use of those concepts/techniques in satisfying the requirements of an 

assignment. 

 

Outstanding; work of exceptional quality.  Content is complete, accurate, and at a high level; 

consistently strong in structure, expression, mechanics (grammar, punctuation, and spelling), and 

presentation.  Well organized, linkages evident, and logical conclusions/proposals.  Excellent 

comprehension of the subject; sound critical and analytical thinking; innovative ideas on the 

subject.  Contains original and credible argument or presentation of the assigned topic with 

attention to many details and perspectives; excellent use of the literature, and draws on a wide 

range of current and/or relevant sources that serve as the foundation of arguments/proposals.  

Evidence of much effort and personal involvement with the topic.  Writing style is clear and 

succinct with correct use of grammar, punctuation, spelling, and referencing format.  Errors of 

expression are infrequent and do not detract from the assignment’s effectiveness. 

 

 

A- to A High to Excellent: Thorough knowledge of concepts and/or techniques together with a 

high degree of skill and/or some elements of originality in satisfying the requirements of an 

assignment.  Other attributes are similar to “A+” assignment.  The principle difference between 

an “A+” and an “A” assignment is that the grader can find very few or no areas for improvement 

in an “A+” assignment. 

http://www.yorku.ca/grads/calendar/facultyregulations.pdf
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B to B+ Satisfactory to Highly Satisfactory: Good to thorough knowledge of concepts and/or 

techniques together with a fairly high degree of skill in the use of those concepts/techniques in 

satisfying the requirements of an assignment.  Good to very good quality work with no major 

weaknesses.  Well focused on the topic; clear; explicit; discussion shows more than adequate 

comprehension of the subject.  Some degree of critical and analytical thinking; some use of the 

literature; most details and perspectives are discussed, but considerations of additional ones 

would have improved the assignment.  Some evidence of personal involvement with the topic.  

In most cases, writing style is clear and succinct with correct structure, grammar, punctuation, 

spelling, and correct use of referencing format.  Errors of expression are occasional rather than 

chronic and do not obscure meaning. 

 

The principle difference between an “A-” assignment and a “B+” assignment is in the quality of 

the discussion.  A “B” grade is a competent assignment of good quality with no major 

weaknesses; similar to a “B+” assignment, but with evidence of a lesser degree of critical and 

analytical thinking. 

 

 

C Conditional: Less than satisfactory level of knowledge of concepts and/or techniques together 

with some skill in using them to satisfy the requirements of an assignment.  A less than adequate 

assignment.  Fair comprehension of the subject, but some weaknesses in content and/or structure.  

Discussion is vague even though on topic; important details or perspectives are left out.  Minimal 

use of the literature; minimal evidence of critical and analytical thinking; transitions may be 

inconsistent; evidence may be occasionally unconvincing or incomplete.  At times lacks clarity 

and succinctness.  Minimal evidence of personal involvement with the topic.  Occasional/many 

errors in structure, grammar, punctuation, spelling, and referencing format, but not so serious or 

chronic that they make the assignment difficult or impossible to understand. 

 

The principle difference between an “B” assignment and a “C” assignment is in the quality of the 

discussion with the “C” assignment being more vague than the “B” assignment.  A “C” 

assignment may have more errors in structure etc. than are acceptable in a “B” assignment. 
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F. Course Topics at a Glance 

 

Students are expected to complete the course preparation prior to beginning the learning 

activities for the week.  Course preparation involves reading the assigned course materials and 

attempting to understand them prior to engaging in online dialogue.  However, learning activities 

and online discussions will be used to increase your understanding through sharing ideas and 

knowledge with peers in your group.  Some learning activities are completed independently, 

while others involve posting for group discussion.  The required articles will be used in learning 

activities to apply information from the course text. 

 

The following table lists topics by week and module.  The appropriate chapters in your text also 

are identified.  Chapters are for the 10th edition of Polit and Beck which is the course text. 
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Week Topic Text 

 

Module 1 

Weeks 1-3 

September 5 to 20 

 

(Week 1 September 

5-8) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Week 2 September  

9-13) 

 

 

 

(Week 3 Sept. 16-20) 

 

• Intro to nursing research, paradigms, and 

philosophical positions 

 

• Overview of the research process in 

quantitative studies 

 

• Developing a theoretical or conceptual 

context 

 

 

• Conceptualizing research problems, 

research questions, and hypotheses 

 

 

• Finding and critiquing evidence: Research 

literature reviews 

 

