05/29/2012 1:06 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.)?
According to the study, the sample is: "A purposive sample of 12 parents caring for a child with ADHD who resided at home were recruited" (Ho, Chien, & Wang, 2011, p. 43). This study is based in Hong Kong. More specifically, the sample targeted children who were referred the Child and Adolescent Mental Health Unit for psychological evaluation. Being that it is a purposive sample, it involves participants who are intentionally selected because of the purpose of the research; in this case it is ADHD. The sample criterion, according to the study were, "Fathers or mothers: (a) who lived with and took care of a child who was aged 12 or below and diagnosed with ADHD; (b) whose child was diagnosed with ADHD within the past three months; and (c) who understood and spoke Cantonese or Mandarin" (Ho, Chien, & Wang, 2011, p. 44). The participants of the study filled out informed consent and were able to complete the semi-structured interviews at their own pace. The study took place over a 3 month period and the idea was to target the parent's concerns and perspectives on caregiving of a child with ADHD. Questions were based off of family caregiving and health needs. The sample size in this study is representative of most qualitative studies. According to the text, "The size of the sample in a qualitative study is dictated by the method of study and the complexity of the phenomenon of interest. Since the data collection methods in qualitative research yield much data from each participant, the sample sizes are usually smaller than in quantitative research"(Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011, p. 111). Going along with this idea, the number of participants in this study was adequate. I think the sample for the study could be representative of the Chinese population who have children with ADHD but I definitely think it would need to be revised if it were to represent more cultures and ethnicities.	Comment by Charlotte: This is a fragment.  You also need a space between research and (Rebar. 
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?
In order to keep a study ethical, it is important to have the participants sign or agree to the study with a consent. Confidentiality is also important because participant's rights need to be protected when they are subjects in studies. Another thing to consider is the evaluation of the risk: benefit ratio. Does the benefit outweigh the risk? Or vice versa? As a researcher is it your obligation to explain what you are getting your participants into and how you will work to prevent these risks. At risk populations include: 1) the homeless 2) prisoners and 3) the mentally ill. You must consider the fact that prisoners might feel compelled to participate as an act of good behavior; the homeless may want to participate because of incentives such as payment rather than true desire to participate; and mentally ill clients may be less able to consent due to developmental delays or they may feel coerced to participate. The IRB is informed of any subjects who are included that may be less capable of consenting and the researcher must protect the patient's right to fair treatment. 
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Lindsey,
I enjoyed reading your article! Although I don't think I would never have the work ethic to have a career in a nursing home myself, I think doing a study with a group of nursing home participants is a good idea. The basis of the study in regards to whether treatment should be done at the nursing home where they reside or be sent to a hospital is an interesting topic. Honestly, it is something that I would never think of doing research on myself since it is just one example of an illness that can occur in the elderly population. I think it was a great idea to do multiple exercises on the residents who were partaking in the study because it is important to use patients who have the ability to remember what they are being asked and understand what is going on as far as their basis of care. Additionally, I think this study is great because I believe the elderly population in general is vulnerable due to many variables in their life. Doing a study on a vulnerable population can make a huge difference on that population depending on what the results show!
05/31/2012 11:33 am 
Kara,
I like your study for multiple reasons. The first reason I like it is because it involves both quantitative and qualitative aspects of the research process. I also think it's interesting because the sample population in this study is the physicians and medical staff in comparison to the patients or parents of patients.I think you make a good point when you mention that the size of the sample does not necessarily make the information more or less valid. Considering the fact that this study does encompass a qualitative aspect, the richness of the information is what is most important. I think for this study, using the convenience sample for this was the perfect choice since it forcuses on a specific population and a specific topic of interest (catheters). 	Comment by Charlotte: Insert a space 	Comment by Charlotte: focuses
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Kelsey,
This study hits home because it involves nursing students perspectives on getting report when starting a shift at clinical. I think the sample population of the study (12) is enough to saturate the data and provide valid information. Although since this is only targeting the nursing student population this cannot be generalized to the entire population. This article would be a great reference for nursing educators, instructors, and medical professionals to understand the views of nursing students when in the medical setting. Along with that, the nursing educators, instructors, and nurse managers can take the information they learn from this study and apply it to their own institutions. Additionally, the nursing instructors can observe and implement studies in their own facilities to see how to make oral shift reports more beneficial to nursing students. Lastly, going off of the perspectives of the third semester nursing students vs the first semester nursing students I can relate to the fact that viewpoints are going to differ. I know when I started this program I had a lot of differ viewpoints than I do today so it definitely makes sense to me.	Comment by Charlotte: Fragment 
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Madeline,
I am a huge follower of breast cancer support and have run a few 5Ks for breast cancer. I think your article is wonderful. One thing I am wondering is why the researchers only chose to interview female clients? I realize the incidence of breast cancer in female clients is higher than males but I feel it would be a good idea in the future to include the male gender in the study as well when focusing on breast cancer in general. It is important for the study to be ethical, as in this case because all studies need to keep each and every participant informed. All aspects of the study need to be discussed with each patient and if there is anything that could go wrong, the researcher needs to have a way to counteract that during the study. As with any study with a limited number of participants, this study should not be generalized to the entire population. As far as the study goes, I think it would be a great idea to focus on a specific age group or culture. It would be interesting to see if there are any variations between cultures.
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