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Purpose: To determine if video review of student performance during patient encounters is 

an effective tool for medical student learning.

Methods: Multiple bibliographic databases that include medical, general health care, education, 

psychology, and behavioral science literature were searched for the following terms: medical 

students, medical education, undergraduate medical education, education, self-assessment, 

self-evaluation, self-appraisal, feedback, videotape, video recording, televised, and DVD. 

The authors examined all abstracts resulting from this search and reviewed the full text of the 

relevant articles as well as additional articles identified in the reference lists of the relevant 

articles. Studies were classified by year of student (preclinical or clinical) and study design 

(controlled or non-controlled).

Results: A total of 67 articles met the final search criteria and were fully reviewed. Most studies 

were non-controlled and performed in the clinical years. Although the studies were quite variable 

in quality, design, and outcomes, in general video recording of performance and subsequent 

review by students with expert feedback had positive outcomes in improving feedback and 

ultimate performance. Video review with self-assessment alone was not found to be generally 

effective, but when linked with expert feedback it was superior to traditional feedback alone.

Conclusion: There are many methods for integrating effective use of video-captured perfor-

mance into a program of learning. We recommend combining student self-assessment with 

feedback from faculty or other trained individuals for maximum effectiveness. We also recom-

mend additional research in this area.

Keywords: feedback tools, self-assessment of performance, self-directed learning with feedback, 

feedback and self-assessment, video review of performance with feedback

Introduction
There is a significant body of literature providing evidence that feedback is critical to 

effective learning.1–3 There is also significant evidence to support how, who, where, 

and when feedback should be provided,4–6 as well as different models of feedback.6,7 

This is especially critical for formative feedback (designed to help learners improve 

performance)2 versus summative feedback (informing learners, often through a grade, 

to show what learning objectives have been achieved).8

More recent research strategies related to feedback and learning build upon 

 previous theories and reveal increasingly complex approaches to considering and 

giving feedback. Studies link feedback with motivation,9 perception/self-esteem 

(“face threat”),10 perceptions and attitudes,11 and self-reflection.12 Researchers are also 

gathering evidence to support the notion that formative feedback can help students 
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guide their own learning,13 something they will need to be 

able to do if they are to be effective self-directed learners in 

their professional lives.

Formative feedback can be given to learners in “real time” 

or subsequent to testing/observation at a scheduled time. 

Sometimes the faculty member will review a test performance 

by going over test questions with the learner, providing 

more information than just a score. For performance-based 

feedback (eg, how the learner performed conducting an inter-

view), video review has proven to be an excellent feedback 

resource since the 1960s.14 The use of video makes feedback 

unique because it allows the learner to look at him/herself 

“from the outside,” thereby giving them a realistic perspec-

tive of their skills in context(s).15,16 Multiple dimensions of 

performance can be reviewed or assessed such as content 

(what is said), tone (how it is said), and non-verbal (body) 

language (eg, eye contact, body posture).17 Using video as 

a feedback tool also precludes disagreement between the 

instructor and the learner over whether a particular behavior 

did or did not occur.

The literature linking formative assessment (feedback) 

with self-assessment has a lengthy history18 – some even 

believe that one of the primary goals of formative feedback is 

to help learners become more effective self-assessors19,20 and 

self-regulated learners.5 More and more, educators believe 

that formative feedback from the instructor, to be most effec-

tive, should be accompanied by self- and/or peer-assessment.2 

There is also evidence that self-assessment can significantly 

enhance learning.21 While it is well understood that not all 

learners (or professionals, for that matter) are effective self-

assessors,22,23 it also known that self-assessment is a skill 

that can be taught in a cycle of self-regulated learning that 

includes feedback from external sources.24,25

When video feedback first gained popularity, its primary 

value was felt to be the opportunity for “self-confrontation,” 

and so learners often viewed their performance in isolation.26 

Over time, however, video feedback has come to be viewed 

as more effective when combined with other forms of feed-

back or instruction, such as examples of desired behaviors 

or role modeling,27,28 or discussion between instructor and 

learner.29 One study also reported that specifically under-

standing the expected behaviors (eg, a standard form to use 

when viewing performance) yielded considerably greater 

learning outcomes.26 This form with specific behaviors 

constitutes a list of criteria by which learners can self-assess 

their performance. Without specific guidance, they might 

not see what they missed (“you don’t know what you don’t 

know”), or focus on some behavior that is irrelevant or 

inconsequential. Video can also provide concrete evidence 

of behaviors that might need improvement – since “the 

camera does not lie.”16

Called by some “the gold standard of communica-

tion teaching,”30 video feedback is now common in many 

professional higher education programs such as educa-

tion, psychology, social work, nursing, and medicine. As 

technology for digitally capturing clinical performance has 

advanced dramatically in the last several decades, more 

studies involving video, feedback, self-assessment, and 

learning have been conducted in medical student education 

over the years. In this review article, we sought – through 

a structured and comprehensive analysis of the medical 

education literature – to answer the question: “Is video 

review of patient encounters an effective tool for medical 

student learning?”

