Studies of Development of Decision Aids

Evidence Table 4.12a.  Whelan (1995) General Characteristics 
	Author/Study purpose
	Design
	Clinical situation
	Intervention
	Sample
	Outcomes

	Whelan T, 1995

Country:

Canada

RefMan ID:

7535

Study purpose:

To pretest a method to assist women in deciding whether to receive breast irradiation post-lumpectomy
	Study design:

Survey

Duration of the study:

NR

Validity:

Content

Clarity:
Pretested


	Setting:

NR

Type of cancer: 

Breast 

Type of decision: 

treatment, adjuvant

Model of decisionmaking:

( Shared as reported by authors

( Informed as determined by reviewers

Phase of decision:

( Information transfer

( Deliberation

Context of decision: 

radiation vs. no radiation


	Description:

decision boarda

Purpose: 

( to increase knowledge

( to help make a decision

Intervention administered by:

Radiation oncologist and oncology nurse

Timing of the intervention:

NA


	Number of subjects enrolled: 26

Characteristics:

( Healthy volunteers: 10

( Node-negative patients who had been treated with breast irradiation post-lumpectomy: 16

Age: NR

Education: NR

Ethnicity: NR

SES: NR

Religion: NR
	Outcome measures:

( Comprehensibility of DA

Outcomes measured: 

( after the intervention



	a The decision board was composed of an introduction and scenarios: the introduction covered background information about the disease, prognosis, and the purpose of the board.  The scenarios described the treatment options of radiation therapy vs. none and the subsequent outcomes of recurrence of cancer in the breast for women with node-negative breast cancer treated by lumpectomy and axillary dissection.  Probability wheels were used to describe the risk of recurrence of cancer with or without radiation therapy.  Side effects of the therapy were described.  The decision board measured 100 x 70 cm and was designed for administration in a physician’s office. The decision board had two subtitles: “treatment choice” and “results of treatment choice.”  Except for the titles, the board was empty at the onset of the interview. The patient and clinician read each information card and attached it to the board with Velcro. At the end of the discussion, all of the information cards were on the board. (p. 848).


Studies of Development of Decision Aids

Evidence Table 4.12b.  Whelan (1995) Results

	Author
	Intervention
	Outcome(s)
	Postintervention Results
	Notes

	Whelan T,

1995

Country:

Canada

RefMan ID:

7535


	n = 26

Decision board

	comprehensibility
	( 26/26 (100%) found the decision aid easy to read

( authors reported that some words were found to be potentially upsetting *

( subjects appeared to have a good understanding of most issues concerning breast radiation *

( subjects had some difficulty understanding that breast irradiation was not associated with survival benefit *
	* No additional details were provided by authors.

	Outcomes measured after the intervention (time period not specified).
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