Teaching Log

Session #: 2 Date of Session: November 18, 2019 and January 03, 2020 # of hours: 1h30

Type of education activity (1:1 ambulatory, program meeting, etc.) / Name of education program: Presentation of my

Scoping Review

Location / hospital*:  Nov 18 at University of Toronto and Jan 24 in Quebec City

Student’s Initials / # of participants*: 15and 5

Education level of student / participants (UG, PG, etc.)*: Residents and physicians

Positive aspects of session:  As | knew my subject very well, | was able to make my presentation without my written notes.

Over the last few months, my English has improved a lot. In addition, | made a nice power point, which made the presentation

more enjoyable. As | particularly like this topic, my presentation was very enthusiastic.

Difficulties of session:  Nov 18:To respect the time allotted, | spoke a little too quickly and my pronunciation was not always

Perfect.

Jan 24: This presentation was made in French. The difficulties are not the same. Unfortunately | had not translated my Power

Point into French. Sometimes it was more difficult for my colleagues to follow my presentation with the visual support.

Reflection and interpretation of session (analysis):  Overall, my two presentations went very well. | was in control of the

subject and | was well prepared. However, to make it easier for people to understand, | would benefit from speaking less

quickly in english. For my presentation in French, | realized that even though my colleagues are bilingual it is not easy to follow

a presenter who speaks French and a Power Point in English.

Consideration of future strategies for managing similar sessions:  Practice my presentation by considering the time

allocated and practice my pronunciation with an English-speaking friend.

For my presentations in French, | will translate my Power Point from English to French.

Reviewed: [0 At Practicum Meeting [0 With Master Teacher:

Date Discussed: X Not Discussed

* Do not post any details online or electronically which may represent a breach of privacy guidelines

Also available online: dfcm.utoronto.ca/landing-page/afgs
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