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Abstract

Introduction: Researchers have paid little attention to evalgagixamination methodologies. Both subjective arjéailye questionnaires

are needed to assess overall knowledge and slstldents. To make the papers student friendlyngeg on students’ choice for question
papers is of utmost importanc@ubjects and Methods:122 students were provided with five question papgees having equal marks and
given equal time to solve them. At the end of tkeneination they were asked to grade the paperratheie choice which were tabulated
and analyzedResults: Majority of the students gave the first prefereteguestion paper type V (MCQs). As far as theahof second

best paper type was considered, there was disarg@anong good and mediocre students. The formesidered paper type | (long essay
type) while the latter selected type IV (write inidb) as the best paper typ€onclusion: To make the examination process, student
friendly, paper having three question paper typeNMCQs, long essay type and write in brief shdaddcoined.
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Introduction

Scientific exploration of medical education is arttouous
phenomenon for its betterment. No method can balimisl
and process seems to be dynamic in terms of tiewd and
circumstances. Teaching, training and examinat®rihie
basic process to produce medical professionalsrnimas
literature is available on teaching methodolodfigs.
Unfortunately, researchers have paid little attamtito
evaluating methodologies. Theory examination isetasn
papers having questionnaire of two varieties iubjective
and objective. The later is preferred due to twasoms. First
is the marking which can be easily done with gegsted by
using machines. Secondly, since there is no invoérg of
human evaluation there is no chance of discrepaiicthe
same time subjective assessment is also of greadrtemce
to judge the skill and power of decision making tine
students. Unfortunately, students are not involvedetting
the papers although the best way to assess th&eemnts
of students and their view point is by receivingeith

feedback at regular intervafé! Questionnaire forms a basis
teaching

on which an objective evaluation of our
methodologies can be obtaif®dThe aim of the present
study is to find out the students’ choice of papgres for
examining their knowledge of medical subject. Amayo
was the subject chosen for present study as itrgatsmum
teaching hours in first year MBBS course and haldgery
important place in the medical curricul .

Subjects and Methods

Study sample was formed by MBBS first professional
students of 2017-18 batch. Students were explaaimxit

the purpose of examination with the promise natfiszlose

the marks. Their enthusiasm was established bfatttehat

all the 122 students present on that day activatyigpated

in the survey. Students were provided with fivefetiént

question paper types, each were allotted equal snankl

time. [Table 1]. After examination they were ask&d

mention their choice of question paper on priofigsis.

Students were divided into five groups on the basitheir

grades — A, B, C, D and E [Table 2]. The studentsew
further categorized on the basis of the best chate
question paper [Table 3].

Results

72 out of 122 (59.02%) students considered papsz Wy
(MCQs) as the best choice and only 5 (4.1%) sealegtper
type Il (short answer type) as the best choice(1803%)
students preferred type IV (write in brief) as thest choice
[Table 3]. Students were sub-divided further into groups
i.e. group | comprising of good students (grade il &
combined) and group Il of mediocre students (gr&gde
and E combined), and their choice of papers wedrelated
separately [Table 2]. 17 (13.93%) good studentgrotip |
selected paper type V as the best choice and oflly62%)
of them selected paper Il as their first choice.(45.09%)
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mediocre students of group Il mentioned paper W@ the
best choice and only 3 (2.46%) preferred paper tiype the
best choice. 5 (4.1%) of good students selectedrpgpe |

require to approach it without any cues or prongptiased
on the knowledge they have. Survey regarding etialua
process for medical students has received littiendion in

