06/13/2012 10:36 pm 
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?
According to Markaroff (2012), the purpose of the study was to “conduct a qualitative meta-synthesis on the experiences of kidney failure in the nursing literature”. The problem and the purpose were very clearly stated in bold print on the first page. This topic is important to nursing because the better we can understand the experiences of a patient the better we can identify needs and the better we can attend to those needs.
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?
The objectives were clearly stated and a goal was even provided as well. The goal was more general while the objectives were more specific. The objectives were: “1) Discuss the emotional impact of kidney failure (end stage renal disease) on individuals with this disease, 2) Define “restrictive freedom”, 3) Explain the experiences of kidney failure as a chronic and life-threatening illness as described by patients in this review” (Markaroff, p.21, 2012). These objectives are extremely fitting to the purpose of the study.	Comment by Charlotte: Freedom,”	Comment by Charlotte: and
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?
This study did not specifically state what kind of framework it was based on but the article appears to be based on a theoretical framework. It is not testing any specific theory, but it is compiling data from thirteen different studies and drawing conclusions from those studies. The framework is fitting to the purpose.
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?
Since the purpose was to create a meta-synthesis of data, the review of literature was thorough, appropriate and organized. Current research was included in the review. Throughout the article the literature was sited multiple times. One of the pieces of literature actually directly stated there should be a synthesis of data evaluating multiple qualitative studies.
Markaroff, K. L. S. (2012). Experiences of kidney failure: A qualitative meta-synthesis. Nephrology Nursing Journal, 39(1), 21-80. Retrieved from http://proxy.library.eiu.edu:2052/login.aspx?direct=true&db=a9h&AN=71937408&site=ehost-live
Rebar, C., Gersch, C., Macnee, C., & McCabe, S., (2011). Understanding nursing research:
Using research in evidence-based practice. (3 ed.). Philadelphia: PA: Lippincott
Williams & Wilkins.
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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.

	5

	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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	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.
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	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.
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06/16/2012 10:30 pm 
Kallie-
I know that euthanasia is legal in a few states in the US too. Oregon is the state that comes to mind first. I do remember hearing about how in Sweden it’s legal everywhere. I think the concept of a framework was difficult for all of us because neither the studies nor the book really were clear. From what I gathered there were two different kinds of frameworks: conceptual and theoretical. Simply, conceptual framework is when a study is all based on a concept being applied to something else and theoretical is when a study is based on testing a theory or several theories. In my opinion, this is hard to determine.
-Katie
06/17/2012 10:14 pm 
Lindsay,
This seems like a very interesting article and topic. In a nursing home, it’s long-term care so you benefit by knowing the patient very well from being at that facility for a long time so it may get diagnosed quicker because the staff knows them and knows when they are experiencing symptoms and they can carry out the treatment plan as well as take precautions for preventing it from reoccurring. In a hospital setting the treatment is likely to be one that has the patient in and out in the shortest amount of time to save money. Something that would affect the treatment in the nursing home would be the amount and competency of the staff. If there is not enough staff to attend to all the patients in a nursing home it’d be likely that the condition would worsen.
-Katie
06/17/2012 10:25 pm 
Kara,
I had to look up what tacit knowledge was and I’m still a little bit confused but the way you explained it made it make a little bit more sense. This article is a perfect example of conceptual framework. This got me excited because the concept of framework didn’t really click entirely when I was trying to figure it out but by your second sentence in the answer to the first question it clicked and it became easier to identify.
-Katie
06/16/2012 10:17 pm 
Kristina,
I can definitely see the benefits to this study in the field of palliative care. Definitely was a good point you brought up about getting the patient’s insight because a lot of the time some people feel that they are too much of a burden and won’t tell you what they really want or what would make them the most comfortable. And of course there’s always the patient who’s very particular about things and is not afraid to speak out. It’s good to know, through this data, that a patient sometimes isn’t being difficult just to be difficult but does have a need to be attended to.
-Katie
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