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1. The goal of this study was to gain information about how nursing home staff members recognize that a resident is dying and to learn about the types of end of life care that is implemented in the nursing home (Waldrop & Kirkendall, 2009). The sample consisted of forty-two staff members. The participants included administrators, nurses, CNAs, social workers, and housekeepers that all worked within a single nursing home. The members of the sample used in this study are from the population of interest. They all work within a nursing home and work with residents who are dying and will receive end of life care. The sampling method used in this study was appropriate. The conductors of the study sent a newsletter to each employee of the nursing home that gave a brief description of the study and invited the employees to participate (Waldrop & Kirkendall, 2009). The staff members who agreed to help with the study participated in a one on one interview that consisted of objective open ended questions about caring for dying residents and their families (Waldrop & Kirkendall, 2009). The sample size seems to be adequate considering that the study looked at only a single nursing home. However, the results of the study cannot be generalized to the entire population. I think this is mainly because the participants were only from one small nursing home in a suburban community. A more accurate picture would be given if the sample consisted of staff members from a number of nursing homes in different areas of the country. Also, staff members from the nursing home self volunteered to participate in the study which could cause bias responses in the sample (Waldrop & Kirkendall, 2009). According to Waldrop and Kirdendall (2009), the study was developed along with the administrative team that oversees care in all facilities and was approved by the Institutional Review Board. Participants were informed of what their participation included and were allowed to self volunteer to be a part of the study. 
2. It is very important that researchers obtain informed consent from participants and have their study authorized by the institutional review board before proceeding with the study (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011). When I think of a vulnerable population, I first think of the elderly. Many changes that occur with aging could influence an elderly person to agree to something that they misunderstood. Also, patients who are in pain and are on strong pain medications or patients who have a medical condition that is affecting their normal state of mind could also be considered vulnerable. It should be thoroughly confirmed that participants fully understand their purpose in the study and what that purpose will involve. 
Reference
Rebar, C. R., Gersch, C. J., Macnee, C. L., & McCabe, S. (2011). Understanding nursing research: using research in evidence-based practice (3rd ed.). Philadelphia: Wolters Kluwer/Lippincott Williams & Wilkins.
Waldrop, D.P. & Kirkendall, A.M. (2009). Comfort measures: A qualitative study of nursing home-based end-of-life care. Journal of Palliative Medicine. 12(8), 719-724. Retrieved from http://proxy.library.eiu.edu:2053/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=75b98c0e-7681-42ec-b6c6-f417da7e395d%40sessionmgr115&vid=21&hid=122

06/01/2012 11:49 am 
Liji,
I really enjoyed reading your post. While the journal article you chose sounds interesting, my favorite part of your post was the way you described the three ethical principles, applied them to an ethical study, and discussed the patient rights that must always be taken into consideration. You described all the components of an ethical study and did it very well. I think that anyone could understand what an ethical study should involve after reading your post. Overall, very great job! 
06/03/2012 8:14 pm 
Krystal,
I like the way this study appears to be set up. When parents have a child that is newly diagnosed with ADHD, they must have many questions and concerns, especially in the following months. By conducting the interviews over a few months, the researchers probably got a wider variety of issues that are dealt with. This information could be very helpful in providing information to families who have children diagnosed with ADHD. It sounds like the sample size gave adequate information to the study. Like you said, it would be interesting to see how the results compare in other countries and among a variety of cultures. Also it was good that you mentioned weighing the benefits against the risks of the subjects in a study. 
06/01/2012 11:32 am 
Kourtney,
I have not read the article you chose, but the study seems to ask a very interesting question. Off the top of my head, it is hard for me to think of some reasons that the results of the study may have showed. Growing up with parents who took their kids to the doctor for every little thing, it is weird for me to think that children would go without or get behind on the immunizations that are considered a standard for all children. However, I’m sure people have their reasons so I am interested to see what the study found. As you mentioned, the study didn’t represent the whole population at interest so it would be interesting to see how results from other states in the U.S. would compare to the results that came from Hawaii alone.
06/03/2012 9:18 pm 
The elderly was the first vulnerable population that came to mind, maybe because this group of people relate to the study I chose. I quickly thought of my grandparents. They are both in their 80’s and are in relatively good health, especially for their age. However, my grandpa has many of the sensory changes that occur with aging like macular degeneration and significant hearing loss. He cannot read at all anymore and people around him have to speak incredibly loud so he can hear them. He often misunderstands because communication is impaired. The two of them were recently talked into signing a contract from a door to door sales person. Afterwards, they were calling my parents extremely upset when they realized that they have no idea what they just signed. That shows just how easily a person can be persuaded to agree to something that they do not know about.
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