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Introduction: The Calgary Family Medicine (FM) Resi-
dency Program implemented a competency-based curricu-
lum in 2012 (Triple C). To meet the College of Family
Physicians’ accreditation standards, the Program also imple-
mented a new assessment program. Field notes (FNs) were
introduced to record feedback and to provide data for deci-
sions around Resident competence and progress. Validation
of inferences from data collected in field notes is sparse,
particularly in relation to how the data can be extrapolated
to competence and professional practice. This study inves-
tigates the quality and trustworthiness of FNs when their
content is used to make decisions about a Resident’s com-
petence.

Methods: Assessment data from over 3100 FNs, 99 in-
program progress decisions, and scores on the the SOOs
and SAMPs components of the College of CFPC Certification
Examination in FM were analysed for 16 randomly selec-
ted Residents who had successfully completed the Urban
FM Residency Program in Calgary under the Triple C Curri-
culum. Six independent raters (FM community preceptors)
were recruited to review copies of the same sets of FNs that
were originally used by in-program preceptors to assess Resi-
dent progress. 2 independent blinded raters were randomly
assigned to each set of FNs. Raters were asked to use FN
data to decide on Resident progress, and indicate their level
of confidence in their decisions. This was compared with
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the actual in-program progress decision previously made for
each Resident. Quality of FNs was assessed using a Formative
Feedback Evaluation Tool (FFET), and were scored 1-5.

Results: The quality of the FN data was found to be sub-
optimal (mean 2.27). The consistency of raters’ progress
decisions was high (89%). Correlation analyses indicated a
significant weak positive relationship between quality of
FNs and raters’ confidence, r(196) = .201, p = .005; a signifi-
cant moderate positive linear relationship between number
of FNs and raters’ confidence, r(196) = .30, p < .001; and a
significant moderate positive linear relationship between
total number of FNs received by a resident and the resi-
dents z-scores in the SAMPS component of the CFPC exam,
r(14) = .55, p = .026

Conclusion: The results provide evidence supporting the
validity of assessment decisions based on Field Note data.
The quality and number as well as the quality of the FNs
appears important in supporting the trustworthiness of sum-
mative progress decisions.
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Research indicates that about one in two physicians
misunderstands important cancer screening statistics that
are used to evaluate and communicate benefits and harms.
For instance, many physicians mistakenly believe that
increased detection and survival rates are sufficient proof
that cancer screening saves lives. We investigated what
factors facilitate or impede the understanding of such
important statistics in medical students. We conducted an

2007-5057/

dx.doi.org/
http://riem.facmed.unam.mx
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1016/j.riem.2017.01.116&domain=pdf
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.riem.2017.01.116
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1016/j.riem.2017.01.117&domain=pdf

