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of the AMC suggest that it's being done, but it

doesn't seem very persuasive.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Can you respond, Mr.

Mula?

MR. MULA: As far as we know from the

documentation that's presented, the states or the

actual boards of health or ministries of health are

responsible for tracking those students because

what they do when they place the students, when

they graduate from medical school, they go into

mostly public practice.

Some do go into private practice, but they

have to report on those students coming into

practice. Also, I'm sure that the country would be

able to provide something on that. I've actually

discussed that with them, and if the Committee

would like to have some more information, we can

get it for them.

MR. La PORTE: Yes, I'd like to elaborate

a just a bit further. Surely, the territories

would know about the students who stay there and

practice because they're eventually government
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employees. But the point of this is for

u.s. citizens to have access to loans so I'm

guessing there must be a certain number of them who

actually leave Australia and enter the u.s. medical

system, and the territories wouldn't know about

those students.

MR. MULA: I agree with that.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Dr. Wentz.

DR. WENTZ: A follow-up comment, Paul. In

that document that they sent, there's something

called the Periodic Report Outline to the

Australian Medical Council, and in that--I'll just

quote it, "schools should in that annual report

provide details of the school's process for the

monitoring and evaluation of curriculum content,

teaching and learning activities, and assessment

and graduation outcomes."

MR. La PORTE: They should, yes.

DR. WENTZ: We don't know whether they're

getting it.

MR. MULA: We didn't receive anything with
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their documentation that had any kind of a data

list or showed us that they were getting that

information from certain, but we could ask for it

if the Committee would like to have it.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Is there a motion, Mr.

La Porte?

MR. La PORTE: Yes. There's two points of

business. There's the acceptance of the report

that they sent in 2005, this document which is

very impressive, and then finally there's a

redetermination for comparability.

I first move to accept the report and,

second, I move that the NCFMEA should reaffirm its

prior determination that the standards used by the

AMC to accredit medical schools in Australia and

New Zealand are comparable.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Does that conclude your

motion?

MR. La PORTE: Yes.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: All right. Is there a

second?

MR. La PORTE: If we can also add a
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request for them to tell us about how they follow

the students, particularly the u.s.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: I think it would be a

friendly amendment if I could suggest that your

concerns about their monitoring of their success of

their students be a part of the redetermination and

that they provide a report concerning this specific

item at some time that you would specify?

MR. La PORTE: Right. I'd like to request

that they submit a report on their activities in

September of 2009. That would be two years. And

also addressing Part 6.3 of our guidelines with

regards to what happens to students after they

graduate.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Okay. Is there a

second to the motion?

DR. WENTZ: I'll second it.

[Motion made and seconded.]

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: All right. Is there

any discussion on the motion? All those in favor

please say aye.

DR. WENTZ: I had a question on the
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timing. If this is a redetermination,what would be

the usual time frame?

MR. MULA: I believe a report would be

required in two years, and if we would like to

specify in the report if that's to cover just U.s.

students or is that to cover all students?

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: I understood the motion

to be all students, of which the U.s. students

would be included because they would have

comparable data, but I may have misinterpreted

that.

MR. La PORTE: Ye s, that makes sense.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: The other thing, too,

is that we have vacillated many times over our

reporting period. And we at one period in time

were requesting reports annually, which was a very

fatiguing process. They hardly got the letter from

the Secretary until they were having to supply

another report.

So we've tried to amend our process by not

requesting reports any more often unless they are

absolutely necessary as impacting on our decisions

McLAUGHLIN REPORTING

703 820 5098

000059



271

sooner than 18 to 24 months. So I've considered

this within our mainstream, especially since we

don't consider that they have any issues that are

really impacting seriously on accreditation. Is

that the sense of everyone then?

All right. And we did vote?

MR. La PORTE: Not yet.

DR. MUNOZ: Not yet. We've had a second.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: All right. All in

favor please say aye.

[Chorus of ayes.]

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Those opposed?

[No response.]

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Any abstentions?

DR. HALLOCK: I'm abstaining.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: All right.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Record one abstention.

DR. HALLOCK: Let me explain.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Would you like to?

DR. HALLOCK: Yes. There's a contract

that exists between the AMC and the ECFMG, that the

ECFMG provides a service to the AMC in terms of
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screening the documents on all IMGs entering

Australia, and I just think it's, that being in

place, I'm better off recusing myself from the

vote.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Thank you for that.

And let the record show that Dr. Hallock did

abstain.

If I could ask one question before you

depart, Mr. Mula, and it's not anything that's

going to impact. I'm intrigued or just interested

in the fact that their accreditation is for ten

years. Our cycle is seven. LCME is seven. So I

wonder if you know of any kind of unintended

consequences of their being disparity between their

accreditation activities?

In other words, if a school got into

trouble in year seven, and they were fully

accredited until year ten, and we've given

comparable approval for a sevenyear cycle, how does

all that intersect?

MR. MULA: It's a good question, Mr.

Chairman. Actually they do a very comprehensive
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revlew in the fifth year. They also actually do

what it is a redetermination review actually, but

it's not entitled that, and they also do a site

visit at that time and a self-study.

And also accompanying that, just before

that self-study, is a very comprehensive written

report. So basically although they go for ten

years, they actually do a rereview in the fifth

year.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: I think that's very

important information for us to be sure that

there's a focus because it impacts on the decision

that we make in regard to our redetermination.

MR. MULA: I apologize. I did have that

it my oral presentation, but I took it out because

I thought I was too long.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: It wasn't a reprimand.

[Laughter.]

MR. MULA: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN DOCKERY: Is there any other

business to come before the Committee in terms of
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