06/06/2012 6:39 pm 
1. What research design was used? Please describe the research design (examples of qualitative designs include phenomenology, ethnography, case study, or grounded theory). Is this design appropriate for the research problem? Is validity addressed (in qualitative studies the terms credibility, trustworthiness, confirmability, and validation are sometimes used)? Is reliability addressed?
Research is more than looking up information in a dusty library. In fact there are different methods for designing how research will be performed. All research designs are made to ensure the most accurate and complete data will be collected. Grounded theory is a qualitative method for performing nursing research. In theLongitudinal Study of Patients Living with Advanced Cancer researchers’ goal was to gain an understanding of the experiences these individuals go through from the time of diagnosis till death. Because the researchers interpreted the participants experiences to form data the grounded theory method is implied. The fact that the study was longitudinal, lasting about two years, also indicates that the design chosen prior to research was grounded theory. Grounded theory design couldn’t be more perfect for the research problem. Before beginning the study researchers were approved by IBS indicating that the individuals doing the work are credible. The reliability of the men and women performing the study was mentioned several times in the article. These researchers remained consistent throughout the study, therefore ensuring all accounts of the patients will be accurate.	Comment by Charlotte:  Add a space 
1. What variable(s) were studied? Were the variables defined conceptually and operationally? What are the definitions, if provided? If the definitions were not clearly defined, can you infer what the definitions are?
Once it is decided what kind of research design will be used the researchers must determine what specific qualities, or variables, they will look for when recruiting participants. In an article about understanding the experiences of patients with advanced cancer there were a few variables that individuals had to possess to be a part of the study. Specifically researchers wanted patients who were diagnosed with stage III or stage IV lung cancer or stage IV GI cancer. In addition to having one of these diagnosis’, the participants needed to be at least 18 years of age or older, have no cognitive impairment prior to diagnosis as well as be able to speak and read English. These variables were detailed to clients recruited for a broader study. One would define these attributes as operational variables. To narrow down the study and collect participants that fit specific needs of this study more variables were applied. Researchers then looked for more conceptual values such as those who scored high on the Schedule of Attitudes Towards Hastened Death or appeared depressed or hopeless. While the article didn’t exactly spell out what every variable they were looking for was, it was explained what qualities the patients needed to be involved.
3. Please describe the data collection process used by the researchers (observation, interviews, case studies, focus groups, collecting stories). Is the data collection approach appropriate? Is the data collection process described adequately (i.e. could you repeat the process if you wanted to duplicate the study)? Are reliability & validity addressed?
The data collection process used by researchers for the Longitudinal Study of Patients Living with Advanced Cancer was very detailed when explaining to readers each step taken. The first thing these researchers did was review previous research related to dying. During this review researchers found another study going on with participants that could also be used in their study. Patients in this study were given questionnaires to help assess their quality of life. After reviewing the group chosen for the larger study, these scholars narrowed down what individuals could be helpful in their study of experiences of living with cancer. The 27 individuals who consented to participate were interviewed over the course of their illness. From the time of diagnosis until death researchers met with patients and asked a variety of question addressing their experiences and attitudes towards the dying process. This approach of data collection is most appropriate because it allows for open ended answers. While one could argue that observation would be most beneficial for this study; researchers wouldn’t be able to bring up specific questions by simply observing. The collection process was described so sufficiently that it could be repeated time and time again. The reliability and validity of the collection process was addressed in detail. While interviews leave researchers without concrete data, it was up to one individual to interpret meaning of what was said and fit results into categories. The research team worked together to ensure that there was consistency among interpretation.
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:  Just goals and a should be capitalized. Please a space between cancer. and death. 	Comment by Charlotte: Should be italics. 
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06/09/2012 11:27 am 
Kara,
I noticed you mentioned that reliability wasn't addressed in your article; I'm curious as to how such a influential article can get by without reliability. I understand that many different people giving their own opinions can give a variety of results. In the article I chose to read the researchers interpreted the participants responses which they then organized in a chart. While I feel that any study with conceptual variables is difficult to get a collective result, I think the research article you chose could easily attain reliability. Perhaps if there was an organization system that each response could fit into the results would come off with more support. Nice post!	Comment by Charlotte: participants’
06/10/2012 1:49 pm 
Kalyn,
I liked that you included the definition of the grounded theory method, being able to see your explanation and compare it to the article you chose makes it easier to confirm the method. I've noticed that a lot of the articles our peers have chosen use the grounded theory method. Like you mentioned, these studies last a while which makes me believe they are the best way to make a change in patient care. The way you explained variables and how they related to the study you chose helped me to understand conceptual variables better.
06/10/2012 2:01 pm 
Laura,
I hate to admit it, but this was my first time reading one of your posts. I wish I had caught on to your topic earlier because I enjoy hearing about any palliative care especially when it involves babies. Reading your article I get the impression this topic means a lot to you. I agree with your comment that surveys can be biased and results in not fully accurate data. You mentioned that it was hard to tell whether or not the method used was the most appropriate, while other methods may have worked better I feel that the option chosen worked well enough to get the point across. In addition, even though trustworthiness wasn't addressed I get the sense that if people are working to improve palliative care for neonatal patients they should be somewhat trustworthy. I look forward to hearing more about the article you chose.
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