Specialty Review in Urology June 1, 2010 Video Evaluation

1. Prior to participating in this activity, please rate your ability toL (5= Completely, 1= Not at

All)

Augment and organize knowledge of
basic science in the areas of
anatomy, physiology,
pharmacology, and pathology;

Apply foundation of basic sciences
to urologic studies;

Describe the latest accepted
advances in adult and pediatric
urology;

Differentiate between benign and
malignant conditions and select
appropriate diagnostic and
treatment options;

Describe current management of
common and unusual urologic
problems;

Assess knowledge level of state-
of-the-art urologic care, based on a
comprehensive review of the
specialty, and formulate a plan for
the effective study in the areas
which need further review;

Discuss normal and abnormal
ultrasound, CT scans, and MR
images of the urinary tract;

Recognize pathological
manifestations of urologic disease;
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2. After completing this activity, please rate your ability to: (5= Completely, 1= Not at All)

Augment and organize knowledge of
basic science in the areas of
anatomy, physiology,
pharmacology, and pathology;

Apply foundation of basic sciences
to urologic studies;

Describe the latest accepted
advances in adult and pediatric
urology;

Differentiate between benign and
malignant conditions and select
appropriate diagnostic and
treatment options;

Describe current management of
common and unusual urologic
problems;

Assess knowledge level of state-
of-the-art urologic care, based on a
comprehensive review of the
specialty, and formulate a plan for
the effective study in the areas
which need further review;

Discuss normal and abnormal
ultrasound, CT scans, and MR
images of the urinary tract;

Recognize pathological
manifestations of urologic disease;
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3. Did this activity: (5= Completely, 1= Not at All)

Address the competencies relevant
to your specialty?

Equip you with information to
overcome barriers to treatment?

Increase your competence, skills,
and/or performance in providing
improved patient care?

Present the material in a format
appropriate to the topic?
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5. How many years have you been in practice?

Response Response

Percent Count
0O-5years [ | 16.3% 8
6-15 years | | 28.6% 14
16-25 years | | 38.8% 19
26-30years [ | 16.3% 8
31+ years 0.0% 0
answered question 49
skipped question 1

6. Please rate the overall activity (5= Excellent, 1= Poor)

Rating Rating

5 4 3 2 1
Average Count
. 58.0% 42.0%
Overall Educational Content 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 4.58 50
(29) (21)
. 44.0% 54.0%
Speaker Selection 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.0% (1) 4.38 50
(22) (27)
. . 38.3% 44.7%
Activity Material/Handouts 14.9% (7) 2.1% (1) 0.0% (0) 4.19 47
(18) (21)
. 59.2% 34.7%
Quality of DVD's 4.1% (2) 2.0% (1) 0.0% (0) 4.51 49
(29) (17)
Overall Satisfaction with Activity 54.0% 44.0%
0.0% (0) 2.0% (1) 0.0% (0) 4.50 50
Format 27) (22)
answered question 50
skipped question 0
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7. Did any of the presentations contain pharmaceutical company or medical device
manufacturer bias?

Response

Percent
Yes [ 2.0%
No | | 98.0%

Comments ( please be as specific as possible):

answered question

skipped question

8. Topics you would like to see covered in future activities:
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skipped question
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9. How did you hear about this activity?

Response Response

Percent Count
Mailing | 58.0% 29
Colleague [ ] 22.0% 11
Email [_] 8.0% 4
Internet [ ] 16.0% 8
Other [] 2.0% 1
If other, please specify 1
answered question 50
skipped question 0

10. General Comments:

Response

Count
14
answered question 14
skipped question 36
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Page 2, Q5. Topics you would like to see covered in future activities:

1 More pathology + imaging Jul 19, 2013 12:47 PM
2 N/A Jul 19, 2013 12:42 PM
3 (none) Jul 19, 2013 12:37 PM
4 This was a complete waste of money and | have told all my colleagues not to Jul 19, 2013 12:09 PM

purchase this. The price was exuberant and the content was poorly executed. To
change an additional $30 for the post-test is highway robbery!

5 n/a Feb 20, 2012 12:23 PM

Page 2, Q6. How did you hear about this activity?

1 Did it before Jul 19, 2013 12:16 PM
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Page 2, Q7. General Comments:

10

11

12

13

14

Consider CIC on question #14, treatment HTN should be concern of primary
physician in #21, assume #90 refer to female? #47 has 2 incorrect answers.

Relatively poor auditory level recording. Difficult to hear unless very close to
computer.

Some of the DVD's skipped, didn't play well.
Exactly what | was looking for. Met expectations.
Some of the areas could have been more complete.

After taking boards | think the course could trim down pathology content.
Otherwise very good.

Please select speakers that speak clearly and do not drop off the end of the
sentence ; a good command of the English language would help the announcer's
mangling of common urological terms was comical. How can you have a urology
test without prostate cancers or prostate questions?

good reveiw

Was helpful in preparing for the ABd certifying exam

Very good review!

DVD are an excellent source for future reference

Please improve the video quality for future versions

Paid - $1500 for the DVD net; CME fee should be included

Great program: thanks!
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