Methods
Two of the authors (professional librarians [JL, ME]) 

searched multiple bibliographic databases to cover medi-

cal, general health care, education (general and medical), 

psychology, and behavioral science literature. A total of 

19 databases were searched: Academic SearchTM Premiere 

(1975–), AgeLine® (1978–), Applied Social Sciences Index 

and Abstracts (1987–), CINAHL® (1982–), Communication 

and Mass Media CompleteTM (1915–), Computer and Infor-

mation Systems Abstracts (1981–), ERIC (1966–), Education 

Full Text (1983–), Education Index Retro (1929–), Health 

Source®: Nursing/Academic Edition (1952–),  Professional 

Development CollectionTM (1930–), Psychology and 

 Behavioral Sciences CollectionTM (1930–), PsycINFO® 

(1887–), PubMed/MEDLINE® (late 1940s–), Sociologi-

cal Abstracts (1952–), Sociological CollectionTM (1975–), 

SPORTDiscusTM with Full Text (1930–), Teacher Reference 

Center (1984–), and Web of ScienceTM (1864–).

All searching was completed by September 19, 2011. 

Key search terms included: medical students, medical 

education, undergraduate medical education, education, 

self-assessment, self-evaluation, self-appraisal, feedback, 

videotape, video recording, televised, and DVD. Relevant 

terms from controlled vocabularies were used where avail-

able, such as MeSH (Medical Subject Headings) for PubMed, 

ERIC Thesaurus terms, and CINAHL Headings. Otherwise, 

combinations of textwords (ie, keywords) were used and 

supplemented with search features such as truncation. In 

addition, JL and ME examined the reference lists of the 

selected studies and review articles to identify any additional 

relevant articles.
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A sample search for PubMed was:

(Students, Medical[mh] OR “medical students”[tiab] 

OR “Education, Medical, Undergraduate”[mh] OR 

“ undergraduate medical education”[tiab]) AND (Videotape 

Recording[mh] OR Videotap*[tiab] OR DVD[tiab]) AND 

(Self-Evaluation Programs[mh] OR Self-Assessment[mh] 

OR “self assessment”[tiab] OR Self Efficacy[mh] OR 

Self Concept[mh] OR “self evaluation”[tiab]) AND 

English[la]

Selection criteria included limiting to English language 

literature, medical students (excluding residents, practicing 

physicians, and other health care professional students), the 

use of videotaping to record student–patient clinical inter-

actions, and student viewing of his/her own videotape with 

particular focus on self-assessment as part of the feedback 

procedure. Videotape review by non-student independent 

raters was excluded unless students were also allowed to 

view the videotapes. Both group (peer) and individualized 

student viewing were included.

All initial abstracts were reviewed and duplicates were 

eliminated. Review articles were set aside for later examina-

tion of their reference lists. Abstracts that met the selection 

criteria (above) were brought to the full group of authors for 

a committee review. Citations that did not contain enough 

information to reach a clear decision regarding inclusion or 

exclusion without viewing the full-text were also sent to the 

full group for review. The full-text articles of the remaining 

citations were obtained, read, and discussed in a full commit-

tee review by all authors. Based on the complete article text, 

more citations were identified as not meeting selection criteria 

and were eliminated. The remaining articles were divided 

among three of the authors (MH, HM, CW) for detailed 

review. In addition, two of the authors (JL, ME) examined 

the reference lists of the selected studies and identified any 

additional relevant articles, which were subjected to a sec-

ondary review. Relevant studies identified were reviewed by 

the entire committee.

Results
The initial searches yielded a total of 1023 abstracts, of 

which only 156 met the selection criteria (above). Another 

69 duplicates were removed, leaving a total of 87 abstracts. 

The discussion of the entire committee eliminated another 

ten abstracts that did not meet selection criteria; seven were 

identified as review articles. All authors reviewed the full-

text of the remaining 70 citations; 19 more citations were 

eliminated as not meeting selection criteria. Examination of 

the reference lists of the 52 selected studies and seven review 

articles yielded 16 more citations, resulting in 67 articles that 

were completely reviewed in detail (Figure 1).

Of the 67 total studies that we examined in this review, 

there were 20 descriptive studies that described programs 

that used video technology in medical education, and 47 

evaluative studies that specified quantitative outcomes. The 

first of these studies was published in 1968, and in the fol-

lowing four decades multiple studies from over 14 countries 

have been published. Many of the earlier studies used videos 

purely for summative purposes alone.31–35 In these studies, 

students were videotaped performing a patient interview, 

and then scored for specific interviewing criteria. Students 

were either given the option of reviewing their own videos 

independently, or the videos were reviewed in groups and 

individual settings with faculty discussion and feedback. 

The idea of using video to improve self-assessment has been 

widely described in many descriptive studies.36–41 Many of the 

descriptive studies also examined student satisfaction with 

using video review, and reported high student satisfaction 

rates with their programs.42–45

Among the evaluative studies, 17 were conducted in 

the preclinical years and 30 studies were conducted in the 

clinical years. There was great diversity in study design, 

number of students, type of encounter videotaped, and 

outcomes evaluated. The outcomes studied were student self-

assessment, student satisfaction, feedback, faculty assessment, 

other assessment (often a simulated patient), and peer 

 assessment. Most of the studies focused on communication 

skills, but some also looked at physical examination skills. 

