05/30/2012 5:32 pm 
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.)?
This study was performed on a total of 1004 adult primary care patients with one of four anxiety disorders. These disorders included generalized anxiety disorder, panic disorder, posttraumatic stress disorder, or social anxiety disorder. These patients came from clinics located in Seattle, Los Angeles, San Diego, and Little Rock. The sampling was performed from the 17 clinics within those states listed above used for this study. These clinics were categorized as large health maintenance organizations, federally qualified community healthcare centers, university-affiliated clinics, or private clinics. The total number of participants used in the qualitative key informant interview was 61 participants breakdown of participants included 14 ACSs hired/trained by the study, 18 primary care physicians, 13 primary care nurses and then lastly 16 primary care clinic administrators/staff members. The ACSs had a nursing or social work background and all but two were females. Eleven of the primary care physicians were specialized internal medicine physicians while the others seven were family practice. Twelve of the physicians were female leaving the remaining six male. The clinic nursing staff was a mix of registered nurses, licensed practical nurse, and licensed vocational nurses. All but two of the clinical nursing staff was female. The clinical administrators that were interviewed were all female but three. The other clinical staff that was included in this grouping consisted of front desk clerks, scheduling/administrative assistance and project coordinators. All of these clinical staff were female but one. This was the only information collected from these participants. As seen most of the participants were female, however the sample mostly reflects on the characteristics of the working environment. The staff members with strong to moderate involvement with the CALM study were seen as targeted and oversampled for participation. It stated that that clinicians and staff less involved with CALM were interviewed to provide a balance. I believe this sampling method was appropriate because they wanted to uncover some of the barriers and facilitators at these facilities. They also wanted to have some implementation and sustainability for the intervention. I believe the sample size was a bit small and there should be more participants this is because from those clinics used they only chose to focus on patients with one of four listed above anxiety disorders. I do not believe the results can be generalized because they were performed in only four states. In the data collection section it stated that the study protocol, consent forms and interview guides were reviewed and approved for this study. So there it does mention the selected patients and participants were given information on the study.(Curran, Sullivan, Medel, Craske, Sherbourne, Stein, McDaniel & Roy-Byrne, 2012).	Comment by Charlotte: Insert a space between the two. 
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?
It is always important to make sure that any study is performed ethically. A researcher should always make sure that they are handing out an informed consent form before starting the study. In the CALM study after the study was described the possible participants were given a written informed consent. (Curran, Sullivan, Medel, Craske, Sherbourne, Stein, McDaniel & Roy-Byrne, 2012). This way the researcher will refrain from using a vulnerable population. A vulnerable population would include people that do not always express their feelings, patients who have someone like a care giver speak for them, and participants who just simply do not understand the study being conducted. Some considerations that might help would be to make sure there is no communication barrier, describing the study, and answering questions participants may have. Also in some studies the participants may also be give the option to resign from the study if they begin to comfortable.	Comment by Charlotte: Can now quote as Curran et al. 	Comment by Charlotte: Review page 135 for vulnerable populations. 
Curran, G., Sullivan, G., Mendel, P., Craske, M., Sherbourne, C., Stein, M., McDaniel, A., & Roy-Byrne,P.(2012). Implementation of the CALM intervention for anxiety disorders: a qualitative study.BioMed Central. Retrieved from http://www.implementationscience.com/content/7/1/14#	Comment by Charlotte: Add a space between the two. 

06/02/2012 3:16 pm 
Kallie, 
When reading over your post I was quite shocked that since the study was postponed they went ahead and used the information gather years prior which accounted for more of the participants. I would have thought they would gather another sample of individuals and started over, or if they were going to use the original information at least match the number of the participants from each year. I liked how you included that this study was done else where and if done in the United States the information gathered may be different. I would be interested to see what type of results would be found here and if they would be some what similar as to those performed in the two contries from this study. I found it quite strange that there was no informed concent given when this study was conducted since they went back to reopen the study ten years later. I would have assumed that the study would have been more organized and would have included things such as informed consent. Overall it was a very interesting post , Great Job!	Comment by Charlotte:  This should be one word. 	Comment by Charlotte: This should be one word. 	Comment by Charlotte: countries	Comment by Charlotte: consent	Comment by Charlotte: Delete the extra space after post. 
06/03/2012 4:34 pm 
Lindsay,
After reading over your post I would have to agree with you your sample did seem well definied and they did produce adequate results. However, I thought the number of participants for this study was quite low since it only included 6 residents and 8 family members. I think that if there would have been more participants the results would have potentially been more broad like you stated. I liked how you included the selection process of the canidates such as the interviews and they had to qualify with certain criteria before being selected. After glancing over the article I also noted the protection of the subjects. This was one of the only studies that I read over so far that had a verbal consent to release the patient's information such as their name and also had the patient's sign an informed concent. I think the researchers thought this out and took time to really consider the protection of these subjects since they maybe somewhat vulnerable. Great Post!	Comment by Charlotte: defined	Comment by Charlotte: boarder	Comment by Charlotte: candidates 	Comment by Charlotte: consent	Comment by Charlotte: Two words may be. 
06/02/2012 3:36 pm 
Kourtney,
I found your article very interesting because I feel like over the past year in nursing school we had discussed immunizations in children. I would have liked to see your study done on more states than just Hawaii because I would like to see how the results compare to other states. When discussing immunizations I would have liked to know some of the reasons why the parents did not chose to follow the schedule such as religious or personal reasons since now a days there has been said that more people are choosing to refuse immunizations. I thought you did a great job in explaining what researchers should do such as getting the approval from the IRB. As we heard in research day this is very important before gathering any information or talking to potential participants. Your example was also a good one that I didn't think of when answering this question. I totally agree that the prisoners might feel like they have to participate. Great post!
06/03/2012 4:43 pm 
Kristina, 
I found this study to be quite interesting. I had not looked over your article previously and I thought it was great that they had patients who were willing to participate in this study even though they were predictied to have a short life expectancy. Like we learned from previous research days, the researchers did the right thing by recieving approval for the study before gathering participatiants. It was also interesting to find out that through this study most of the results gathered from these patients was the same. I wonder if the researchers ever considered adding some of the other types of cancers since the results from the original study seemed to be repetitive. I thought you did a great job explaining the second question and applied it to your study. Great post !	Comment by Charlotte: predicted	Comment by Charlotte: receiving	Comment by Charlotte: participants 	Comment by Charlotte: delete extra space 
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	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.

	4

	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.
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	5

	References & Support
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	4

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
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	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
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	Content
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	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
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	Posts information that is factually correct; contains full development of concept or thought.
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	Contributes valuable information to discussion with clarity and without mechanics errors.
	1



