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Summary
The authors explain 20 physicians in Los Angeles, CA were interviewed about elder abuse, the mandatory reporting law and their perspective of reporting the abuse. The interviews were recorded and documented word for word to later be analyzed. The results revealed 3 conflicts physicians have with mandatory reporting of being an increase or decrease in physician-patient rapport, patient quality of life, and physician’s ability to decide what is best for the patient. When reporting suspected abuse physicians often described worse outcomes for their patients.
Assessment
The research of two other articles supports these findings by revealing a significantly low percentage of physicians reporting elder abuse. The validity of this particular article is very low due to the small amount of subjects interviewed, only one state being researched, and does not have significant statistical data to support the findings. The article incorporates author bias by stating the importance of further teaching and advocating for reporting all abuse.
Beliefs
 The articles confirmed my thoughts that elderly abuse takes place but I was not aware of the underreporting. My argument prior to reading the articles was that all abuse should be reported and my argument has not changed. My belief is that it is the job of healthcare providers to protect their patients and if abuse is suspected the proper personnel and authorities should be notified.



