Resident Independent Rounds: how do
Children's Hospital Colorado families perceive team communication?
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Figure 1. 5-question family survey provided following resident independent and traditional rounds.
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« Similar family perceptions of team
communication further supports
Implementing resident independent rounds
to increase resident autonomy.

 Further work is needed to evaluate
attending physicians, nurses, and learners’
perspectives of this hybrid rounding model.
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 We conducted a 5-question paper survey 1

using a 4-point Likert scale, modified from

the Pediatric Inpatient Experience Survey, = Mother = Father = Patient = Other Guardian 0.5

fOCUSIng on team COmmunlCatK)n durlng Figure 2. A total of 48 surveys were completed by 32 families. Above is a 0

rounds (Figure 1 ) further break down based on respondent (67% mother, 18% father,

] 13% patient, 2% other guardian).
- : Question Number Disclosu res

- Surveys were administered 2 days/week to * For 16 tamilies who experienced solely | -

a  convenience sample of families of one roundlng format (n=3 resident m Resident Independent Rounds ® Traditional Rounds

. . . . independent rou ndS, n=13 traditional Figure 3. Representation of average answer for questions 1-5 on family survey, as above in Figure 1. No significant differences (p-value <0.05) were I have no ﬁnanCiaI inte reStS or

Chlldren admltted tO hOSpltaI medlCIne p . . found between average score of family survey questions when comparing resident independent rounds to traditional rounds (P=0.50; 0.75; 0.43; . . .

Services from September to December rou ndS), team Communlcathn was 0.20; 0.62 for questions 1-5, respectively) for 16 families who experienced both rounding formats. re|atlonShIpS tO d|SC|Ose.
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