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EACIC: Objectivesj

• Leonardo project Eur/99/2091/11.1.1.b/FBCp j
• Developing Cross National CME for Mental 

Disorders in Europep
• Initial objectives

• To develop the processes which should beTo develop the processes which should be 
adhered to in providing CME, and to ensure that 
the required standards are being met by any q g y y
organisation providing CME in CNS. 

• Development of  evaluation and monitoring 
tools
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Type of activitiesyp

• International events and programs (± 60/year)International events and programs ( 60/year)
• CNS, mainly psychiatry and psychopharmacology

I t ti l (! ECNP 2002 2009)• International congresses (! ECNP 2002-2009)
• International courses
• Stand-alone meetings, including meetings 

supported by industry grants, satellite symposia
• E-learning: web-casts, online educational programs
• CDs journals• CDs, journals
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The CME procedurep

• Submission and review of the programSubmission and review of the program
• Evaluation

• Online CME evaluation forms to be completed by• Online CME evaluation forms to be completed by 
participants

• EACIC staff at ECNP congresses

• CME certificates
• MonitoringMonitoring

• The Feedback report provided to the organiser
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Key criteria for accreditationy
• Submission

• Faculty member(s) company involved in• Faculty member(s), company involved in 
educational activities

• Faculty and speakers• Faculty and speakers
• Content of lectures

• Slides, synopsis, abstracts
• Potential biases

• Use of drug names
• General overview on treatments

• Printed material
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The  CME procedure
• Program or material submission to EACIC
• Review process: External referees

• Prof. M. Bourin (France)
• Prof. E. Griez (The Netherlands)
• Prof. S. Kasper (Austria)p ( )
• Prof. Y. Lecrubier (France)
• Prof. D. Marazziti (Italy)
• Prof. H.J. Möller (Germany)( y)
• Prof. S. Ögren (Sweden)
• Prof. M. Pandolfo (Belgium)
• Prof. S. Stahl (USA)( )
• Prof. M. Trimble (UK)
• Dr. Isabelle Massat (Belgium)
• Dr. Luc Staner (France)( )
• Prof. Stephan Claes (Belgium). 
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ECNP Congresses
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The feedback reportp
1. Description of the procedure
2. Feedback report

• Number of evaluation forms received
• Distributions of evaluation forms per country
• General statements about the scientific programmep g
• Satisfaction scores for each lecture
• Ranking of lectures according mean satisfactionRanking of lectures according mean satisfaction 

score
3 EACIC comments3. EACIC comments
4. Accreditation statistics
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The monitoring procedure and feedback 
reportreport

h “ l i f C ”• The “real meaning of CME”
• To report to the organizers on the feedback from 

i i h i i iparticipants to the activities.
• Contributing to improving the scientific and 

d ti l t d deducational standard
• More than simple certificate delivery

ifi i d• Not a “certification” procedure
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“Role of industry”y
• In the field of Psychiatry and 

h h lPsychopharmacology
• Through the evaluation of programs

• Depending on the type of activity
• Clear progress toward balanced educational programs  p g p g

• Through the feed-back from participants
• No significant differences observed between eventsNo significant differences observed between events 

supported by industry and events organized by 
scientific societies  
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Conclusions and discussion

• EACIC: “CME procedure” (feed-back p (f
procedure) fully operational

• Collaboration with ECNPCollaboration with ECNP
• “Internal” validity

Th l ti• The evaluation process
• Benefit for the organizers: monitoring and 

feedback from participants
• Fundamental aspect of CME, lacking and 

neglected in Psychiatry 
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Conclusions and discussion

• Future of CME in Psychiatry• Future of CME in Psychiatry
• Linking the gap between “internal” and 

“ t l” lidit f CME d dit ti“external” validity of CME and accreditation 
procedures

• “External” validity
• Need for collaboration with national bodies, 

UEMS,… 
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