A few studies examined technical skills such as wound closure 

and foley catheter placement,46 and laryngoscopy.47

Twelve of the 17 studies on preclinical students reported 

their outcomes on the use of video without the use of a con-

trol group (Table 1). All but three of these twelve studies 

reported that video review was a useful learning aid. The 

outcome that was evaluated in the majority of these studies 

was student interviewing skills which improved after video 

review.48–52 One study showed that student satisfaction with 

video review was initially very low, but improved tremen-

dously after faculty education and development.53 Two out 

of the three studies that reported that video was not help-

ful specifically looked at self-assessment skills. Medical 

students struggled with self-assessment, even with the aid 

of a video review of their performance. One study looked 

at students learning adult Basic Life Support skills, and the 

authors reported that even after video review, the students 

were not able to improve their self-assessment accuracy.54 
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An older study that examined self- and peer-assessment of 

physical exam skills found that the students did not improve 

in either after video review.55 The authors of this study pos-

tulated that perhaps students in their preclinical years had 

not yet developed the cognitive ability to perform self- and 

peer-assessments, given their lack of experience in these 

skill areas.

Five of the 17 studies on preclinical students had a 

control group that was evaluated in comparison to a group 

that had the videotaped interaction (Table 2). All five of 

these studies reported that the video was a positive learning 

aid; four found that faculty feedback with use of the video 

was superior to traditional faculty feedback (without video 

review).56–59 One study examined how a video with a run-

ning commentary provided by a faculty member compared 

with face-to-face feedback.60 This study demonstrated that 

students rated their satisfaction levels equally with video 

commentary compared to face-to-face feedback. This study 

also looked at student satisfaction with reviewing the video 

on their own, and reported that students had higher satisfac-

tion rates with faculty review, either face-to-face, or with the 

running commentary on the video.

Sixteen of the 30 studies performed with clinical medi-

cal students reported their outcomes without the use of a 

control group (Table 3). Fourteen out of these 16 studies 

reported that video review was a useful learning aid. Many 

of these studies reported high student satisfaction with video 

review.61–65 Two studies also reported an improvement in 

interviewing skills after video review and feedback.33,66 

There were also studies that reported improvements of 

interviewing and physical exam skills after introduction of 

a curriculum that included video review, but also included 

other educational interventions that were not examined 

separately.67–69 Most of the studies videotaped students 

performing communication and/or physical exam skills, but 

one study videotaped students performing laryngoscopy, and 

reported that self-assessment skills improved after review-

ing their video.47 Of the two studies that reported that video 

was not helpful, one found that student satisfaction was 

higher with feedback from a standardized patient than with 

private review of the video themselves.63 Of note, there was 

no specific feedback given to the student about their video. 

The other study that reported that video was not helpful 

was a smaller, older study that reported that four students 

Total abstracts retrieved: 1023 
from 19 databases (see text for details)

Reference lists of 56 studies and 7 review articles 
hand-searched 

24 articles selected for full-text screening 

8 articles rejected at full-text screening by 3 
authors (JL, ME, MH) 

16 studies selected for inclusion 

Abstract reviews by two authors (JL, ME) 
867 eliminated as not meeting inclusion criteria 

69 duplicates removed 
87 abstracts selected for all-author committee review

Committee review of full-text articles 
19 eliminated as not meeting inclusion criteria 

51 articles selected for inclusion 

Total studies selected for 
inclusion: 67 

Committee review of abstracts 
10 eliminated as not meeting inclusion criteria 

7 identified as review articles (held for reference list 
searching) 

70 articles selected for full-text committee review 

Figure 1 Flow chart of the selection process for publications inclusion and exclusion.
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had difficulty identifying the hidden agenda in simulated 

interviews even after video review.70

Fourteen of the 30 studies performed with clinical 

medical students had a control group that was evaluated in 

comparison to a group that had the videotaped interaction 

(Table 4). Six of these studies looked specifically at video 

review with faculty feedback versus traditional faculty 

feedback, and all of them found video to be helpful.71–76 One 

study compared video review with feedback versus audio 

review with feedback, and found the former to be superior.77 

Another study compared video review with feedback to a 

reading and observation curriculum, and found the video 

intervention to be superior.78

Data comparing outcomes after video review versus 

a traditional didactic curriculum were varied in the three 

controlled studies that examined this question. One study 

found that video review with feedback was superior when 

evaluating students’ ability to disclose cancer diagnoses 

to simulated patients.79 Another study compared alcohol 

intervention skills in students who had received a traditional 

didactic curriculum to students who had received the same 

traditional didactic curriculum as well as video review of 

an interview and feedback, and found that there was no dif-

ference between the two groups.80 Similarly, another study 

reported that students receiving a didactic curriculum on 

interviewing skills did as well as students who had video 

review and feedback.81 Both of these studies discussed that 

this was a surprising finding – they expected the students in 

the video review cohort to perform better than the didactic 

curriculum students. Several studies commented specifically 

on the importance of faculty development and education in 

order for the video review and feedback to be effective for 

the students.53

One controlled study looked at whether clinical stu-

dents had improvement in their self-assessment skills after 

video review, and found an improvement.82 Many of the 

clinical studies that did not include a control group showed 

a similar improvement in self-assessment after video 

review.47,66,69 The earliest studies focused on faculty mem-

bers providing feedback in conjunction with video review. 

