Appendix:

The questionnaires for evaluation of journal sessions:

· Personal Information:
  1.Gender:      Male                          Female
        2.Resident of:          1st year         2nd year             3rd year            4th year             5th year
         3.Expected Year of Graduation: ……………..
         4.Place of Graduation:   City:  ………………………   University: .....................................
         5.Medical Research activities: ………………………………………………
               a) Number of published articles in national journals: ……..
               b)Number of published articles in international journals: ………..
· First Section: 
   A) Evaluating the Method of Organizing Journal Sessions:
1. In your opinion, what is the goal of  journal clubs?
             a) Keeping the medical knowledge of the attendees, up to date
             b) Improvement of critical appraisal skills 
 2.Who is usually in charge of the journal clubs:
             Intern                     Resident                      Fellow             Attending 
 3. Who selects the subject of the article to be presented:
             Resident             Attending         Resident under supervision of an attending 
 4.Is it compulsory for all the residents and attendings to participate in journal sessions?
               Yes                       No
 5.How often the journal clubs are held?
             Each week       Each 2 weeks      Each 3 weeks     Monthly
   6.Which is the most important factor in keeping attendees participated in journal sessions? (Please rank the  following  items) 
   a) Maintaining the lectures on educational concepts like biostatistics and epidemiology
   b) Goals and clinical challenges of attendees
  c) Group discussions and management of the sessions by organizers
   7. How many days before the session the article is provided to the participants?
          One week             Two weeks                A few days
    8. In which language the article is usually presented?
           Persian                         English
   B) Evaluation of the presented articles (Evaluation of article-selection):
  1.Has the main problem or issue, which caused the participents to pay attention, been explained?
      Yes         No          No idea
2.Was the method and progress of article-selection, explained?
     Yes         No          No idea
3.Have the research question and study subject been clarified?
   Yes                No         No  idea
4.Have  the limitations of the study, been discussed?
  Yes              No           No idea
5.Have the advantages of presentation of this article, been discussed?
 Yes        No          No idea
 6.Was the article (discussions, strong and weak points,etc.) summarized optimally?
  Yes    No     No idea
7.Was the practical goal of the study ,cited?
Yes    No    No idea
8.Was the type of study clarified, optimally?
Yes   No    No idea
9.Was the study community explained?
Yes     No     No  idea
10.Were the inclusion and exclusion criteria defined, clearly?
Yes       No      No idea
11.Is the method of sample selection (if present in the study) explained, satisfactorily?
Yes      No    No idea
12.Were the sample groups selected randomly and received identical intervention?
Yes   No    No idea
13.Is the way of calculating optimal sample size is mentioned and is it correct?
 Yes      No      No idea
14.Is the follow-up duration of the cases comprehensive and enough?
Yes    No    No idea  
15.Have all the cases been followed up?
Yes    No      No idea
16.Is the method of randomization, explained?
Yes      No      No idea
17.Is the method of blinding, described?
Yes      No     No idea
18. Was the validity of the method, mentioned?
Yes   No    No idea
19.Were the methods and laboratory studies, clarified?
Yes    No    No idea
20.Were the limitations and limiting factors, cited?
    Yes     No     No idea
21.About diagnostic methods, were the same method done on all of the cases?
Yes     No      No idea
22.Have the way of statistical analysis been cited for each research question or hypothesis?
Yes     No     No idea
23.Has the way of getting patient-consent been described?
Yes    No     No  idea
24.Have the place and time and the person taking the patient-consent been clarified?
Yes    No      No idea
Second  Section : Degree of satisfaction and  effectiveness of the journal sessions
1.How much the journal clubs are needed, in department of neurosurgery?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      
2.Are you satisfied with the journal sessions and the method of organization?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      
3.How much the journal clubs helped in improving your educational process?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      
4.How  much the journal clubs helped in improving your clinical judgement skills?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      
5.Were the time of the journal sessions ideal and comfortable?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      
6. Were the place of  the journal sessions ideal and comfortable?
Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much     
7.How much the journal sessions helped in improving your lecture presentation and group discussion skills?
 Too little          Not much                      Fairy                    Much          So much      



