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1. Please summarize the article. (Do not copy the abstract; I would like to know what you think the article is about in your own words.)
This article is from the European Journal of Oncology of Nursing. The purpose of this qualitative study was to find out what the patient’s expectations were of the nurses. Cancer is a disease process that can be very shocking and overwhelming. Patients often confide in their nurses and prefer their care provider is someone who can listen and understand them. This study was done specifically on women who were in the early stages of breast cancer. They were asked about their physical and emotional strains as well as their care needs (Holtgrawe, Pinkert, & Remmers, 2009, p. 12). 
2. Briefly describe the results of the study. Were the results clearly written? Are limitations of the study identified? What were the limitations? Are implications for nursing addressed? In other words, how does this study impact nursing? Are recommendations for future studies identified? What are the recommendations?
“The results show that the women interviewed suffer more from psychological strains than physical ones, and express the wish for, above all, emotional support” (Holtgrawe, Pinkert, & Remmers, 2009, p. 14). These results are clearly written and easy to understand. However, the limitations were not clearly identified. This study impacts nursing significantly because it showed that when nurses therapeutically communicate their patient’s feel more secure. This article can help the future of nursing by explaining the importance of listening and accepting patient’s emotions and being there for them through some of the most difficult times of their lives (Holtgrawe, Pinkert, & Remmers, 2009, p. 16). There were no recommendations for future studies identified in this article.	Comment by Charlotte: You can cite as Holtgrawe et. al. after typing out all of the names the first time in the text. However, you will need to type all names for the reference page/section.  You need to cite the authors in the order listed not alphabetically, it is usually by order of importance that authors are listed. 	Comment by Charlotte: This is a fragment, not a complete sentence.  Limitations included the following: patients who were inpatient may have influenced answers and some perspective participants  were excluded due to emotional state.  
Holtgrawe, M., Pinkert, C., & Remmers, H. (2009). Stress and nursing care needs of women
with breast cancer during primary treatment: A qualitative study. European Journal of 
Oncology Nursing, 14(1), 11-16. 
05/22/2012 9:55 pm 
Kallie,
The article that you found seems very intriguing. I understand that euthanasia can seem empowering for people because they have autonomy. However, I believe that if patients actually knew and understood their options they would feel that they had more autonomy. Many patient’s do not even realize they have choices and just oblige because it seems like the right decision. I do agree that legislation needs to take into consideration the patient’s viewpoint when making laws because ultimately it is their life and body. This is an excellent qualitative study that has some very interesting content! 	Comment by Charlotte: patients 

05/23/2012 11:32 am 
Kara,
This is a very intriguing article, and something that I often think about while I’m at clinicals. I often wonder how the hospital charges patients based on linen changes and other small tedious details that are accounted in a patient’s hospital bill. There is no way of knowing specifically which linens belong to which patients.
The article that you found discusses the calculated cost for catheter A, which was more cost effective. The reason being that it has less leakage which decreases skin break down and infections. In reality the bill does not correspond with the specific linens but all patients are still charged equally for the linen changes. This means that some patients who have issues with wetting the bed, or a faulty catheter have the same linen charges as those who do not. Their bill may not reflect the specifics of the tedious details, but it will cost more due to the effects the faulty catheters’ cause. I found this article to be very informative and I am glad I can grasp the whole concept more thoroughly now. 	Comment by Charlotte: This is a fragment. 
05/22/2012 10:04 pm 
Liji,
I think you chose an excellent article! I have not had much experience with abuse in any setting. I would want to be able to detect it if it were an issue with one of my patients, however I am not very familiar with the warning signs. I would like to think that it would be easy to detect but I do not think it will be that obvious in the hospital setting. I find the results to be very interesting and accurate in relation to what I feel about abuse. I would be very hesitant to approach the patient. I would be apprehensive because I would never want to get the patient in trouble or have them resist discussing it with me because I approached it in the wrong way. I think it would be very beneficial if they created a way of educating health care providers. It could help me specifically learn how to be prepare and approach a potential patient who is a victim of abuse. 	Comment by Charlotte: Patients; 

05/23/2012 11:33 am 
Kalyn,
I have never heard of the acronym CALM before. It seems like a very interesting concept and obviously an easy acronym to remember. It sounds like the qualitative study that the article was based on has a lot more work to do. It is an excellent idea but there needs to be another study done with different limitations and actions to obtain more accurate results.
I think that the way the study was initiated by looking at numerous health care providers and there use of CALM made the study more versatille. The results show that there was a high satisfaction rate when using CALM in a clinical setting. I believe that if this acronym was more wildly known it could be used in more clinical settings. 	Comment by Charlotte: versatile
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