Several studies reported that receiving feedback from a 

simulated patient was superior or equal to video review with 

a faculty member.63,83

Discussion
We know from research that formative feedback to students 

is an essential element of learning. Methods to provide the 

most effective feedback are constantly evolving, particularly 
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for performance-based learning. The use of video as a tool for 

teaching and learning in medical education is appealing for 

many reasons cited above, and its use has progressed over 

time especially due to technological advancements that 

simplify the process. It has become much easier to record 

student performances and to share taped encounters with 

them for review. While most early studies focused on the 

video technology itself and students’ attitudes towards its use, 

more recently the attention has been on actual improvement 

in performance based on the wide use of video in medical 

student education.

There are a few review articles focused on the use of 

videotape analysis as an instrument for learning, but the 

reviews are not systematic or comprehensive.  Findings 

were generally positive, even if occasionally it was dif-

ficult to determine which of the studies were actually 

evidence-based (some had limited details). Pinsky and 

Wipf84 cited a study85 showing that retention was drasti-

cally and significantly more positive for “showing and 

telling” (reviewing and providing feedback) than for 

showing alone or telling alone. When videotape review 

was linked with self-assessment, improved self-awareness 

and improved skills were documented.66,86 An older review 

by Hargie and Morrow16 cited evidence in support of 

self-review as motivating, and as resulting in significant 

improvement in self-perception.87 A comprehensive 

review of self-assessment in health professions education 

described studies with video review and self-assessment 

that were not necessarily consistent in terms of whether 

video review improved self-assessment  accuracy.88 Finally, 

a comprehensive review on teaching interviewing skills 

found that programs that incorporated structured feed-

back using videotape were more effective than those that 

utilized practice alone.89

Although our review of older and more recent literature 

was generally positive, a wide range of study designs, meth-

ods, and outcomes was described, which made it challenging 

to reach specific generalizations about results. Studies had 

a large range of number of students included – some were 

clinical, some were preclinical. A variety of methods for 

including video in teaching and learning were described. 

These included taping the encounter for student review in the 

form of self-assessment, peer review in groups of students, 

faculty review with the student, simulated patient review 

with the student, or a combination of some or all of these 

techniques. Also, different outcomes were measured. Some 

included student satisfaction and attitudes, some included 

self-assessment, some included performance measures on 

the actual encounter, and others looked at performance 

measures on subsequent encounters. It was evident that 

video review with self-assessment alone was not effective 

because learners do not necessarily know what they don’t 

know. Guidance of some kind is necessary, whether it be 

feedback from peers and/or faculty (including standardized 

patients), a checklist of expected behaviors, or a “gold stan-

dard” performance against which students could measure 

their own performance.

While self-assessment is a critical skill for lifelong 

learning, it cannot be learned in a vacuum.  Opportunities 

to self-assess in a cycle of goal-setting, external feed-

back, reflection, and adjustment must be integrated into 

learning opportunities. Students must understand why 

self-assessment is a key set of skills to master, and they 

must be given responsibility and accountability for teach-

ing and learning to embed these skills into daily habits. 

E-portfolios are increasingly popular for these very rea-

sons, especially when coupled with an opportunity for 

students to choose their “best” work (self-assessment), 

reflect on their development of knowledge and skills over 

time (reflection), and review this body of work with faculty 

mentors (external feedback).

Vital to this intentional integration of self-assessment 

into the curriculum is faculty development. To be most 

effective in providing feedback about performance and 

self-assessment accuracy, faculty must also possess a deep 

understanding of and commitment to helping students 

achieve self-assessment outcomes. Feedback to students 

must also be consistent, and based on specific program 

outcomes, to be most effective. Many faculty are commit-

ted to improving their own knowledge, skills, and attitudes 

related to teaching and learning, as evidenced by the growing 

number of professional development modules for faculty in 

medical schools (eg, weekly, year-long “medical education 

scholars” programs), as well the growing number of oppor-

tunities for health professionals to earn masters’ degrees in 

medical education.

This is also important because faculty development 

can play a critical role in medical education research. We 

commented above on the wide variety of study designs and 

subjects that described some form of video capture; there was 

a wide variety of study quality as well. Faculty participating 

in formal education related to teaching and learning can 

make significant contributions to the quality of future stud-

ies focused on tools and methods for teaching and learning, 

including those studies using video as an effective tool for 

learning and feedback.
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Conclusion
After conducting such an extensive literature review, we 

can summarize several key points. Although not always 

specifically measured, authors generally reported positive 

outcomes when video-captured performance was used as 

a tool for learning, for self-assessment, and for feedback. 

And, although there were multiple study designs, the use 

of video-captured performance can foster self-reflection 

and self-assessment, both of which are key to lifelong 

 learning. Finally, although we identified many studies, this 

field would benefit from additional, rigorous investigation. 

