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1. What was the problem and the purpose of the study? Were the problem and purpose clearly stated? In your opinion, is the topic important to nursing? How?
a. The main problem that these three researchers wanted to explore further was the increased patient desire to ask about euthanasia as a possible choice in end of life care. It was important for the researchers to gather patient information and personal wishes. “Our goal was to explore dying cancer patients’ own perspectives on euthanasia, especially in relation to autonomy, by means of an in depth interview study” (Karlsson, Milberg and Strang, 2012). The problem was not clearly stated, but the purpose was. This topic is extremely important to nursing because we as nurses are to be advocating for our client’s wishes.
2. What are the objectives and/or research questions in the study? Did the author(s) clearly state them or do you have to infer them? Are the objectives/questions appropriate for the purpose of the study, or do the objectives/questions seem to address another issue?
a. There were clear cut objectives for these interviews being conducted. The topics they included were the patient’s perspectives on euthanasia and their opinions on legalizing it in Sweden (Karlsson, Milberg and Strang, 2012). The researchers also wanted their opinions on dignity and a dignified death. The authors clearly stated these objectives, but not specific questions. The information they provided us with was very appropriate for the purpose of the study and they were able to gather adequate information based off of it.
3. Was the study based on a framework? If so, what framework was used? Does the framework fit the problem? Are the framework concepts and relationships identified and clearly related to the problem?
a. Framework is used in some studies to outline ideas or present several thoughts from one main idea. Framework reminds me of a web we learned to write papers off of. For my study there was no framework used, but there is a table that lays out information about the patient variations (age, gender, status, religion, diagnosis, time until death).
4. The literature review is a section within research articles. Your analysis of the literature review is NOT your thoughts on how well-written and organized the journal article was. The literature review analysis should consist of your thoughts of how well the researchers looked at past literature to identify what was and was not known about the research topic prior to the current study. Please use the following questions as a guide. Was the review of the literature thorough, appropriate and organized? Was current research included in the review? Was the literature well-critiqued? Were gaps in knowledge identified relating to the research problem? In other words, does the literature justify the need for the study?
a. The literature is interesting in my study because it started several years ago and then continued on in the 2000s. ¾ of the patients were interviewed ten years ago and the rest of the participants were just recently added to finish up the study and gather results. Each individual interview was tape recorded so the information could be gone back through and reviewed/analyzed. There was current information included in the research as well as past information. With both of these instances together the literature justifies the need for the study.	Comment by Charlotte: This is not a review of the literature. The literature was reviewed throughout the paper. Some of the sources were within the last five years. The gaps were not identified. 
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	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.

	3

	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.
	5