as the best choice, while 19 (15.57%) mediocre estigd the past” Reports showing involvement of students in
liked paper type IV as the best choice [Table 3]. selection of papers for evaluation as per theiricgh@re
Table L P T And Their F Used For S lacking in literature. That way present survey sedm be
S unique and student friendly.
P:peer . apeéor%pgs : (l::llg gfrmat DISS(:I’Ibu(t)Ign grfel\%larks d student f di
Type Questions | Marks / | Total Conclusion
Question Marks
:l gﬂg?tiisszvg%pe % éo ig Three question paper types MCQs, Write in Brief &ndg
I Short Notes 3 3134 10 Essay Typg, all combl_ned are the best ch0|_ce fatuating
IV Write In Brief 10 1 10 exams for first professional MBBS students in anmgto
V Mcqgs 20 0.5 10
Table 2: Grading The Students According To Their References
Performance In All Five Types Of Papers
P D : 1. Novelli ELB, Farnandes AAH. Students preferred kg techniques
Grades Percentile g ! . o o °
A >80 fo_r biochemistry in biomedicine and medicine cosrdiochem Mol
B 7079 Biol Educ 2007; 35:263-266
~ 2. Susking JE. PowerPoint's power in classroom: Enimanstudent’s
= self efficacy and attitude. Computers an uca2iohs; : -
c 60-69 If eff d attitude. C d Educa?ts; 45(2): 203
D 50-59 215
F <50 3. Gok T & Silay I. Effects of attitudes of co-opexetilearning groups
- - in physics education. Journal of Theory and Preciit Education
Table 3: Best Choice Of Students For Question Types 2088.y4(2): 253-266 Y
Paper | Number of students- | Grade wise number 4. Singh S, Singh and Gautam S. Teaching styles ammuoaghes:
Total Per cent Grade-AB Grade-C,D,F medical student's perceptions of animation basectutes as a
| 13 (10.66%) 0+5 (4.1%) 4+1+3 (6.56%) pedagogical innovation. Pak J Physiol 2009; 5(@)12
I 5 (4.1%; 0+2 (1.64% 2+0+1 (2.46% 5. Onotai LO, Tabansi PN, Asuquo EO. Medical studepésception of
1] 10 (8.19% 1+2 (2.46% 4+1+2 (5.73% traditional method and PowerPoint use for lectuedivdry at the
v 22 (18.03%) | 0+3(2.46%) 7+6+6 (15.57%) University of Port Harcourt. Nigeria Educationalsgarch 2012; 3(7):
Vv 72 (59.02%) | 1+16 19+10+26 576-582
(13.93%) (45.09%) 6. Garg A, Rataboli PV, Muchandi K. Student's opini@i the
Total 122 prevailing teaching methods in pharmacology and ngka
recommended; Indian Pharmacol June 2004; 36(3)1585
. . 7. Rangachari PL. Quality education for undergraduates
Discussion pharmacology: A Canadian Experiment. Trends Phash®C| 1994;
15:211
Invariably, paper type V (MCQs) was considered ppaper 8. Bell C. Education in pharmacology. Comments from fustralian
of best choice by highest number of students botidgand from the Australian 'Physi.ological and PharmacolabiSociety.
mediocre. The paper type IV (write in brief) wateseed as gsggr?hzrﬁm/laﬁo' (Sgilelset)izﬁ’ngijrlelzjisign interviewingd aattitude
the S_e?ond best by majority of students all conthine measure men. Journal of Community & Applied So&iaychology
Surprisingly, good students of group | selectedepappe | Dec 1994; 4(5): 371-72
(long essay type) as their second best choice. enhil 10. Chakrabra_ui S, Shilpa}kala LB, Raghunath_ G, Sank&t&nTeaching
mediocre students of group Il considered the pagee IV and learning perception of anatomy by first MBE®12-15) batch
. . . students. Indian Journal of Clinical Anatomy angstlogy Jan-Mar
as their second best choice. In a similar studylesits 2017; 4(1): 87-91
choose to prefer write in brief (Type 1V) and MCQype V) 11. Hyppola H, Kumpusalo E, Vivjo |, Mattila K, Neittaenaki L, Halila
questionél.l] McCoubrie P in his paper showed that H, etal. Evaluation of undergraduate medical edowain Finnish
matching questions are the fairest format and M&l@suld ?;EVT_‘;’;;WM;’QEE”J‘SS 2383- gzdit:)c’lng's medical facsifiea 10-year
be combined with practical assessni€t. 12, Musbahi O, Nawab F, Dewan NI, Hoffer AJ, Ung JFlegan MT.
Maximum score in MCQ as compared to other forma is Near-peer question writing and teaching program@kn Teach.
topic of concern as this demonstrates learningssbeiation 2017 Oct 2. Doi 10.1111/tct. 12704 , , -
and superficial understanding to clear exam, ratem 13. mgrca(t)lzjrt;rlreévilgnvsrlc\’/lvelzr(]ngzﬂ:i fggggsgeg znggt)',p;%ff'q“esnons' a
acquiring knowledge SO as to .b“ng it into practtdeln 14. Amit H Sam, Saira Hameed, Joanne Harris, Karim lsieeValidity
contrast, to answer write in brief (Type V), theudents of very short answer versus single best answer tiqnes for
undergraduate assessment. BMC Med Educ. 20166866: 2
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