 

 

Ongoing Reading- not specifically for Module 1 

 

• Writing proposals to generate evidence 

 

• Utilizing research 

 

• Communicating/disseminating 

quantitative research 

 

 

• Chap. 1 10th edition 

Polit & Beck (2017) 

 

• Chap. 3 

 

 

• Chap. 6 

 

 

 

• Chap. 4 

 

 

 

• Chap. 5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• Chap. 31 

 

• Chap. 2 

 

• Chap. 30 
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Week Topic Text 

Module 2 

Weeks 4-5 

Sept. 23 to Oct. 4 

 

(Week 4, Sept. 23- 27) 

 

(Week 5, Sept. 30-Oct. 4) 

 

 

• Planning a nursing study 

• Designing quantitative studies 

 

• Enhancing rigor in quantitative research 

 

• Specific types of quantitative research 

 

Assignment 2A - Draft Part One due on 

October 6th, 2018 (end of week 5) 

 

• Chaps. 8 & 9 

 

 

• Chap. 10 

 

• Chap. 11 

 READING WEEK Oct. 6-12 No Class 

Module 3 

Weeks 6-7 

Oct. 14 to 25 

 

(Week 6 Oct. 14-18) 

 

(Week 7 Oct. 21- 25) 

 

• Designing and implementing a data 

collection plan 

 

• Assessing measurement quality in 

quantitative studies 

• Developing self-report scales 

 

• Chap. 13  

 

 

• Chap. 14 & Chap. 15  

Module 4 

Weeks 8-9 

Oct. 28-November 8 

 

(Week 8 Oct. 28-Nov. 1) 

 

(Week 9 Nov. 4-8) 

 

 

• Quantitative sampling techniques 

 

 

• Generating research evidence ethically 

 

Assignment 2A - Draft Part Two due 

November 10th, 2018 (7.5%) 

 

• Chap. 12 

  

• Chap. 7 

 

Module 5 

Weeks 10-12 

 

November 11 to 29 

 

(Week10 Nov. 11-15) 

 

(Week11 Nov. 18-22) 

 

(Week12 Nov. 25-29) 

 

• Describing data through statistics 

• Using inferential statistics to test 

hypotheses 

• Using multivariate statistics to analyze 

complex relationships (multiple regression, 

ANCOVA, factor analysis, path analysis) 

• Designing a quantitative analysis strategy: 

From data collection to interpretation 

 

Assignment 2B - Own Data File and Analysis 

due November 17th, 2018 (10%) 

 

Assignment 2C - Study Data File and 

Analysis due  December 1, 2018 (end of week 

12) (10%) 

 

Assignment 2A - Final Research Proposal 

due December 8th, 2018 (45%) 

 

• Chap. 16 

• Chap 17 

 

• Chap. 18 

 

• Chap. 19 

 

• Chap 20 
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Table 1: Online Discussion Grading 
 

 

Criteria 

 

 

Maximum 0.5 Marks per 

Criterion 

 

Maximum 0.25 Mark per 

Criterion 

 

Failure: 0 Marks per 

Criterion 

 

Participation 
 

• Participates in each assigned 

discussion topic 

 

• Posts at least 3 insightful 

comments and questions 

that prompt further 

discussion 

 

 

• Participates in each 

assigned discussion 

topic, but post < 3 

comments or questions 

to prompt further 

discussion  

 

• Does not participate 

during the assigned 

week 

 

Application of 

Content 

 

• Content from readings and 

relevant course resources 

(e.g., web-based resources) 

is incorporated into the 

discussion 

 

• Offers own/new 

interpretations of discussion 

material 

 

 

• Some content from 

readings is incorporated 

into the discussion, but 

does not reference 

source.  

 

• Discussion contains 

no reference to 

content from readings 

 

 

 

• Short perfunctory 

postings 

 

Level of 

Analysis 

 

• Responses demonstrate 

analysis and synthesis of 

content from readings and 

relevant course resources 

(e.g., web-based resources) 

 

• Critiques points made by 

other students 

 

 

• Responses demonstrate 

some analysis and 

synthesis of content 

from readings, but needs 

further depth and 

breadth 

 

 

• Responses are 

superficial and/or 

lack analysis and 

synthesis of content 

from readings 

 

 

Supports 

Learning of 

Other 

Students 

 

• Interacts with multiple 

students within each 

assigned discussion topic 

 

 

 

• Consistently respectful, 

positive, and collegial 

dialogue with other students 

 

 

 

• Interacts with no more 

than one student within 

each assigned 

discussion topic 

 

 

• Mostly respectful, 

positive, and collegial 

dialogue with other 

students 

 

• Does not interact 

with and/or show 

respect to other 

students 
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Table 2: Final Research Proposal 

Assessment Rubric for Final Research Proposal 

      Score  

Statement of the 

Problem 

An arguable thesis for problem to be 

addressed by the proposed study is clearly 

stated. Captures the reader’s attention 

immediately. 

