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MISTREATMENT OF MEDICAL STUDENTS 
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Summary. The aim was to analyze the prevalence and the sources of 
mistreatment among students, studying medicine in the Medical University of 
Sofia. Cross-sectional web-based study was carried out in 2015 with 257 stu-
dents of medicine. For at least one episode of mistreatment reported 66% of the 
students. Most common sources of mistreatment were the assistant professors, 
followed by professors. Sixth year students reported for more mistreatment than 
third course ones. Most common forms of mistreatment were "unfair critic" (in 
81.3% of the respondents), "attempts to underestimate or belittle the work done 
by students" (in 80.2%), “undervaluing of student's efforts” (75.5%), “denial of 
information” (73.5%), "sarcasm and humiliation" (71.2%), "irrelevant 
jokes"(69.2%), "rebuke and critics" (66.9%).  
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