05/30/2012 8:23 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.)?
The goal of this study was to get an understanding of individuals with advanced cancer's experiences from diagnosis to death. Because of the numerous types of cancer and possible prognosis' the researchers of this study chose to narrow their search to specifically individuals with GI or lung cancer with a life expectancy of only two years. These participants were selected because they meet the requirements that are necessary for this specific study making them part of a purposive sample. The method used to gather samples was appropriate for the studies requirements, however as with most research the population could always be expanded to gather more comprehensive results. The sample size in the longitudinal study of patients with advanced cancer can be referred to as adequate. Majority of the participants had similar results creating a saturation in the research. Because of the repetitiveness among results there was no need to continue gathering volunteers, and one can conclude this sample size. While some assumptions about providing end of life care can be applicable to the terminal population, not everything a dying patient wishes for can be provided to the entire population. Before any sampling could begin, researchers made sure to protect the volunteers as well as their study. Prior to 	Comment by Charlotte: requirements; however 
recruiting participants the study was approved by a University Health Network Research Ethics Board and the York University Human Participants Review Committee. While the article summarizing the study didn't include the details of the informed consent it did mention that the participants gave their consent. 
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 standards to be followed when conducting research, specifically to ensure the process was done ethically. Before any official research can be done the study must get the approval from an institutional review board (IRB). The proposed study must be deemed ethical by all members of this committee before any work can begin. Once researchers receive the thumbs up from an IRB they can start gathering study samples. After choosing which type of sample group will be used for a study each participant must be given informed consent. By reading and signing an informed consent a volunteer gives the researcher permission to use the information he or she provided in the study. In addition, an informed consent ensures that a participant knows their rights related to research. When it comes to research involving vulnerable populations determining what is considered ethical can be problem. The longitudinal study of patients with advanced cancer is a perfect example of clientele who can be described as vulnerable. The individuals who participated in the study weren't only diagnosed with cancer but they were given a prognosis of only two years to live. When continuing research of a person who is near death one must use ethical decisions to determine what is respectful towards the patient. For example, in the study of patients with advanced cancer researchers chose not to interview patients on days that they weren't feeling well. Over all research can have a big impact in the nursing
community while making sure that everyones' rights are protected.
Nissim, R., Rennie, D., Fleming, S., Hales, S., Gagliese, L., & Rodin, G. (2012). Goals Set in the Land of the Living/Dying: A Longitudinal Study of Patients Living with Advanced Cancer.Death Studies, 36(4), 360-390. doi:10.1080/07481187.2011.553324	Comment by Charlotte: Goals set in the land of theliving/dying: A longitudinal study of patients living with advanced cancer. 	Comment by Charlotte: Insert space between the two. 
Rebar, C.R., Gersch, C.J., Macnee, C.L., & McCabe, S. (2011). Understanding nursing research: Using research in evidenced-based practice (3rd ed.). Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott, Williams & Wilkins 
Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: Kristina Bailey 
	Date Graded: 6/4/12 
	Week #:   3
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   541

   YES        NO
	Comments:

	
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Good 
3 Points
	Excellent
5 Points
	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.
	3



06/01/2012 5:16 pm 
Katie,
The study you reviewed sounds very interesting. While reading several research articles I've noticed that most studies are formed with collaboration from previous researchers and their work. Coincidentally, you mentioned that the data collected was meta-synthesized from other studies. Even though an artcile doesn't specifically say the method used to collect data, you should be able to make a conclusion through hints. Without actually having read the research article I get the sense that the sampling method was purposive method. Because the individuals picked for the study were selectively chosen from other studies based on their similarities they fit the purposive sampling method. Great Job! 	Comment by Charlotte: article
Kristina
06/03/2012 2:32 pm 
Kimberly,
I think it's great that research is being done to address childhood obesity. I hear all the time how America is such an overweight country, reaching out to the next generation is a good way to start a change. I agree with you when you mentioned that you didn't believe the study could be applicable to everyone because of different factors. Not everyone looses weight the same way, nor does every individual feel the same about diet, exercise and health. While three months is a long time to be observing someone, like you said it isn't necessarily long enough to see big change. I believe that if these researchers made their study longer their results would vary. In addition, a longer study could offer more tips for changing the amount of obese individuals. 
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	Name:
	Date Graded: 6/4/12
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	Deadline for Posting met?         
                   YES         NO

	# of Responses:
	2
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments:

	Any post-deadline entries?
	  YES
  NO
	
	

	
	

	# of Days Participating: 2
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Excellent 
2 Points
	Points

	Frequency (excluding Initial Post)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	1.5

	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




