Evaluation Report: ERNICA CDH & ECMO Hands-on Course 2025

1. Introduction

The ERNICA CDH & ECMO Hands-on Course, which took place in Rotterdam on the 29-
30 January 2025, aimed to provide an educational experience for senior residents, fellows and
junior paediatric surgeons.

This evaluation report summarises participants feedback based on the anonymous survey
responses. All participants (17/17) responded to the survey.

2. Summary of Participant Feedback
2.1 Quality of the Event

o Usefulness: Most participants found the event extremely useful (average score: 3,4/4
with 1 being not useful and 4 being extremely useful). One of the participants that
replied “Fairly useful” explained that the reason is because in their centre, ECMO is
solely done by paediatric cardiac surgeons.

e Overall Impression: The majority of participants rated the event as excellent (average
score: 3,7/4 with 1 being a very poor overall impression and 4 being excellent).

What was your overall impression of this event?

m Very poor = Poor = Good = Excellent

e BestAspects:
o Expert faculty and well-structured content.
o Hands-on training and realistic simulation models.
o Comprehensive program covering all relevant topics.

o Active and open discussions.



e Areas for Improvement:
o Room temperature and catering.
o More scenario-based trainings and longer practice with models.
o One model per participant.
2.2 Relevance of the Event

e Achievement of Educational Goals: Participants largely agreed that their learning
objectives were met (average score: 3,9/4 with 1 being not at all and 4 being very much)

e Scientific Validity: Content was well-supported by scientific evidence (average score:
3,9/4).

2.3 Suitability of Formats Used

e Adequacy of Discussions & Engagement: Most participants felt there was sufficient time
for interaction (average score: 3,9/4).

e Suggested Innovations:
o More structured scenario-based training.
o Additional simulation activities.

2.4 Impact on Clinical Practice

¢ Implementation of Learning: Majority of participants indicated they would apply the

knowledge gained in their clinical practice (average score: 3/4, with 1 being not at all and
4 being very much).

Will the information you learnt be
implemented in your practice?

m Notatall = Notmuch = Somewhat = Verymuch

2.5 Commercial Bias

e Conflict of Interest Disclosure: Participants confirmed that all faculty members
disclosed potential conflicts (average score: 3,8/4).

e Bias-Free Information: The course content was considered free from commercial
influence (average score: 3,9/4).



3. Conclusion and Recommendations

Overall, the ERNICA CDH & ECMO Hands-on Course was highly rated by participants. Key
strengths included expert faculty, practical hands-on training, and comprehensive content.
Areas for improvement involve logistical enhancements and an increased emphasis on
interactive learning, such as scenario-based training and use of models.

This feedback will be instrumental in refining future courses to enhance the learning experience
further.