Multi-institutional studies would add significantly to the 

literature in this field.

From the findings of the many studies we reviewed, we 

are also able to make a recommendation as to specific steps 

educators can take when constructing curricula and/or studies 

involving the use of video-captured performance (Table 5). The 

answer to the original research question appears to be that when 

programs involving video-captured performance are designed 

effectively, video can be a powerful tool for learning.

Disclosure
The authors report no conflicts of interest in this work.

References
1. Black P, Wiliam D. Inside the black box: raising standards through 

classroom assessment. Phi Delta Kappan. 1998;80(2):139–144.
2. Fluckiger J, Vigil Y, Pasco R, Danielson K. Formative feedback: 

 involving students as partners in assessment to enhance learning.  College 
Teaching. 2010;58(4):136–140.

3. Tang J, Harrison C. Investigating university tutor perceptions of 
 assessment feedback: three types of tutor beliefs. Assessment and 
 Evaluation in Higher Education. 2011;36(5):583–604.

4. Gibbs G. Using assessment strategically to change the way students 
learn. In: Brown S, Glasner A, editors. Assessment Matters in Higher 
Education. Philadelphia, PA: Society for Research into Higher  Education 
and Open University Press; 1999:41–56.

 5. Nicol DJ, Macfarlane-Dick D. Formative assessment and self-regulated 
learning: a model and seven principles of good feedback practice. 
 Studies in Higher Education. 2006;31(2):199–218.

 6. Wilbert J, Grosche M, Gerdes H. Effects of evaluative feedback on 
rate of learning and task motivation: an analogue experiment. Learning 
Disabilities: A Contemporary Journal. 2010;8(2):43–52.

 7. Stark R, Kopp V, Fischer MR. Case-based learning with worked  examples 
in complex domains: two experimental studies in  undergraduate medical 
education. Learning and Instruction. 2011;21(1):22–33.

 8. Harlen W, James M. Assessment and learning: differences and rela-
tionships between formative and summative assessment. Assessment 
in Education: Principles, Policy and Practice. 1997;4(3):365–379.

 9. Dweck CS. Self-theories: Their Role in Motivation, Personality, and 
Development. Philadelphia, PA: Psychology Press; 1999.

 10. Witt PL, Kerssen-Griep J. Instructional feedback I: The interaction 
of facework and immediacy on students’ perceptions of instructor 
 credibility. Comm Educ. 2010;60(1):75–94.

 11. Can G, Walker A. A model for doctoral students’ perceptions and 
attitudes toward written feedback for academic writing. Research in 
Higher Education. 2011;52(5):508–536.

 12. Cheng G, Chau J. Digital video for fostering self-reflection in 
an ePortfolio environment. Learning, Media and Technology. 
2009;34(4):337–350.

 13. Nix I, Wyllie A. Exploring design features to enhance computer-based 
assessment: learners’ views on using a confidence-indicator tool and 
computer-based feedback. Br J Educ Technol. 2011;42(1):101–112.

 14. Allen DW, McDonald FJ, Orme ME. Effects of Feedback and Practice 
Conditions on the Acquisition of a Teaching Strategy. California, CA: 
Stanford University; 1966.

 15. Fuller FF, Manning BA. Self-confrontation reviewed: a conceptualiza-
tion for video playback in teacher education. Review of Educational 
Research. 1973;43(4):469–528.

 16. Hargie OD, Morrow NC. Using videotape in communication skills 
training: a critical review of the process of self-viewing. Med Teach. 
1986;8(4):359–365.

 17. Hargie O, Dickson D, Tourish D. Communication Skills for Effective 
Management. Basingstoke, Hampshire, NY: Palgrave Macmillan; 
2004.

 18. Orsmond P, Merry S. Feedback alignment: effective and  ineffective 
links between tutors’ and students’ understanding of  coursework 
feedback. Assessment and Evaluation in Higher Education . 
2011;36(2):125–136.

 19. Boud D. Sustainable assessment: rethinking assessment for the learning 
society. Studies in Continuing Education. 2000;22(2):151–167.

 20. Sadler DR. Formative assessment and the design of instructional 
 systems. Instructional Science. 1989;18(2):119–144.

 21. McDonald B, Boud D. The impact of self-assessment on achievement: 
the effects of self-assessment training on performance in external 
 examinations. Assessment in Education: Principles, Policy  and 
 Practice. 2003;10(2):209–220.

 22. Kruger J, Dunning D. Unskilled and unaware of it: how difficulties in 
recognizing one’s own incompetence lead to inflated self-assessments. 
J Pers Soc Psychol. 1999;77(6):1121–1134.

 23. Davis DA, Mazmanian PE, Fordis M, Van Harrison R, Thorpe KE, 
 Perrier L. Accuracy of physician self-assessment compared with 
observed measures of competence. JAMA. 2006;296(9):1094.

 24. Pintrich PR. Understanding self-regulated learning. New Directions for 
Teaching and Learning. 1995(63):3–12.

 25. Zimmerman BJ, Schunk DH. Self-regulated Learning and  Academic 
Achievement: Theoretical Perspectives. 2nd ed. Mahwah, NJ:  
Erlbaum; 2001.

