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[I]about what do you want the Secretary to communicate

.the country at this point?
13] DR. PIERCE: Okay, then going back to

[4]that-and that was really helpful-and building on

[5]the question you were just asking, based on this

[6]little grid right here, I mean, some of these

[7Janswers are pretty-I mean, there is a question

[8]about the dogs, and so on and so forth. But what

[9]is here that deems this not to be comparable? What

(10]in this grid says, "We are not comparable any
(11)more? I guess that's what I would aSK.

[12] CHAIRMANJACOBSON:Well,that's why I
{13]asked Ron the question. Because after all, you
(14Jknow, we rely on the staff's report. And the staff

{IS)say~,quote, based on the information provided,
(161they cannot make an assessment whether or not the
(17)standards for the evaluation of medical education

(181ate comparable. So that's-

[19J DR. PIERCE: Right, but they're already
["lOJdeemed comparable.
[211 CHAIRMANJACOBSON:SoI assume,Ron,that

.ur inability to assess comparability includes

{I]your evaluation of the answers to the queries that
[2Jcame in the March 3rd fax. Is that right, or not? .

(3J. MR.lIPTON: That's not correct, actually,
{4]The analysis was prepared and sent to Pakistan. We

[5]incorp'orated these answers as part of their

[ojmaterials, but we did not change the analysis.
{7J But let me just check to make sure that's
[81correct.

19] [Discussion off the record.]

{IO]CHAIRMANJACOBSON:I think that's an

[111important issue. It still boils down to now the

1121question that Scottie asked.And that is, does it

{13Jlook like, since the typing of your reconunendation,

(141which is you can't assess comparability-On March

(IS]3rd, we got an answer to a number of queries. Now,
(16]when we review those answers, do they resolve

(17)enough of the uncertainties that we actually can
{l81'make adecision about comparability,or not?
(19] And, you know, I don't care whether this

rAPakistan, or any other country. I think we've
Buo do what we've got to do.

[221 MS.LeBOLD:Ron,can I just mentio.n
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(I]something? I'm going to have to see how I'm going
121to explain this. We've never asked the staff to

[3Jmake a clear-cut decision on comparability, because

(41it's reaUythe conunittee's decision. We don't

(5]bave set regulations. We only bave guidelines,
[6]which are somewhat flexible and nebulous.

[7J In some instances, the analyst has said it

[8Jappears to be comparable because-You know, they go
[9]down the list: It just seems like things are

[10]pretty much the same as they were before, so there

{111seems to be comparability, and they're making that

(12]assessment.

(13) In this case, I think what Ron is trying
[14Jto say is there are holes where there is not
(15]complete information or the information they

[161provided does not give us a true sense that they

[17)meet that guideline that you have. So he's not

[18]making a clear-cut assessment of ~Itappears this

(19]way, or that way. . It's just, "This is it.They

(20]meet these; they don't meet these. And now it's up

(21]to you to decide whether there is comparability or
[22]not:
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(11 MR. LIPTON: Right.

[2] MS. LeBOLD: Am I being fair, Ron, in that
[3]statement?

(4] MR.UPTON:You are.And let me just add

[S]also, that statement about the recommendation, it's

[B)rather a team recommendation. I was on travel, and

[7JI had help from other staff.

(B] I guess if you ask the question, I would

{9Jgo with Dr. Maupin's suggestion. We have used

(10]"substantially comparable" in the past. And I

[lIJ think that's a good standard to use. And I would

[12]say that Pakistan's standards and procedures for

[13]accreditation are substantially comparable to ours.

(14J MS.LeBOLD:So that's it.

[IS] CHAIRMANJACOBSON:Okay.Bill?

(IS) DR. RICE: I'll just makea quick comment.
[17]~Substantially comparable," as opposed to

[IB]"comparable beyond a reasonable doubt." Which is

[19]kind of like a court thing: 99.99 percent, versus
[20]51 percent.

[211 DR.PIERCE:Great.Andjust to followup
(22]on that, I don't think that at least I was asking
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{2]liked going back to that original question. If a

[3]country has been deemed comparable, I think that

(4)helps us to serve as a baseline io then say, UWhat

[51is it that says they are not comparable now?"

[a} MS.LeBOLD:That'strue.However,our
(7}guidelines have changed since that original
(6)assessment.

(9} DR.PIERCE:Right.
(10} MS.LeBOLD:And the committee has evolved

(11)as far as its understanding of how other systems

112}work and how it makes its decisions.

113] DR.PIERCE:And I think that just

114]underscores even more sttongly for. me what it is,

1151the action that we took this morning, saying that

[16]it's time now to move everyone along in the
(17)process. So I am very comfortable in taking action

(18]on this country, if that's appropriate.

(19].f DR.DOCKERY:Dockery.I~ try a
(20]motion, if the group is ready. Or would the .
[211Chairman like to do a-. l22I CHAIRMANJACOBSON:No,no, go ahead.

111 DR.DOCKERY:-a littlekite?
[21 CHAIRMANJACOBSON:No.No,no,no.And
£31I hope no one thinks that I was asking Ron to tell
141us what we should decide. But staff does such a

[5)good job of doing their work and reporting, that I

161take it seriously when they say they don't have

(7}enough information. And since we have received

[8]additional information since the repon was typed,

[9)it's legitimate to say, now does the additional

(IOJinformation provide clarity or not? And if the

111]answer to that question is uYes,~it makes the

(12)decision about comparability a lot easier.
113] MR. lIPTON: And could I add one more

I14J,point, then, to make you feel even more

[151'comfortable? Again, I worked With our unit

[16]supervisor on this case. I did not do the analysis
(17)in 1997 for Pakistan. But from what we could see,

(18]things have improved as far as oversight,. (19]accreditation, especially in the areas of

[20]curriculum and systematic program of review to
!21)revise the curriculum.

