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Responses for Clinical Teaching
Benchmarking

* 9 universities participated in activity (for
year Jan. — Dec. 2004).

* Range of university programs
considered including undergraduate,
postgraduate.

* Criterion for inclusion of course: it needs
to have a clinical component
undertaken by students.



Responses for Clinical Teaching
Benchmarking

University Courses

Auckland All ugrad and pgrad
Birmingham BN

British Columbia Baccalau. and NP
Fudan BN and DipN
Glasgow BN

Hong Kong NP

Lund PaedN

Melbourne BNSci, 9 pgrad

Queensland

BN
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Responses for Research Benchmarking

* 6 universities participated in activity (for
year Jan. — Dec. 2004).

* Number of individual responses from from
the universities varied.

* Response rate (actual
respondents/potential respondents x 100)

varied from 100 to 54%.



Responses for Research Benchmarking

University Number of Actual
Respondents
(Potential Respondents)

Auckland 15 (27)

British Columbia 21 (33)

Glasgow 7 (13)

Hong Kong 7 (9

Melbourne 44 (44)

Queensland 6 (6)
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% of respondents who participated in activity
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