 26. Fukkink R. Peer counseling in an online chat service: a content analysis of 
social support. Cyberpsychol Behav Soc Netw. 2011;14(4):247–251.

 27. Hosford RE, Johnson ME. A comparison of self-observation, 
 self-modeling, and practice without video feedback for improv-
ing  counselor interviewing behaviors. Counselor Education and 
 Supervision. 1983;23(1):62–70.

Table 5 Recommended steps for effective use of video-captured 
performance

1.  Write and share specific learning objectives for video-captured 
performance, including self-assessment (use Bloom’s and Simpson’s 
taxonomies as a guide).98

2.  Introduce students to video as a tool for learning (so method/
technology does not impede performance).

3. video-capture student’s performance.
4.  Give each student an opportunity to review and reflect on his/her 

performance against “gold standard” and learning objectives.
5.  Student shares reflective self-assessment with (trained) expert, then 

receives feedback from expert – discuss similarities and differences 
between self- and expert-assessment.

6.  Give each student subsequent opportunity to have performance 
captured on video, and to note improvements.

submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

28

Hammoud et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Advances in Medical Education and Practice 2012:3

 28. Orsmond P, Merry S, Reiling K. The use of exemplars and formative 
feedback when using student derived marking criteria in peer and 
self-assessment. Assessment and Evaluation in Higher Education. 
2002;27(4):309–323.

 29. Laurillard D. Rethinking teaching for the knowledge society. 
 EDUCAUSE Review. 2002;37(1):16–25.

 30. Kurtz S, Silverman J, Draper J. Choosing and using appropriate  teaching 
methods. In: Kurtz S, Silverman J, Draper J, editors. Teaching and 
Learning Communication Skills in Medicine. 2nd ed. Oxford, UK: 
Radcliffe Publishing; 2005:77–103.

 31. Connolly J, Bird J. Videotape in teaching and examining clinical skills: 
a short case format. Med Educ. 1977;11(4):271–275.

 32. Holmes FF, Baker LH, Torian EC, Richardson NK, Glick S,  
Yarmat AJ. Measuring clinical competence of medical students. Med 
Educ. 1978;12(5):364–368.

 33. Menahem S. Interviewing and examination skills in paediatric medicine: 
videotape analysis of student and consultant performance. J R Soc Med. 
1987;80(3):138–142.

 34. Ruedrich SL, Greiner CB. Evaluation of medical-student clerks 
interviewing and mental status skills with a videotaped practical 
 examination. J Psychiatr Educ. 1988;12(3):212–215.

 35. Stoeckle JD, Lazare A, Weingart C, McGuire MT. Learning medicine 
by videotaped recordings. J Med Educ. 1971;46(6):518–524.

 36. Barrows HS, Tamblyn RM. Self-assessment units. J Med Educ. 
1976;51(4):334–336.

 37. Irwin WG, McClelland R, Love AH. Communication skills 
 training for medical students: an integrated approach. Med Educ. 
1989;23(4):387–394.

 38. Makoul G, Altman M. Early assessment of medical students’ clinical 
skills. Acad Med. 2002;77(11):1156.

 39. McAvoy BR. Teaching clinical skills to medical students: the use of 
simulated patients and videotaping in general practice. Med Educ. 
1988;22(3):193–199.

 40. McManus IC, Vincent CA, Thom S, Kidd J. Teaching communication-
skills to clinical students. BMJ. 1993;306(6888):1322–1327.

 41. Ramey JW. Teaching medical students by videotape simulation. J Med 
Educ. 1968;43(1):55–59.

 42. Bonnaud-Antignac A, Campion L, Pottier P, Supiot S. Videotaped 
simulated interviews to improve medical students’ skills in disclosing 
a diagnosis of cancer. Psychooncology. 2010;19(9):975–981.

 43. Meadow R, Hewitt C. Teaching communication skills with the 
help of actresses and video-tape simulation. Br J Med Educ. 
1972;6(4):317–322.

 44. Nilsen S, Baerheim A. Feedback on video recorded consultations in 
medical teaching: why students loathe and love it – a focus-group based 
qualitative study. BMC Med Educ. 2005;5:28.

 45. Varkey P. Educating to improve patient care: integrating quality 
improvement into a medical school curriculum. Am J Med Qual. 
2007;22(2):112–116.

 46. Kneebone R, Kidd J, Nestel D, Asvall S, Paraskeva P, Darzi A.  
An innovative model for teaching and learning clinical procedures. Med 
Educ. 2002;36(7):628–634.

 47. Kardash K, Tessler MJ. Videotape feedback in teaching laryngoscopy. 
Can J Anaesth. 1997;44(1):54–58.

 48. Hoppe RB, Farquhar LJ, Henry RC, Stoffelmayr BE, Helfer ME.  
A course component to teach interviewing skills in informing and 
motivating patients. J Med Educ. 1988;63(3):176–181.

 49. Hulsman RL, Harmsen AB, Fabriek M. Reflective teaching of medi-
cal communication skills with DiViDU: assessing the level of student 
reflection on recorded consultations with simulated patients. Patient 
Educ Couns. 2009;74(2):142–149.

