06/12/2012 9:17 pm 
The purpose of the study was to not only describe oral shift reports but to determine if they are educationally beneficial for nursing students doing clinical in nursing homes. The purpose of this study was clearly stated in both the abstract and a section of the article titled “Aim of the Study”. This topic is important to nursing since every nurse has to participate in oral shift reports (also known as end of shift reports). As nursing students, we are learning the aspects and the value of these oral shift reports. The study is important because it focuses on its’ value and whether nursing students believe the reports could be modified to be more educational.
The objectives of the study included interviewing 12 third semester nursing students about the oral shift reports they participated in. the researchers also observed the reports prior to the interviews. From their data, the researchers created themes and sub-themes of their analyses, to understand similarities and differences between the students’ oral shift report experiences. The researchers discussed the context of the study, and it was easy to infer the objectives. What was not included were the questions the researchers asked the participants during the interviews. The objectives of the study were appropriate and correlated with the purpose that was discussed earlier in the article.
While the researchers provide reasons as to why they studied this topic, it was not discussed if the questions during each interview were the same for all participants, each time they were interviewed. Therefore, I do not believe this study to be based off of a framework.
The review of the researchers’ literature was thorough and appropriate. During the introduction and explanation of the study, the researchers quoted and cited other works of literature numerous times. The researchers did not discuss previous studies that may have pertained to the study they conducted, but they provided reasons as to why their study needed to be done. Some of the works of literature they used for their study dated back to the 1990’s, which technically is not current. The most current work they included was from 2006, but since the article was published in 2006 the literature was very current at the time. The literature was well-critiqued, and ways the researchers thought oral shift reports could be improved were included toward the end of the article. Gaps in knowledge pertaining to the research’s purpose were inferred within the discussion and conclusion of the article. The literature within the article justifies the need for the study.
Rebar, C. R., Macnee, C. L., Gersch, C., & McCabe, S. (2011). Understanding nursing research: using research in evidence-based practice (3rd ed.). Philadelphia: Wolters Kluwer/Lippincott Williams & Wilkins Health.
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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06/15/2012 2:30 pm 
Kallie,
I really like your article's purpose. Euthanasia has been an ethical debate for quite some time, and as nurses we have to consider these options depending on our patient's wishes. It sounds like the study took place in Sweden, according to the objectives you have recognized. I wonder, will it ever be acceptable in the United States? I am also wondering about the questions that the researchers asked. It would be interesting to know them, so one could tie in the results to the questions. If the interview questions were given, one could also reciprocate the study in other countries, like the United States. I think it is only a matter of time before euthanasia becomes acceptable. I think it is interesting that the study had most of the participants interviewed numerous years ago, and that it was just finished since the final amount had just been questioned. I personally think that with the changing times, the gap between the interviews could cause the results to be more widely spread, since thoughts may have changed in the participants over the years in the way they view euthanasia. I really like this article!
06/17/2012 6:05 pm 
Kara,
I find the topic of your article to be very interesting. I believe that the problem of the study is very much related to nursing, since we always want to break the chain of infection. I also find it interesting that your study was not based upon a framework. Looking at other's articles, the majority are not based upon a framework, and I wonder why that is. Perhaps it has to do with the type of study (qualitative). When we have to study a quantitative article, I am curious to see if more of the studies people chose to focus on are based on a framework. Good Job!	Comment by Charlotte: is
06/17/2012 6:13 pm 
Kristina,
This topic seems very compelling. Death and dying is something that nurses frequently have to deal with, and it is important to understand the hardships the patients have while dying, so one can make them more comfortable. I like how you talk about nurses being advocates for their patients, since this is completely true and we have been taught this for quite some time. If nurses cannot understand how to make out patients more comfortable during the dying process, we are not being advocates for our patients, thus not doing our job. Being attentive to a patient's needs is very important to me in nursing, and I like how thought-provoking your article is. 
06/15/2012 2:37 pm 
Kourtney,
I love the topic of your article. I think that immunizations are imperative to everyone's overall health and well-being. It is amazing that with all of the success stories due to vaccines, some still choose not to get them for their children. I wonder if studies similar to this have been done in other countries. There are obvious reasons as to why parents to not get their children vaccinated in countries with great poverty, but in wealthier countries the reasons are not so clear. Your article helps to determine this. Great job!
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