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GENERAL COMMENTS Excellent systematic review on a very relevant topic with clear 
conclusions. Worthwhile to be accompanied by an editorial.  

 

REVIEWER Mette Brekke 
Department of General Practice, Institute of Health and Society, 
University of Oslo, Norway 

REVIEW RETURNED 24-May-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The impact of family medicine clerkships in undergraduate medical 
education: a systematic review  
Review Mette Brekke  
 
It was a pleasure to review this paper, providing an overview of 
current knowledge on the impact of FM clerkships.  
 
The aim of this systematic review was to search, analyze and 
synthesize evidence on the impact of family medicine clerkships on 
students, family physicians, and patients. The study is very well 
carried out – following the PRISMA statements.  
 
A comprehensive search was carried out in late 2013, in five 
relevant databases and six European languages, resulting in 64 
included articles published since 1990. The selection criteria are 
nicely described in Table 1 – although Spanish is not mentioned 
here, while it is mentioned in the text.  
 
Data from the 64 papers were extracted by means of a purpose-
designed form based on the Best Evidence Medical Education 
BEME) Form, quoting that: Systematic review quality is related to 
the quality of the primary evaluations; review research includes 
making a judgement on the quality of these using an appropriate 
tool. Strength of findings for the studies was scored on the BEME 
scale from 1-5.  
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In addition, the adapted Kirkpatrick levels for educational 
intervention outcomes were used to assess the various impacts of 
the FM clerkships: The Kirkpatrick model and its adaptations provide 
the means of interpreting how individual studies report the outcomes 
of an intervention and then collecting these into a common format.  
 
The Results section provides information on the format of the 64 
papers (which country, when published, methods used, study 
design). It further provides information on characteristics of the 
clerkships, before proceeding to reporting on Kirkpatrick outcome 
levels and strength of findings (BEME form).  
 
After all this, it proceeds to reporting a synthesis of findings on the 
impact of the FM clerkships-which was the aim of the study. This 
report is very nicely done – the authors manage to present 
information from the numerous studies in a “reader friendly” way, 
partly using the adapted Kirkpatrick levels as subheadings. The 
main messages are easy to get, like: “Students rated their overall 
satisfaction with FM clerkships as very high”. Or: “The main 
disadvantages reported by teaching FPs were slowed down patient 
flow and increased working hours”. Most readers will probably just 
be interested in these main findings – others (researchers in this or 
related fields) will easily find the specific articles used as sources for 
the various statements. In addition, an Appendix provides 
information on all the 64 included papers, also the key findings of 
each paper.  
 
The Discussion section is adequate, but would profit if it could be 
shortened. For example, the summary of main findings is 
unnecessarily comprehensive. 

 


