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® Thematic analysis of NYT articles (Table 1) covering
perception of injured veterans. using (a) the ProQuest search
engine (provided by the University of Calgary) for articles
from 1851 to 2006 and (b) the archive search engine on the
New York Times website for articles from 2006 to 2011
(August 16, 2011).

®Online delivered exploratory, non-probability survey using

the Survey Monkey platform;

® 46 simple yes or no questions, a likert scale, opinion self-
rating scales, as well as open-ended questions was generated
®Results of question 46 is presented here (Table 2)

®Target group: Members of ‘Veterans’ Voice forum’

® As this is a non-probability sample, no tests of significance
were performed (15).

Introduction
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