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Grand Rounds (GR) providing CME to large audiences are predominantly lecture
based.! Attendance has been correlated with pass rates of the ABA written exam? but
evaluation of GR quality has been difficult®. Presentation variables that have been
identified* include: the speaker; lecture hall; structure/clarity of the lecture; humor;
timing; illustrations; and delivery. We developed a new tool that would identify unmet
needs, document academic merit, fulfill CME certification requirements, and provide
feedback to the speaker. The first 12 speakers received 181 responses.

C H A R L | E
# of Responses 181 180 180 172 179 181 179
Mean 7.99 7.80 7.97 8.15 8.03 7.80 7.71
# of Presenters 12
Evaluated
Median 8 8 8 9 8 8 8
Mode 9 9 9 9 9 9 9

The high values for median and mode convey audience satisfaction. The marginally
lowest score (E), measured impact on work practices. Use of a Likert scale permitted
comparisons using measurable criteria. Limiting the form to a single page and including
a whimsical mnemonic helped make it user-friendly. Comments provided insight into
aspects not easily quantified including suggestions for future speakers and topics.
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Lecture Date:

Title:

Presenter:

Directions:

(Please indicate your response using the scale below:)

X = Not appropriate 1 = poor

The Presenter:

1. Communicated clearly
with words and/or visual aids

2. Helped make difficult
concepts understandable

3. Achieved stated goals
or objectives

4. Responded to questions
in a helpful manner

5. Led the audience to new
understanding with unbiased,
scientifically rigorous material

6. Increased my interest
in the subject

7. Enhanced my ability to work

within the clinical, research
or academic environment.

Comments:

9 = outstanding

1 23 45 6 7 8 9

X

1 23 45 6 7 8 9

23 45 6 7 8 9

23 45 6 7 8 9