 50. Terasaki MR, Morgan CO, Elias L. Medical student interactions with 
cancer patients: evaluation with videotaped interviews. Med Pediatr 
Oncol. 1984;12(1):38–42.

 51. Werner A, Schneide JM. Teaching medical students interactional skills. 
A research-based course in doctor-patient relationship. N Engl J Med. 
1974;290(22):1232–1237.

 52. Farnill D, Hayes SC, Todisco J. Interviewing skills: self-evaluation by 
medical students. Med Educ. 1997;31(2):122–127.

 53. Cassata DM, Harris IB, Bland CJ, Ronning GF. A systematic approach 
to curriculum design in a medical school interview course. J Med Educ. 
1976;51(11):939–942.

 54. Vnuk A, Owen H, Plummer J. Assessing proficiency in adult basic 
life support: student and expert assessment and the impact of video 
recording. Med Teach. 2006;28(5):429–434.

 55. Calhoun JG,  Wooll iscrof t  JO,  Tenhaken JD,  Wolf  FM,  
Davis WK.  Evaluating medical student clinical skill performance. 
 Relationships among self, peer, and expert ratings. Eval Health Prof. 
1988;11(2):201–212.

 56. Davis JC, Dans PE. The effect on instructor-student  interaction 
of video replay to teach history-taking skills. J Med Educ. 
1981;56(10):864–866.

 57. Moreland JR, Ivey AE, Phillips JS. An evaluation of microcous-
eling as an interviewer training tool. J Consult Clin Psychol. 
1973;41(2):294–300.

 58. Ozcakar N, Mevsim V, Guldal D, et al. Is the use of videotape  recording 
superior to verbal feedback alone in the teaching of clinical skills? BMC 
Public Health. 2009;9:474.

 59. Shavit I, Peled S, Steiner IP, et al. Comparison of outcomes of two 
skills-teaching methods on lay-rescuers’ acquisition of infant basic life 
support skills. Acad Emerg Med. 2010;17(9):979–986.

 60. Kirby RL. Running commentary recorded simultaneously to enhance 
videotape as an aid to learning interviewing skills. Med Educ. 
1983;17(1):28–30.

 61. Del Mar C, Isaacs G. Teaching consultation skills by  videotaping 
 interviews: a study of student opinion. Med Teach. 1992;14(1):53–58.

 62. Ellison S, Sullivan C, Quaintance J, Arnold L, Godfrey P. Critical care 
recognition, management and communication skills during an  emergency 
medicine clerkship. Med Teach. 2008;30(9–10):e228–e238.

 63. Sharp PC, Pearce KA, Konen JC, Knudson MP. Using standardized 
patient instructors to teach health promotion interviewing skills.  
Fam Med. 1996;28(2):103–106.

 64. Shepherd D, Hammond P. Self-assessment of specific interpersonal 
skills of medical undergraduates using immediate feedback through 
closed-circuit television. Med Educ. 1984;18(2):80–84.

 65. Wagstaff L, Schreier A, Shuenyane E, Ahmed N. Televised paediatric 
consultations: a student evaluation of a multipurpose learning strategy. 
Med Educ. 1990;24(5):447–451.

 66. Lane JL, Gottlieb RP. Improving the interviewing and self-assessment 
skills of medical students: is it time to readopt videotaping as an 
 educational tool? Ambul Pediatr. 2004;4(3):244–248.

 67. Kraan HF, Crijnen AA, de Vries MW, Zuidweg J, Imbos T, Van der 
Vleuten CP. To what extent are medical interviewing skills teachable? 
Med Teach. 1990;12(3–4):315–328.

 68. Simek-Downing L, Quirk ME, Letendre AJ. Simulated  versus actual 
patients in teaching medical interviewing. Fam Med. 1986;18(6): 
358–360.

 69. White CB, Ross PT, Gruppen LD. Remediating students’ failed OSCE 
performances at one school: the effects of self-assessment, reflection, 
and feedback. Acad Med. 2009;84(5):651–654.

 70. Menahem S. Teaching students of medicine to listen: the missed 
 diagnosis from a hidden agenda. J R Soc Med. 1987;80(6):343–346.

 71. Brown JE, Oshea JS. Improving medical student interviewing skills. 
Pediatrics. 1980;65(3):575–578.

 72. Rutter DR, Maguire GP. History-taking for medical students.  
II-Evaluation of a training programme. Lancet. 1976;2(7985): 
558–560.

 73. Schreier A, Dub B. Teaching interpersonal communication skills in pae-
diatrics with the help of mothers. S Afr Med J. 1981;59(24):865–866.

 74. Stillman PL, Sabers DL, Redfield DL. Use of paraprofessionals to teach 
interviewing skills. Pediatrics. 1976;57(5):769–774.

