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1. As the evaluating nurse, what information would you want to reference?

As the evaluating nurse, I would like to see Mary’s advance directive, her DNR, and if possible her Five Wishes. 

2. How would you attempt to obtain input from Mary? 

“She regained some abilities- but not the ability to speak or swallow” (Mauk 2010, p. 754).  In order for me to obtain any information from Mary, I would ask her yes and no questions. I would have her nod her head for yes or shake it from side to side for a no. If that is not possible I could have her blink once for yes and twice for no. If she had the ability to still write, by all means I would like her write down her thoughts. 

3. How would you respond to Sue’s strong statements of guilt for having the tube placed in spite of Mary’s advance directive?

I would have her speak openly about how she feels – and let her know that I’m listening. I would tell her that as any caring person would understand her actions. I wouldn’t chastise her or blame her for making her decisions because she’s already realized what implications her actions has placed on her. The best thing I can do is to help Mary cope with the decisions that she has to face now. 

4. What would you begin to look for in evaluating appropriateness for hospice care? 

I would look for the medical social services, counseling services and all the care, which Mary needs. This would include care from the medical staff but also volunteers whom would provide, according to Mauk (2010), complementary therapies, which could “enhance patient/family care with services such as massage, healing touch, music therapy, pet therapy, and others” (p. 758).  
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