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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.)?
a. This study was performed via interviews with a total of 66 patients. The study was actually started in 1997, but had to be postponed because the researcher passed away. In 1997 there were 54 patients interviewed for this study until it was postponed. It started back up in 2007 with 3 more researchers on the case and interviewing 12 more patients. The sampling was performed from three units in two counties. These units included hospice, oncological outpatient clinic and palliative home care. The number of patients was equal for both hospice and the oncological outpatient clinic at 23 where the home care included 20 of the total patients. The population varied from ages, gender, social status, children, faith and type of cancer. The average age was 64 years old with the range being from 30-90. There were 37 female patients and 29 males with 34 living by themselves and 32 living with another person. Only 11 of the patients did not have children and 14 of them were religious. The criteria for this study was to be “over 18 years old, suffering from cancer in a palliative phase and being informed of this, Swedish speaking, no obvious disorientation and not currently suffering from a psychological crisis” (Karlsson, Milberg and Strang, 2012). I think the sample size is below average and that there should be more recent patients rather than over half being done in 1997 with only 12 in 2007. I feel that this cannot be generalized to the entire population because this was performed in another country where the information and interpretation of euthanasia may be inadequate. It is a popular issue here in the United States and I think there would be different results if it was done here. It does not use the words informed consent in the sampling section, but it does mention that the selected patients were given written information of the study by the staff performing the interview before it was done.
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?
a. Researchers should be sure to give out an informed consent form before performing a study so they do not lead their patients in blind. They also need to get the studies approved by whichever regional board oversees that particular area. The study needs to be approved by the board of ethics. Researchers should not sway the population they are studying either, it needs to be a wide variety of patients for one study with no relations to the researchers. An example of a vulnerable population is in the study I chose, cancer patients. Another vulnerable population is the elderly. Certain considerations need to be done for these patients in particular such as emotional support because they have just been informed of this news of the severity of the cancer in their bodies. Assuring the patients are ok with this study and in their comfort zone is important.
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Lindsay -
It does sound like the sample was well defined in the study and had adequate results. I think that the total number they chose though was a little low for a study of this sort and the potential for such great results. If they used more samples they may be able to generalize it for the entire population of the United States. For cases such as pneumonia, personally I would rather them be stationed in a hospital setting because the long term care facilities tend to have fewer staff on a day to day basis. Such illnesses require more one on one time with patients.
Kallie
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Krystal -
Vulnerable populations are ones in particular that researchers need to be aware of when having them included in a study. You made very valid points with the prisoners and homeless due to their personal strive to be included in one. Confidentiality is such an important factor in anything nowadays including studies. I was part of a study at Illinois State for the Psychology Department and I was talked through a brief summary of what it was going to be. After they explained the process briefly I was to sign an informed consent, which is the most common way of conducting an ethical study. It was very interesting to be a part of a study for a university and to be able to look back on the process.
Kallie
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Kara -
You talk a lot about sample size and how your study was a mixture of quantitative as well as qualitative. There are certain points you hit on such as what it entails for a study sample to be adequate or not. You mention it is saturated once the information becomes redundant and no new information is being collected.
After researching more on studies and sample sizes I found a website that has clear cut information for me. Marshall mentions that a qualitative sample size is simply one that can answer each research question. "For simple questions or very detailed studies this may be in single figures; for complex questions large samples and a variety of sampling techniques might be necessary" (Marshall, 1996).
Marshall, M. (1996). Sampling for qualitative research. 
Retrieved from http://spa.hust.edu.cn/2008/
uploadfile/2009-9/20090916221539453.pdf 
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Kelsey -
I enjoyed reading your post. You mentioned very clearly that you do not think this particular sample could be generalized to the entire nursing student population because these 12 students were in their third semester and about to graduate. I would have to agree with you on this point of view. The reason I agree with this helps because I have been able to reflect back on my very first clinical and thinking how much information I needed to be more aware about making my oral reports feel like they were not worth it to me because I did not know half the things the nurses and doctors were referring to. Whereas now in my third semester I think oral report with the night and day shift nurses is the most beneficial part of the morning clinicals because it is my time to ask questions and meet the patient with them.
Kallie
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