 75. Stillman PL, Sabers DL, Redfield DL. Use of trained mothers to teach 
interviewing skills to first-year medical students: a follow-up study. 
Pediatrics. 1977;60(2):165–169.

submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

29

video review of patient encounters for medical student learning

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Advances in Medical Education and Practice

Publish your work in this journal

Submit your manuscript here: http://www.dovepress.com/advances-in-medical-education-and-practice-journal

Advances in Medical Education and Practice is an international, peer-
reviewed, open access journal that aims to present and publish research 
on Medical Education covering medical, dental, nursing and allied 
healthcare professional education. The journal covers undergraduate 
education, postgraduate training and continuing medical education 

including emerging trends and innovative models linking education, 
research, and healthcare services. The manuscript management system 
is completely online and includes a very quick and fair peer-review 
system. Visit http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php to read real 
quotes from published authors.

Advances in Medical Education and Practice 2012:3

 76. Stone H, Angevine M, Sivertson S. A model for evaluating the history 
taking and physical examination skills of medical students. Med Teach. 
1989;11(1):75–80.

 77. Maguire P, Roe P, Goldberg D, Jones S, Hyde C, Odowd T. Value of 
feedback in teaching interviewing skills to medical students. Psychol 
Med. 1978;8(4):695–704.

 78. Quirk M, Babineau RA. Teaching interviewing skills to students in 
clinical years: a comparative analysis of three strategies. J Med Educ. 
1982;57(12):939–941.

 79. Supiot S, Bonnaud-Antignac A. Using simulated interviews to teach 
junior medical students to disclose the diagnosis of cancer. J Cancer 
Educ. 2008;23(2):102–107.

 80. Walsh RA, Sanson-Fisher RW, Low A, Roche AM. Teaching  medical 
students alcohol intervention skills: results of a controlled trial.  
Med Educ. 1999;33(8):559–565.

 81. Mason JL, Barkley SE, Kappelman MM, Carter DE, Beachy WV. 
Evaluation of a self-instructional method for improving doctor-patient 
communication. J Med Educ. 1988;63(8):629–635.

 82. Srinivasan M, Hauer KE, Der-Martirosian C, Wilkes M, Gesundheit N. 
Does feedback matter? Practice-based learning for medical students 
after a multi-institutional clinical performance examination. Med Educ. 
2007;41(9):857–865.

 83. Levenkron JC, Greenland P, Bowley N. Using patient instructors to 
teach behavioral counseling skills. J Med Educ. 1987;62(8):665–672.

 84. Pinsky LE, Wipf JE. A picture is worth a thousand words: practical use 
of videotape in teaching. J Gen Intern Med. 2000;15(11):805–810.

 85. Dwyer FM. Student’s Manual: Designed to Accompany Strategies for 
Improving Visual Learning. State College, PA: Learning Services; 1978.

 86. Hays RB. Teaching health promotion and illness prevention to trainee 
general practitioners. Med Teach. 1991;13(3):223–226.

 87. Tuttle RL. The Effects of Video Tape Self Analysis on Teacher Self 
Concept, Effectiveness, and Perceptions of Students. Chapel Hill, NC: 
University of North Carolina; 1972.

 88. Gordon MJ. A review of the validity and accuracy of self-assessments 
in health professions training. Acad Med. 1991;66(12):762–769.

 89. Carroll JG, Monroe J. Teaching clinical interviewing in the health 
professions. Eval Health Prof. 1980;3(1):21–45.

 90. Farnill D, Todisco J, Hayes SC, Bartlett D. Videotaped interviewing 
of non-English speakers: training for medical students with volunteer 
clients. Med Educ. 1997;31(2):87–93.

 91. Rudy DW, Fejfar MC, Griffith CH III, Wilson JF. Self- and peer 
assessment in a first-year communication and interviewing course.  
Eval Health Prof. 2001;24(4):436–445.

 92. Zick A, Granieri M, Makoul G. First-year medical students’ assessment 
of their own communication skills: a video-based, open-ended approach. 
Patient Educ Couns. 2007;68(2):161–166.

 93. Goldschmidt RH, Hess PA. Telling patients the diagnosis is cancer:  
a teaching module. Fam Med. 1987;19(4):302–304.

 94. Cushing AM, Jones A. Evaluation of a breaking bad news course for 
medical students. Med Educ. 1995;29(6):430–435.

 95. Paul S, Dawson KP, Lanphear JH, Cheema MY. Video recording 
feedback: a feasible and effective approach to teaching history-taking 
and physical examination skills in undergraduate paediatric medicine. 
Med Educ. 1998;32(3):332–336.

 96. Myung SJ, Kang SH, Kim YS, et al. The use of standardized patients 
to teach medical students clinical skills in ambulatory care settings.  
Med Teach. 2010;32(11):e467–e470.

 97. Scheidt PC, Lazoritz S, Ebbeling WL, Figelman AR, Moessner HF, 
Singer JE. Evaluation of system providing feedback to students on 
videotaped patient encounters. J Med Educ. 1986;61(7):585–590.

 98. Clark DR. Bloom’s Taxonomy of Learning Domains. 2010. Available 
from: http://www.nwlink.com/∼donclark/hrd/bloom.html. Accessed 
November 5, 2011.

submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

Dovepress

30

Hammoud et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

http://www.dovepress.com/advances-in-medical-education-and-practice-journal
http://www.nwlink.com/~donclark/hrd/bloom.html
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com

	Publication Info 2: 
	Nimber of times reviewed: 


