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* 10-question survey distributed to first-year students
after completing Clinical Human Anatomy, including...
« Student excitement (1-10) + impacting factors (free response)
« Student perceived value (1-10) + impacting factors (free response)
* Quantitative: Descriptive statistics performed
0 * Qualitative: Thematic analysis used to identify

themes in feedback and subsequently organize,
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* Point-of-care ultrasound... Important survey findings:
* Clinically-focused sessions increase student interest and
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* These efforts vary based on... 3 5 T -
E * Limitation: Limited survey response rate of 30%
* Course length: single workshop €—=> 4-year curriculum 'g ﬁ 0 - Y P 4
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