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Literature evaluation is a necessary skill for pharmacists to stay up to 
date on guideline-directed therapies to provide optimized care for 
patients. Pharmacy schools must incorporate some form of literature 
evaluation for students to be accredited with ACPE1,2.  Pharmacy 
schools across the U.S. develop these skills in students through group 
journal club presentations or multiple choice examinations2. However, a 
standardized assessment format for individual testing of multiple 
students’ literature evaluation skills is lacking in the currently published 
literature. 

To develop a journal club milestone in which professional year three (P3) 
pharmacy students’ journal evaluation and presentation skills can be 
individually assessed in order to improve curriculum design.

Two articles from the New England Journal of Medicine (EMPEROR-
Reduced Trial NEJM 2020 and COMPASS trial NEJM 2017) were selected 
for the milestone. Grading rubrics were developed, and faculty 
evaluators were trained for consistency. Students were allotted one 
week to review the articles and prepare for the presentation. The day 
of their milestone, students were randomly assigned 1 of the 2 articles 
to present to their assigned faculty evaluator.  Following the 
presentation, students were asked questions pertinent to the article 
followed by immediate feedback. Students were assessed on their 
ability to organize the information logically, analyze the data within the 
article, and form a conclusion about the article's impact on clinical 
practice. Students received a pass or fail grade, with passing defined as 
a score >70%. A post-milestone survey was administered to obtain 
students’ perspective of preparedness for the experience on a scale of 
1 to 5, 1 being the least prepared and 5 being the most prepared.

We successfully developed an efficient method to 
assess over 100 students individually on their journal 
evaluation and presentation skills, but based on student 
survey responses, curriculum improvements are 
needed to increase students’ perceptions of their 
preparedness for journal article presentations.
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Figure 1: Student milestone schedule.
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Figure 2: Students ranked how they felt the past 3 years of 
didactic coursework in pharmacy school prepared them for 
the milestone on a scale of 1-5.
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Table 1: Journal club presentation template.
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• Study Objective

• Study Design
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• Results
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(3 min)
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(2 min)
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A total of 110 students completed the milestone. 
• Average score: 90%
• Min score: 64%; Max score: 100%
• 4 students fell below passing cut point of 70%
• All 4 received >70% after second evaluation
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