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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 study was interesting because it compiled data from multiple different studies into a meta-synthesis. I first had to look up what meta-synthesis is. According to the book Understanding Nursing Research : Using Research in Evidenced-based Practice metasynthesis is defined as, “a report of a study of group of single research studies using qualitative methods” (Rebar p. 394, 2008). This particular journal article wanted to use multiple studies to form a qualitative metasynthesis of patients’ experiences with Renal Failure for nursing research. This metasynthesis was created in order to help the nurses care for patients with renal failure.	Comment by cconnerton: According to Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe  (2011), 
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 were clearly written. They were briefly mentioned in the beginning and then under the heading of “Findings” Markaroff divides the patient experiences by topic and elaborates on them. One of the limitations of this metasynthesis was the fact that the qualitative data is transferred from the patient to the initial researcher to other researcher to now the researcher who presents this article. This means that the lived-in experiences of the patient could lose or have their meaning in the process of the transfer of data. The nursing implications for this article are briefly mentioned and not terribly developed or in a list form. The author seems to want the reader to draw their own conclusions from the data given to better their nursing care. This article impacts nursing because of that reason. If the nurse knows what a patient with renal failure feels than they can provide better care. The recommendations for future studies are indentified. The recommendations for future research were: creating more nursing literature relating to patient’s experiences in renal failure, to review caregiver’s experiences of caring for someone with renal failure or the children of the patient and how these findings would be different than from patients with early renal failure.	Comment by cconnerton: divides	Comment by cconnerton: identified
Markaroff, K. L. S. (2012). Experiences of kidney failure: A qualitative meta-synthesis. Nephrology Nursing Journal, 39(1), 21-80. Retrieved from http://proxy.library.eiu.edu:2052/login.aspx?direct=true&db=a9h&AN=71937408&site=ehost-live
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05/26/2012 11:42 pm 
Kallie-
The topic of euthanasia has always been a topic that I'm very interested in. My experience of end-of-life care with the passing of both of my grandmas has further developed my opinion on this topic. I think there had to be limitations of this study due to the method of sampling. How long did these 66 patients have their terminal cancer diagnosis? What stage of loss were all of these patients in? How many were in the early stages of loss compared to the late stages of loss? Was there a way to indentify which biases these people might have to make them consider euthanasia. The more you see people suffering and almost waiting to die, the more you consider euthanasia as a viable option for some people. If the patient determines what kind of quality of life they'd like to achieve, should they be able to choose to end their life when this quality of life is not achievable anymore? This study, for me, brings about more questions than answers. I definitely agree to the suggestion of widening the sampling range of people of different backgrounds in different locations who probably have different resources.	Comment by cconnerton: identify
-Katie
05/27/2012 12:28 pm 
Madeline-
I believe that the limitations of this study would be the method of sampling. Since the sample was so specific the results yielded from this study can only be applied to the nursing practice in that specific area. Though, logically speaking, it’s not outlandish to think that people with cancer in general would probably appreciate a nurse who is willing to take the time to listen and accept the patient’s emotions. Another thing that’s a limitation was the way the results were expressed. What would constitute as therapeutic communication exactly? This is a limitation of qualitative studies in general. The results of these studies aren’t exactly measurable and if it can’t be measured then it is difficult to duplicate.
-Katie
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