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Purpose: Most students choose the same option to questions in course evaluation surveys. Identical answers to each question
render the results unreliable. The purpose of this study was to analyze the trend of medical student' consistent responses to course
evaluations.

Methods: The data of this study were the results of a course evaluation over 3 years (from 2006 to 2008) at the School of Medicine
at A University.

Results: The proportion of students who replied with the same answers to each question was below 20%. This result was consistent
in freshmen, sophomores, and junior students. Using a 5-point Likert scale, more than 40% of the students gave 5 points consistently.
Conclusion: We conclude that student' responses to evaluations do not have a significant impact on the reliability of course
evaluations at Medical School at A University. These results differ significantly from those of previous research. Hence, future studies
are required to analyze course evaluations in medical schools using diverse aspects.
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Table 1. Student' Responses by Year
Student" Response
Years Total p-value
Inconsistent (%) Consistent (%)
2006 817 (81.5) 186 (18.5) 1,003 (100)
2007 979 (79.2) 257 (20.8) 1,236 (100) 0.270
2008 810 (78.8) 218 (21.2) 1,028 (100) '
Total 2,606 (79.8) 661 (20.2) 3,267 (100)
Table 2. Student' Consistent Responses by Response Alternatives
Academic Grade All 1 All 2 All' 3 All 4 All 5 Total
1st n 9 2 27 31 b5 124
Row % 7.3 1.6 21.8 25.0 44.4 100.0
Column % 75.0 50.0 16.2 15.9 19.4 18.8
Total % 1.4 0.3 41 47 8.3 18.8
2nd n 1 0 96 143 184 424
Row % 0.2 0.0 22.6 33.7 434 100.0
Column % 8.3 0.0 57.5 73.3 65.0 64.1
Total % 0.2 0.0 14.5 21.6 27.8 64.1
3rd n 2 2 44 21 44 113
Row % 1.8 1.8 38.9 18.6 38.9 100.0
Column % 16.7 50.0 26.3 10.8 15.5 17.1
Total % 0.3 0.3 6.7 3.2 6.7 17.1
Total n 12 4 167 195 283 661
Row % 1.8 0.6 25.3 29.5 42.8 100.0
Column % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Total % 1.8 0.6 25.3 29.5 42.8 100.0

p<0.001.
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