(22) So if that makes you more comfortable, I
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(11think that was our conclusion: If anything, things

(2]have improved in this area.

(3) CHAIRMANJACOBSON:Okay.The comfortable
[4)Dr. Dockery will make a motion.
(5] DR.DOCKERY:Yes,I amcomfonable.Dr.

16]Rice, did you have any additional conunents that you
(7}wanted to make?

(8] DR.RICE:No.Thank you.
J.9) DR.DOCKERY:I move that we-

(10) CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Oh, I'm sorry. No,

(11) we've got to make sure. Because is he the number

112/ two guy on this? No.

113] DR.RICE:I think I am, but I said more

[14]than I probably should have said.
[15] DR.DOCKERY:Buthealsowas invited to
[16]comm.cnt [inaudible].

[17) CHAIRMANJACOBSON:Right.I thought
[18]Scottie was number two on this. I'm sorry. Go
[19] ahead.

(20) DR.DOCKERY:Again,I move that the
[211NCFMEA,based on the moSt recent information and

l22Imaterials received from Pakistan, reaffirm its
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11]determination that the standardsand processes used
[21by the Pakistan Medical and Dental Councll to

(3)accredit medical schools in Pakistan are

[4]substantially comparable to those used to accredit
[5)medical schools in the United States.

(6] In addition, the NCFMEArequeSts that

(7}Pakistan submit a repon on its accreditation

(8)activities, and to specifically address the issues

(9}of conflict of interest and animal care facilities,

110]at the September-excuse me, at the March 2004

111]meeting oithe NCFMEA.

(12) Let me call attention to: I did not say

[13}ureaffirm its prior determination, h I said

114}"reaffirm its determination~; so that we do unlink:

(15)the prior. Because the prior was not
[16]"substantial. ~The "substantial" is different than

117)our previous.
(18] Sowe need to be sure that our

[19]wording-It's subtle but, you know, ifwe say we

(20)reaffirm its prior determination, and then we

[21]insen usubstantial, ~our previous determination

l22Iwasn't that it was "substantial"; it was
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_omparable." So I just want to be sure that I
WUed attention to that, and make sure our
[3]language is appropriate when the Secretary
[4)communicates to them.

!5J CHAIRMANJACOBSON:Okay.I think we have
[6]that. Is there a second to that motion?

[7} DR.RICE: Second.

[8] CHAIRMANJACOBSON: Dr. Rice seconded.

(9)Any further discussion? Bonnie?

[10} MS.-t.eBOlD: I would like you to just, as

[II]a committee, consider whether you want to start

(12]making gradations of comparability.
[13J DR. PIERCE: What?

[14} CHAIRMANJACOBSON: Gradations of

(15)comparability.

[18]- MS.LeBOLD:Whether you want to start

[17]making gradations of comparability. Because you've

(18]said, "These are our guide~es." A country does

[19]not-necessarily have to meet every guideline, but

[20Jyou have to feel comfortable that enough are met

[21Jfor you to determine it to be comparable.. We've always made decisions of

(I) "comparable" or "not comparable."You are

[2Jintroducing a whole new level if you start saying

[OJ"substantially comparable," or other gradations. I

[4Jknow the staff has done that. And I think they

[5]have dbne that in the context of saying, "When I

(6]look at the whole picture, it looks like enough of

[7Jthese guidelines are met that there is a

[8}substantial comparability." But they're stili
[8]leaving it to you to make the final overall

(10)assessment.

[11J So I'm not saying don't do that. I'm just
[12]saying that this adds a different definition, a

(13)different tone to your decisions.

[14]. DR.DOCKERY:With your encouragement, I

(15]would be pleased to go back and say "reaffirm its

[16]prior determination that the standards and

(17]processes," and so forth.And I do so with

(t8Jconviction.

~ And I made it the other way because it

~med to me, if I read the body language and the
(21)tenor of the group, that people would be more

(22)comfortable with saying"substantial.n I think,.
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[IJthey're either comfortable, or they're not.And
[2]are we going to say "minimally substantial"? Are
[3Jwe going to say [inaudible]?
[4J CHAIRMANJACOBSON: So the motion has been
[5]modified to say that "reaffirm the prior
[6]determination of comparability" and the reqm;st for
[7Ja report with the specific itetn;5in the March 2004
[8}meeting.
[9] DR.DOCKERY:Mr. Chair, I just wanted to

[10}clarify, I was not necessarily trying to create a
[I1Jnew category. The word "comparable" is defined as
(12)being "substantially comparable. "And I was trying
[13Jto make sure that we knew that they didn't have to
(14)meet everything.
(15) I believe that by our piece, that by
(16)adding some very specific things that we know about
[17]as a whole that are holes in information, that that
[18Jwill tell us if there is some level, there are some
(19)things that are missing that we require, and
[20}they're not getting the normal period of our
[21Jaccreditation.
[22J And mv conunents I know are probably clear
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[1]and are repetitive, but I wanted to make sure they
[2]were clear for the record.
[3] CHAIRMANJACOBSON: Great.Thank you.
[4J If there is no further discussion, we will
[5]vote on the motion.All in favor,Aye.
[6] (Chorus of ayes.]
[7JCHAIRMAN]ACOBSON:Any opposed?
[8][No response.]
[9]CHAIRMAN]ACOBSON:Any abstentions?

[10][No response.]
[II) CHAIRMAN]ACOBSON:A1lright. We have
[12]completed Pakistan.
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