05/29/2012 10:08 pm 
The sample size of the study included 12 nursing students and their superiors from three different health centers over a course of ten weeks. These nursing students were in their third semester of education, and this study took place during 2006. The sampling method involved the supervising nurses to receive appropriate training and to work closely with the nursing students. The sample size was small but gave enough data to conclude that the majority of the nursing students wished to have more professional oral shift reports with their supervising nurses. However, the results of this study cannot be generalized to the general population of student nurses. The students were within their third semester, so their views of oral shift reports differ from first semester nursing students. There were only 12 student participants within a total of three healthcare environments. The time frame, ten weeks, was also a short period of time to get conclusive and accurate data for a general population. The article explains that the subjects (the students) were protected with assigning letters to each different healthcare environment, and each nursing student was assigned a number. If the student was quoted on their thoughts about oral shift reports they had participated in, their number was given instead of their name. It was also addressed that the nursing students gave written consent to participate in this study.
Steps that researchers should take to ensure they produce an ethical study is to be aware of what kind of population they are using as participants of the study. The participants need to volunteer for the experiment; they cannot be forced to participate within it. Consent must be collected and valid in order to proceed with the study, as well as the step to ensure confidentiality of its’ participants. Some researchers aim their studies at vulnerable populations instead of the general public. According to the Webster University Institutional Review Board, “examples of vulnerable subjects include children, prisoners, pregnant women, mentally disabled persons, and persons who are economically or educationally disadvantaged”. To protect subjects of these populations from any harm during the study, the researchers must ensure that the subjects gave consent to participate, and they must determine whether the subjects are able or mentally well enough to give this consent and participate. The consent must be legal and must be documented as well.	Comment by Charlotte: are
IRB Tips - Vulnerable Populations Info. (n.d.). Webster University. Retrieved May 29, 2012, from http://www.webster.edu/irb/vulner.html
Skaalvik, M., Normann, H., & Henriksen, N. (2010). To what extent does the oral shift report stimulate learning among nursing students? A qualitative study. Journal of Clinical Nursing, 19, 2300-2307. Retrieved May 21, 2012, from the CINAHL Plus with Full Text database.
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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.
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	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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05/31/2012 5:44 pm 
Krystal,
I agree with who you believe the article would be read by. I personally thought that the sample was small, since I had compared the number of participants against other examples of qualitative studies. The article I chose had one of the smallest samples. With that said, I can see your perspective of how 12 participants is a justifiable sample size. Although this does not represent the entire nursing student population, it does however represent the third semester nursing student population. As a nursing student who has only had a few clinical experiences to date, I would not be represented within this population the article described. This is because I am not in my third semester yet, and I think that if I participated in this study or a study like one, my view of oral shift reports would vastly differ from those who were described within the article.
05/31/2012 5:52 pm 
Madeline,
I have not read your article, but I am curious about this study. Was it about general breast cancer or a certain type of it? I ask because this study was only for females, but according to the Cancer Treatment Center of America website, men can have breast cancer as well. I agree with your statement that the women who participated in this study are part of a vulnerable population. Researchers must be aware of how the knowledge of the patients' cancer affects the participant, since if they are unstable in any way it could cause an ethical issue in the study.
Breast Cancer Information – What is Breast Cancer | CTCA. (n.d.). CTCA Cancer Treatment Centers & Hospitals | Integrative Cancer Care. Retrieved May 31, 2012, from http://www.cancercenter.com/breast-cancer/breast-cancer-information.cfm
06/01/2012 9:52 pm 
Kelly,
You make some good points about vulnerable populations. You talked about how vulnerable populations need to feel protected during the study, and one way I think this can be achieved is by making the study completely confidential. I am wondering if the nurses within the study you talked about were protected with confidentiality. Since it was through a protected survey, I am wondering if they had to provide any of their personal information that only the researchers could view, or if even the researchers did not know who the participants of the study were.
06/01/2012 10:06 pm 
Kathleen,
I am impressed by the number of participants for the study you researched. There was over a thousand participants, as well as two different surveys used. I think that this gives an overall substantial amount of data that can help form conclusions for the initial question that led to the study. They can use all of this data, but I too wonder how the results would differ from the U.S. I think that perhaps the overall methods used to help and prevent UTI's would be similar between Norway and the U.S., but there might be some differences within medications or other care that would create a significant difference in the data.
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