 

(Score=3) 

An arguable thesis for problem to be 

addressed by the proposed study is 

stated, but not immediately apparent. 

Captures the reader’s attention after 

reading more than one paragraph. 

(Score=2) 

A thesis is stated for problem to be 

addressed by the proposed study, but 

it is general and lacks specificity. 

Does not capture the reader’s 

attention. 

(Score=1) 

Does not clearly identify a 

thesis. 

 

 

 

(Score=0)  

  

Literature 

Review (LR) 

Writing is clear, logical, and very 

organized around a developed thesis. 

Every point is clearly supported by 

current, strong evidence using mostly 

primary sources. Consistent and critical 

analysis of the identified literature about 

the topic of interest. 

 

(Score=4-5) 

Writing is mostly logical and 

organized, but some drift from the 

flow. Most points are supported; 

mainly current evidence using 

primary sources. Some critical 

analysis of the identified literature 

about the topic of interest, but 

incomplete. 

(Score=3.5) 

Writing is ambiguous with poor 

organization. Lack of logical flow. 

Few points are supported and 

evidence is minimal and/or mostly 

not current; uses mostly secondary 

sources. Scant critical analysis of the 

identified literature about the topic of 

interest, 

(Score=2-3) 

Writing is unclear with no 

organization. No attempt to use 

evidence to support points. No 

attempt to explain how the LR 

relates to the topic of interest. 

 

 

 

(Score=0-1) 

  

Purpose Purpose statement includes variables, 

sample, setting. 

(Score=2) 

Purpose statement is missing or 

vague on one aspect. 

(Score=1) 

Purpose is vague. 

 

(Score=0.5) 

Does not clearly identify a 

purpose. 

(Score=0) 

 

Theoretical 

Framework 

Theoretical framework to guide the 

proposed study is clearly outlined. Reader 

can easily follow how the concepts link to 

the variables under study and/or how the 

theory guides the study. 

 

(Score=4-5) 

Theoretical framework to guide the 

proposed study is outlined, but 

somewhat unclear. Reader cannot 

easily follow how the concepts link 

to the variables under study and/or 

how the theory guides the study. 

(Score=3.5) 

Theoretical framework to guide the 

proposed study is unclear. Reader 

cannot easily follow how the 

concepts link to the variables under 

study and/or how the theory guides 

the study. 

(Score=2-3) 

No link between theoretical 

framework and 

concepts/variables under study. 

No explicit fit of theory to 

proposed study. 

 

(Score=0-1) 

  

Research 

Question/ 

Hypothesis 

Well-articulated research question that 

includes the three variables. All three 

variables included in a complex 

hypothesis or separate, multiple 

hypotheses. All proposed hypothesis/es 

are testable, feasible. 

(Score=3) 

Well-articulated research question 

that includes the three variables. At 

least one, but not all of multiple 

hypotheses is testable, feasible. 

 

 

(Score=2) 

Research question and hypothesis/es 

not clearly expressed and/or all three 

variables are not included. At least 

one, but not all of multiple 

hypotheses is testable, feasible. 

 

(Score=1) 

Research question not clearly 

expressed. No hypotheses are 

testable, feasible. 

 

 

 

(Score=0) 

  

Research 

Design 

Chosen design is able to address all 

hypotheses. Design is systematically 

outlined with explicit rationales. Multiple, 

potential threats to internal and external 

validity described and ways to limit 

threats considered appropriately. 

 

 

(Score= 4-5) 

Chosen design is able to address all 

hypotheses. Design is systematically 

outlined with minimal rationales. 

Only one potential threat to internal 

validity described with some 

consideration of how to limit it; 

other appropriate potential threats 

omitted. 

(Score=3.5) 

Chosen design is not able to address 

all hypotheses; and/or is not clearly 

outlined, has minimal rationales. 

Potential threat(s) to internal and 

external validity indicated, but 

description limited. 

