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‘The correlation between 
the written and interview 
examinations was poor.’   

Pokorny and Frazier, 1966 



Tuberville and Routledge, 1936  



AN EXAMINATION OF EXAMINATIONS 

15 scripts with 15 expert markers 
 

Low concordance between 1st and 2nd marking 
 

Examiners change their minds often 
 

Pass/fail boundary not the same with all markers 
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An oral examination must be a part of 
all UEMS assessments. 

A. Yes 

B. No 

C. Don’t know 
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What is the main purpose of an oral 
examination? 

A. A pass-fail 
assessment for 
borderline candidates 

B. To assess critical 
thinking 

C. To assess 
communication skills 

D. To assess professional 
behaviours 

E. None of these 
options 
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An oral examination has high statistical 
reliability. 

A. Strongly Agree 

B. Agree 

C. Somewhat Agree 

D. Neutral 

E. Somewhat Disagree 

F. Disagree 

G. Strongly Disagree 
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An oral examination has equal statistical 
reliability to a 12 station OSCE 

A. Strongly Agree 

B. Agree 

C. Somewhat Agree 

D. Neutral 

E. Somewhat Disagree 

F. Disagree 

G. Strongly Disagree 



Reliability  of assessments for different testing times  

Multi-choice 
 
Oral examination 
 
Long case 
 
OSCE 
 
Mini-CEX 
 
Clinical practice video  
 
 
 
 

0.62 
 
0.50 
 
0.60 
 
0.54 
 
0.73 
 
0.62  
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0.69 
 
0.75 
 
0.69 
 
0.84 
 
0.76  
 
 
 
 

0.93 
 
0.82 
 
0.86 
 
0.82 
 
0.92 
 
0.93  
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From van der Vleuten and Schuwirth, 2005 





40 medical students – 6 consultant psychiatrists 

Spoken content of viva is not main determinant of outcome 

Poor agreement between examiners 

Relationship between score and candidate ‘confidence’  



Does a 30 minute oral examination have content validity? 

Is there high inter-examiner agreement? 

When the inter-examiner agreement is high is there 
agreement over pass/fail decisions? 

Does examinee personality influence the mark? 

NO   Morley and Snaith, 1989 

NO   Wilson et al, 1969 

NO   Holloway et al, 1968 

YES  Marshall and Ludbrook, 1972; Thomas et al, 1992 







DANGERS of oral 

ExaminationS 

• Language differences  
 

• Comprehension differences 
 

• Potential for discrimination  
 

• Inherently less reliable than other assessment methods 
 

• Challengeable 
 

• A cheap way of having a surrogate for a clinical examination 
 



BENEFITS of oral 

ExaminationS 
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An oral examination must be a part of 
all UEMS assessments. 

A. Yes 

B. No 

C. Don’t know 


