Case Western Reserve University — University Program Medical School
Block 7: Structure (Histopathology only)
Action Plan 2020-2021
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1. Course Description:

Block 7, or “Structure”, is a longitudinal



2. Block Co-Leaders:
NicholasZiats, Susanne WisBaratz(Dr. Karin Herrmann moved to New York and is no
longer a BlockCo-Leader)

3. Design Team:
Nicholas Ziats, Susanne Wi8aratz, Anastasia Rowland Seymour, Lisa Navracruz,

Navid Faraji, Robert Jones, Greg Nemunallisott Simpson, Andy Crofton, Darin Croft
Patti Quallich, Nivo Hanson, Eva Orzog, Michele Mumaw, Colleen @gati

4. Block
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reliable and






10. Did formative and summative assessment in the Block support achievement of block
objectives?
Yes

11. What specific changes do you plan to make to the course next year?

| Changes anticipated for next year | Reason for changes (evidence)
Histopathology

12. Describe how faculty teaching quality was reviewed for your block. What faculty
development opportunity was offered in response to student feedback?

Histopathology Faculty evaluations at mahd endaof block, also at feedback sessions
Faculty evaluations reviewed by Block leader and discussed with individual faculty.
Note: very low level of input from students, most often zero evaluations or one to two
evaluations. Feedback sessions indicated only minor concerns from students

13. Response to PEAC Report
No new recommendations from PEAC were received

14. Scholarly Accomplishments: None

15. Acknowledgements:
We thank Patti QuallichEva Orzog and Nivélansonfor ther assistance in Block. 7

We are grateful for the help of alembers of UTech and patrticularly Victor Guinto,
Darin Johnson, Megan Slabach and Paul Salzgeber.

AY 202(21. At the end of each Block we surveyed students on their perceptions of Longitudinal
Themes. Numbers reflect the proportion of class who rated each element highly; across a 4-year period.
Each survey was sent one initial email with 2 follow-up reminders.

AY 2020-21 Responses/Expected: Block 1: 183/183 (100%); Block 2: 183/183 (100%); Block 3: 183/183
(100%); Block 4: 182/183 (99%); Block 5: 183/187 (98%); Block 6: 185/187 (99%)



Percentage of Students who rated “Very Good” or “Excellent”

Block 7:Longitudinal Themes

Block 1




