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Introduction

In November 2006, NACE sponsored a CME Surviving Strokes: The Many Modalities for Treatment in Fort Lauderdale, FL.  The conference was geared toward physicians, nurse practitioners, and physician assistants at Northwest Medical Center in Broward County and John F. Kennedy Medical Center in Palm Beach County. The goal of this program was to understand that brain ischemia may be brief lasting only seconds to minutes or may progress to a more permanent concern of tissue infarction. Accurately and rapidly assessing the status of a brain event between ischemia and hemorrhagic stroke can be critical when choosing the correct treatment modality. The program covered stroke syndromes, emergency assessment of the stroke patient, cardiovascular disease and stroke, carotid stenting, and surgical management of strokes.

Twenty-four healthcare providers attended Surviving Strokes: The Many Modalities for Treatment, in Fort Lauderdale, FL. Each attendee was asked to complete and return a conference satisfaction and needs assessment form prior to the end of the conference.  Twelve completed forms were received.  The data collected is displayed in this report.

CONFERENCE SCHEDULE
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Participant Information

Eighty-four percent of attendees were physicians, the majority specializing in primary care and internal medicine.  Eight percent of attendees were nurses.  The remaining 8% of attendees were nurse practitioners and physician assistants.
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Forty-seven percent of attendees heard about the conference through the mailed program.  Thirty-eight percent heard about the program from another source (hospital memo).  The remainder of attendees heard about the program from a colleague (15%).
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Attendees were asked to rate the importance of the aspects that attracted them to the program as “Not At All Important”, “Somewhat Important”, or “Very Important”.  All aspects were rated on average as “ Very Important”, with the quality of presenters as the most important.
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Program Evaluation

Attendees were asked to rate aspects of the overall conference on a four-point scale, with one being “Unsatisfactory” and four being “Excellent”.  Overall, attendees rated the program as “Excellent”, with an average score of 3.9.  Average scores for each aspect are displayed in the charts below.
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Attendees were also asked to rate the content of each presentation and the presentation skills of each speaker on a four-point scale, with one being “Unsatisfactory” and four being “Excellent”.  Average scores for each presentation and speaker are displayed in the chart below.
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Evaluation of Presentations
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Needs Assessment

Attendees were asked to complete a needs assessment survey to assist in planning future continuing education activities. Below is a list of the most frequently suggested topics.

What medical disorders or topics would you like to receive further information about through a continuing education activity?

· Asthma

· CHF

· Cholesterol studies

· Chronic abdominal pain

· Diabetes

· ENT

· HBV

· HCV

· HIV

· Infectious diseases

· Liver disease

· Metabolic syndrome

· Migraines

· MRSA

· Osteoporosis

· Pulmonary medical conditions

· Skin disorders

· SLE

What diagnostic procedures would you like to learn more about?

· CTA

· Echo

· Interpretation of lab tests

· Joint aspiration injections

· Reading EKG

What types of therapies or treatments would you wish courses to be offered about?

· Joint aspiration injections

· Newest antibiotics

· Physical therapy techniques

Summary

Overall, Surviving Strokes: The Many Modalities for Treatment was successful.  Attendees were satisfied with the topics, speakers, and overall quality of the conference.

Seventy percent of the attendees said that they would attend another conference next year in the same location.  Thirty percent of attendees would prefer a different location.

Based on the evaluations, attendees were very pleased with the conference.  (For specific comments see the Appendix.)

Appendix A

Overall Comments/Suggestions

Learned a lot.  

Excellent. I enjoyed the exhibit hall.  

Thank you for allowing me to attend this excellent and informative CME activity!