 

 

(Score=2-3) 

Chosen design is not able to 

address any hypothesis; and/or 

is not clearly outlined, has 

minimal or weak rationales. 

Potential threats to internal and 

external validity have not been 

explored or considered. 

 

(Score=0-1) 
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Data Collection Study procedures well described and 

appropriate for the study. All instruments 

are clearly described, including evidence 

of validity and reliability (V&R). 

Rationales explicit. Copies of all 

instruments appended as available or 

explains why not possible; demographic 

form included. 

 

(Score=4-5) 

Study procedures described and 

appropriate for the study. 

Description of at least some 

instruments is incomplete. Evidence 

of V&R limited for some 

instruments and/or rationales 

minimal. Copies not appended for all 

instruments and no explanation 

provided. 

(Score= 3.5) 

Study procedures poorly described, 

vaguely outlined and/or not clearly 

appropriate for study. Description of 

instruments is limited. Little 

evidence of V&R. Rationales 

minimal. No copies of instruments 

appended and no explanation 

provided. 

 

(Score=2-3) 

Study procedures not 

described. Very limited 

description of instruments. 

Very little or no evidence of 

V&R. Rationales minimal. No 

copies of instruments appended 

and no explanation provided. 

 

 

(Score=0-1) 

  

Sampling 

Strategy and 

Ethics 

Sampling strategy is clearly outlined. 

Sample size and type are appropriate for 

study. Approach to both recruitment and 

obtaining consent is appropriate. Consent 

form included. Rationales explicit. 

 

(Score=4-5) 

Sampling strategy is clearly outlined. 

Sample size and type are appropriate 

for study. Approach to either 

recruitment or obtaining consent is 

incomplete. Consent form included. 

Rationales weak. 

(Score=3.5) 

Sampling strategy is vaguely 

outlined. Approach to both 

recruitment and obtaining consent is 

incomplete. May be no consent form. 

Rationales weak or minimal. 

 

(Score=2-3) 

Sampling strategy not outlined. 

Little if any mention of 

ethics/sample recruitment. May 

be no consent form. Rationales 

minimal. 

 

(Score=0-1) 

  

Statistical 

Analyses 

Appropriate descriptive statistics for 

sample and study variables. Statistical 

analyses appropriate to test hypotheses for 

all variables. Appropriate consideration of 

sample characteristics in analysis. 

 

 

(Score=4-5) 

Appropriate descriptive statistics for 

the most part. Statistical analyses 

appropriate to test most aspects of 

study hypothesis/es. Consideration 

of sample characteristics in analysis 

is somewhat limited. 

 

(Score=3.5) 

Descriptive statistics limited and/or 

inappropriate. Statistical analyses 

incomplete and/or inaccurate in 

some areas. Consideration of sample 

characteristics in analysis is very 

limited. 

 

(Score=2-3)  

Descriptive statistics very 

limited or absent. Statistical 

analyses not appropriate to test 

hypotheses or largely 

inaccurate. No consideration of 

sample characteristics in 

analyses. 

(Score=0-1) 

  

Evidence-Based 

Contribution 

and Conclusion 

Clearly articulated contribution of 

potential findings to nursing/healthcare. 

Very persuasive to reader. Conclusion is 

clear and strong. 

 

(Score=3) 

Contribution of potential findings to 

nursing/healthcare is disjointed, but 

still persuasive to the reader. 

Conclusion is weak. 

 

(Score=2) 

Contribution of potential findings to 

nursing/healthcare is disjointed, and 

is not persuasive to the reader. 

Conclusion is very weak. 

 

(Score=1) 

Contribution of potential 

findings to nursing/healthcare 

is missing or very weak.  

 

 

(Score=0) 

  

APA Style and 

Format / 

References 

Few errors in APA style and format and 

do not detract from content. All sources 

are fully referenced in text and reference 

list and properly formatted. 

 

 

(Score=3.5-4) 

Some errors in APA style and 

format, but still do not detract from 

content. Most sources are fully 

referenced in text and reference list 

and most are properly formatted. 

 

(Score=3) 

Some errors in APA style and format 

that detract from content. 

Only some sources are fully 

referenced in text and reference list 

and many are not properly formatted. 

 

(Score=1-2) 

Many errors in APA style and 

format that detract from 

content. Many sources are not 

fully referenced in text and 

reference list and formatting is 

very poor. 

(Score=0) 

 

 

TOTAL 

  

 

 


