Overview
The data on the whole is very positive.  Beginning by focusing on the Scales, the mean scores for each all between 3.4 and 3.9 (see Table 1).

	Scale
	Median
	Mean
	SD

	Supervision
	4
	3.9
	1.2

	Skill Development
	4
	3.8
	1.1

	Infrastructure
	4
	3.5
	1.6

	Intellectual Climate
	4
	3.4
	1.5

	Goals and Standards
	4
	3.7
	1.2

	Examination
	-
	-
	-


Table 1: Scale scores for all students
It seems apparent, however, that the experience of FT students is consistently more positive than that of PT students in all areas (although it should be noted that there is more data for PT students).  Compare Table 2 with Table 3:

	Scale
	Median
	Mean
	SD

	Supervision
	4
	4.1
	0.7

	Skill Development
	4
	4.1
	0.5

	Infrastructure
	4
	3.8
	1.4

	Intellectual Climate
	4
	3.7
	1.3

	Goals and Standards
	4
	4
	0.8

	Examination
	-
	-
	-


Table 2: Scale scores for FT students
	Scale
	Median
	Mean
	SD

	Supervision
	4
	3.8
	1.4

	Skill Development
	4
	3.7
	1.3

	Infrastructure
	3
	3.4
	1.7

	Intellectual Climate
	3
	3.2
	1.6

	Goals and Standards
	4
	3.6
	1.3

	Examination
	-
	-
	-


Table 3: Scale scores for FT students
The most positive comment for both FT and PT students is preserved for supervision and skills development while the less positive comments relates to infrastructure and intellectual climate.

I will focus for a moment on “intellectual climate” since this is the lowest ‘scoring’ scale for all students and for FT and PT students.  A more detailed look at the questions that form the scale shows that FT students are less satisfied with the research culture in their Department, particularly as demonstrated by seminar programmes, than PT students, although in both instances mean scores are in the low 3s and SDs are relatively high.  Perhaps predictably, however, FT students appear more integrated into their Department than PT students: for PT students the mean for q. (2o) is just 3.1 with a high SD of 2.2 compared to 3.9 and 1 respectively for FT students.

Looking at the individual questions the lowest score is for question (2a): “There is appropriate financial support for research activities”.  The mean is 3.1 with an SD of 2.2.  When looking at the FT versus the PT data it quickly becomes apparent that it is the PT students that have ‘pulled down’ the average here.  For FT students the mean is 4.1 with an SD of 1.4 while for PT students the mean is 2.7 (the lowest mean of all) with an SD of 2.  This is perhaps to be expected but it may suggest that more effort is needed, for example, to publicise the research students’ Small Grant Fund or to provide more extensive information about other forms of funding for PT students and support for applications to such sources.
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