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1. Is the sample described and representative of the population of interest? Is the sampling method appropriate? Is the sample size adequate, and how do you know this? Can the results of the study be generalized to the entire population? Is protection of subjects addressed (IRB approval, informed consent, etc.)?
The sample of individuals that were involved in this study was clearly stated and it consisted of interest to the population involved. The study was based on information collected via personal interviews (to obtain the contributors’ narratives about the planning initiative) and by focus groups (in which the participants spoke all together about their personal factors that contributed to the plan). A casual map or diagram was used after the focus group to construct a big idea about tacit and explicit knowledge, which helped make program decisions. There were four health care units that were selected for this study to help reveal the different ways in which tacit knowledge was used to plan the health program. These health care units were selected based on their geography and academic affiliation (Kothari, Rudman, Dobbins, Rouse, Sibbald, & Edwards, 2012). I believe that this sample size could have had more individuals included in different areas. There should have been studies tied together with these individuals from Canada along with multiple people from the United States. This is an interesting topic and not many health care individuals are aware of how tacit knowledge can help reveal more information to benefit the facility and care provided. I do not believe the results can be generalized because the way tacit knowledge comes about is by speaking with others and listening to what they have to say (such as a story or narrative about what they have been going through), which could potentially lead to an answer of the actual problem. Some participants believed that combining tacit and explicit knowledge would assist in finding the correct direction to take in health care planning. Some thought that tacit knowledge was not helpful or useful at all. Because of these two specific, but opposite results, I do not believe the results can be adequately simplified. Organizational-level consent was provided for each of the four units to participate in the study. The study was approved by the Health Sciences Research Ethics Board of the University of Western Ontario (Kothari et al., 2012). 
2. What steps should researchers take to ensure they produce an ethical study? Sometimes research is conducted on members of vulnerable populations. Provide some examples of vulnerable populations. What additional considerations must be undertaken to protect these subjects from discomfort and harm?
There are three specific steps to take in order to ensure an ethical study. Autonomy, beneficence, and justice are an essential part to clinical research (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). Autonomy allows the participants involved to provide informed consent (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe). The individual will know all the possible risks, benefits, and information regarding the study. The second part of essential, ethical research is beneficence. This allows the participant to be the number one priority and the nurse or other health care provider to be the supporter when one may be deciding to participate in a study (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe). The last step is justice which makes the study fair because individuals are chosen from an extensive population (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe). I believe a few examples of vulnerable populations may include: infants, young children, elderly, mentally ill, or those with a harmful or deadly medical problem. I believe that in order to protect those from discomfort or harm would to be sure informed consent is provided and the participant is given a well rounded explanation to the study with the risks and benefits provided. The potential participant should be able to ask any questions he or she may have before, during, and after the study. I also believe that each study should be approved by a university or a specified institution that has the ability to do so. 	Comment by Charlotte:  You can add the homeless to this population. 
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Kallie,
I find it interesting that the researcher passed away and it took ten years to get the study prepared. I'm not sure what the team of researchers had to go through to get this study going again but I'm sure it wasn't easy without the one who started the study and wanted to see it succeed in the end. I wonder if the three new researchers that took over had a hard time picking up where the previous researcher left off. I agree with what you said about the sample size. I believe this could have been tweaked to include more participants from the present day when this study was being performed. Updating the information with more present day participants would have made the results more accurate. I also agree that the United States would have different results because of our highly opinionated citizens. 
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Krystal,
You tied informed consent with confidentiality very well. I agree that it is very important to have the participant sign a consent form in order to participate in the study. However, I believe that confidentiality is just as important because the study could potentially cause discomfort, harm, sadness, trouble, etc. to the participant and he or she may not want others to know. Confidentiality is a big issue in the medical field today. As nursing students, we hear all health care workers talk and gossip about patients in the halls or elevators. Some of us do not realize how even the lowest of voices can carry through multiple listening ears who are eager to know more information on someone. In my post, I also talked about providing all the risks and benefits to the potential participant before he or she decides to go through with the study. It is so important to know as much information as possible before getting into something you may not want to be involved with in the future.
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	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
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	Points

	Initial Assignment Posting
	Posts no assignment.
	Posts adequate assignment with superficial thought and preparation; doesn’t address all aspects of the task.
	Posts well developed assignment that addresses all aspects of the task; lacks full development of concepts.
	Posts well developed assignment that fully addresses and develops all aspects of the task.

	5

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; lacks full development of concept or thought.
	Posts factually correct, reflective and substantive contribution.
	5

	References & Support
	Includes no references or supporting experience.
	Uses personal experience, but no references to readings or research.
	Incorporates one reference from literature.  May lack relevance.  May lack proper APA format in citing.
	Uses relevant reference(s) to literature or readings to support comments. APA format is correct.
	5

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with minor clarity or mechanics errors.
	Contributes to discussion with clear, concise comments formatted in an easy to read style that is free of grammatical or spelling errors.
	5
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	Frequency (excluding Initial Post)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	1

	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
	Posts shallow contribution to discussion (e.g., agrees or disagrees); does not enrich discussion.  Responds to 1 or 2 other students.
	Elaborates on an existing posting with further comment or observation.  Responds to 2 other students’ posts.
	2

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; contains full development of concept or thought.
	2

	Length of Postings
	<50 words on one or more posting
	50-75 words on one or more posting
	75 words or greater on all four postings
	1.5

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with clarity and without mechanics errors.
	2




