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i this committee if there is any uestion about the
a1 implementation of the process.
@  MS. LESESKY: I was going to say—this is
w4 Erin Lesesky—I agree with Bonnie's comments on
i it's kind of unreasonable to think that they could
& actually have something prepared and submitted and
m all of us have read it by March of 2004.There's a
m difference between having the site visits
g1 completed, and then having all the reports
1o furnished and to us in a timely manner.
11 DR. MAUPIN: Your most recent statement,
1121 Bonnie, from a process, then, if we concur on
(13] comparability and we ask all of the three items
p4) that we've kind of talked about or said, where in
s the language do we limit?
(e One of these is that the full report on
1n accreditation activities was suggested that it
18] occur 18 months out.And so it wouldn’t be a
ite] 12-month limitation on our approval; it would
) actually be an 18-month limitation on our approval.
f2i) So that if we move that back, then one of the
12 things we will get is basically we would have an
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i1 update on the clinical site evaluations, but they

@ would not have received back all of their

@ information, given the deadlines they've talked

1 about.

5 So again, there is the data required,

] process time to send it in. We still would be

1 missing some dates. And I'm just saying to the

@ group, the only way we'll get alf information will

] be in 18 months.
o * CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Yes. Bonnie said that
(11 one could in the motion, if there was a motion to
17 determine comparability here, that the motion
9] include that the comparability be until September
(4] '04, at which time a complete review of report will
5] determine whether that comparability continues. So
11e] it's a limited— :
w7 MS.LeBOLD: That's an option. I mean,
(i8] it’s up to the committee whether they would want to
{te] say a one-year period or an 18-month period. It’s
120 just an option to make you feel totally comfortable
1) that the process is implemented properly.
2 CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: So we’re waiting for a
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i} motion.
@ DR.DOCKERY: Dockery. Let me ask another
@l question, in terms of getting to where we need to
@ go.Their accreditation is conditional for two
1 years. Right?
1 DR.WARD: Yes.
m DR.PEACOCK: Yes.
1 DR.DOCKERY: So that two yeats is March
@1 of 2005.
g DR. PEACOCK: January 2005.
(111 “DR. DOCKERY: January 2005. So that
117 status would be determined after the September 2004
(131 meeting.
114  DR.PEACOCK: We would see that it would
i1s) be reviewed at the September 2004 meeting.
sy DR.DOCKERY: So our extension of
71 comparability could not exceed their time for which
ug) they provided conditional accreditation, which will
ie] expire in 2005, January of 2005, Right?
ro DR.PEACOCK: January of 2005.Yes.
=n DR. DOCKERY: So if we use that, utilize
12z the September 2004 deadline as a temporary, and
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(11 also we're expecting all those reports, and we
i added one additional thing, that we have a site
{1 visitor participate in a clinical site review in
@ the United States in advance of that report, then
51 we would bring all of the things together that
® would provide us the comfort of knowing what the
@ status is of the clinical sites.
® CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Remember, we don'’t
@ have to be satisfied with the status of the
(0 clinical sites. We have to be satisfied—
@11  DR.DOCKERY: With the process.
vz CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: —that the accrediting
113 body has evaluated those clinical sites to be
(14 satisfactory. Now, if in our process of doing
(15 that, we want to join them when they visit one of
(1] these sites, that's fine. But when they accredit
17 and how conditional it is, and so forth and so on,
pa of the particular school—in this case, Saba—is

p1g) still not relevant to us. What's relevant to us is
0] determining that the commission’s process is
211 comparable.

r2  DR. RICE: Mr. Chair, I will just do it
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. ) 111 from Saba, the NCFMEA determine that the standards
i real quick. Again, I was thinking maybe I was 12 and process used by the Accreditation Commission on
oglycemic a little bit ago, and so ¥'ll be @ Colleges of Medicine to accredit medical schools in
.y bries #) Saba are comparable to those used to accredit
g ) ) 51 medical schools in the United States,
#  But one of the questions I would have is, ] In addition, the NCFMEA requests that Saba
i1 for these gentlemen, this accrediting group, what m suli?ﬂMtlar'l “Pgﬂtg on ﬂsbpmg&%e Cvglréiﬂon of
i i clinical sites by September o ,and that a
16 other entities or what other relationships do they © member of this committee be invited to be a part of
1 have where they are in the business of accrediting 1o one of those evaluation visits during this period;
¢ other things? (1 that a progress report on the clinical evaluations
5 - 1E — 112 be provided to this committee by March of 2003—of
© ccause again, it scems like we have this i) 2004; and that a full report on its accreditation
(o] special case with Saba having one medical school i4) activities be available for review at our March
' . s 2004 meeting—at our September 2004 meeting,
({5 afld now we're focused on assuring the clm.ical ts  DR.DOCKERY: Second.
12 sites are appropriately evaluated and worrying g7 CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Any further
113) about what repotts are going to be available at pe) discussion?
{e1 [No response.]
114] what tin?e to have the results of that.A positive 20 CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: All in favor, say Aye.
ns] or negative result may not be actually what we @11 [Chorus of ayes.]
pe1 should be worried about, but, again, believing that 12z CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Abstain?
117 their process is appropriate to evaluate those. e Page 189
im 5 : I'll vote against.
g And that becomes by dedaition @ CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: You vote against.
9] comparable, if we believe, you know, that this @ DR. MAUPIN: I heatd him,
SEm s an accredii tein selieti$ @ [Simultaneous discussion.)
o Syst e R B s CHATRMAN JACOBSON: Okay, thank you all,
ey CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Well, as a new member
1221 of the committee, you haven’t had experience before
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i with the commission. But the commission represents
i1 several countries. And in 2 number of previous
@ meetings of the committee we have determined that
@ the commission’s process in accrediting schools in
15 those other countries is comparable.
6] And so we don't have any expectation—at
m least I don't have any expectation—that in
@) evaluating Saba that they’re going to use a
@ different process than we've already assumed is
(o] comparable in the other countries that they
{11 represent,
2z DR. RICE: Does that therefore incline the
ne committee here to accept, because they're engaged
(4] by Saba, that their process is appropriate? And
i15 then is that the end of the discussion? That's
te} what I guess I'm confused on.
i1 CHAIRMAN JACOBSON: Yes. No, I think
1ig] ;you're right in assuming—speaking again for me,
119 persogally—that that gives me some comfort, for
)R. MAUPIN: Mr. Chair, I would move that,
122} based on the information and materials received
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