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m  [9:56a.m.]
ERSON JACOBSON: Now are there any

dditional comments or questions?
4  DR. ANAND: When does the new cycle of
I8l site visits begin?
# DR.MARGOLIS: The law says that each
1 school has to be visited every five years,so I
@ think that the new cycle begins in about two-plus
{o) years.
DR. ANAND: So, actually, between now and
(11] one year, there will be no site visits or any
112) evaluation of any medical school at all in one
113) year, the next one year?
DR. MARGOLIS: Right, in the coming year,
(8] yes.
e CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Any other
117 questions?
DR. DOCKERY: Lee Dockery.And their
(9] re-evaluation is up for 2005, comparability?
oy  MS. LeBOLD: Let me just check the list.
ey DR. DOCKERY: I think if my math is right,

o)

4]

[e]
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[1'1t should be 2005.

@ MS. LeBOLD: Yes, 2005, so they have a

1 while to go.

@ DR.ANAND: My question would be: What

(57 was the purpose of asking for a report if there

6 will be no changes, no evaluation, no site visit

7] next year? Could we still ask for a report?

# DR.DEAL: There may be changes to the

{# law. Deal, There may be changes in the law that
no} take place in the forthcoming year, and that’s part
i1 of the question—that’s one of the first questions
(2] you ask when you write for a report.
g MS. LeBOLD: That's true. We do ask for
(14 that.
The other consideration is that, if you

ie) feel it appropriate, you could ask for a report in
1171 two years or 18 months or whatever you think is
(ie] appropriate,
tep  DR. ANAND: I'll ask the question. Are
!ere anticipated changes in the law that will

Appen next year?

DR. MARGOLIS: No.No, I don’t think

(15]

(22)
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i there are.

@ DR. ANAND: Okay.

@ CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: I can sense that

4 there’s a motion developing here.

s DR. ANAND: I have a motion.

1 CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Okay. Dr.Anand,

m do you want to make a motion?

# DR. ANAND: Yes.I move that the National

(@9 Committee on Foreign Medical Education and
po Accreditation accept the annual report submitted by
(1) Istael and note that based on the review of the
1121 Department of Education staff, that Israel has
13 satisfied the requirement of the Committee, and
14 request that Israel submits another report based on
rs] any changes in law or site visits in two years,
us; which means for consideration, at the September
w7 2004 meeting,
i1y CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Is there a second?
ns; DR. CARON: Second,
200 CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Any discussion on
[21) the motion?
22 DR. DOCKERY: Lee Dockery. I would favor
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111 March of 2004 because that would put an 18-month
iz period of time then between their reapplication and
13 it would split the difference between now and 2005
@ so that they’re not doing an annual report on the
151 heels of trying to do another reapplication for
@ comparability.
7 DR. ANAND: That’s fine with me.
# CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: So the motion has
® been modified to ask for an update, a report—
pop  DR. ANAND: Submit a report to be
i1 considered at the March meeting of this Committee,
121 March 2004,
13 DR.CARON: Second.
(149 CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Any further
5] discussion?
[No response.]
17 CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Dr. Margolis, is
pe) that fine with you?
sy  DR.MARGOLIS: Yes.
ey CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Is that reasonable?
e DR. MARGOLIS: I think so.Yes, I think
122) that it’s fine.

[1€]

Page 52 - Page 55 (16)

Min-U-Script®

Miller Reporting Company, Inc.

000604



National Committee on Foreign Medical
Education and Accreditation

U.S. Department of Education
September 5, 2002

Page 56

i CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: All right. Then
121 with no further discussion, can we have a vote,
. @ please? All in favor of the motion, say aye? Any
@ opposed?
#8  Okay.The motion carries. Thank you very
B much,
m [End of Executive Session at 10:01 a.m.]
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) COSTARICA
@. [10:03a.m.]
) CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON:All right. We'’re
@ now ready to review Costa Rica, and Carol Griffiths
@ is the staff person who will give het review.
B MS. GRIFFITHS: Good morning. I'm pleased
i this morning to provide you a sutnmary of the staff
{8 analysis of the report submitted by Costa Rica. It
9] was at your March 1999 meeting that you determined
fig that the accreditation standards used by Consejo
(11) Nacional de Ensenanza Superior Universitaria
1123 Privada, or National Council, for the accreditation
113 of private universities that offer medical
1141 education in Costa Rica were comparable to those
115 used to evaluate programs leading to the M.D,
16) degree in the United States.
pn  The National Council’s annual report,
181 which you reviewed at your March 2002 meeting,
iis; addressed the agency's activities in accrediting
20} eight medical schools and their current
[21] accreditation status.As a result of that
[22] activity, the National Council reported that it had
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11 suspended enrollment of new students at some of
21 these schools and that one school filed suit
18] against them and that the case was in litigation.
M After discussion, you deferred acceptance
@ of the annual report and requested additional
et information regarding changes, if any, in the
m accreditation standards, processes, or procedures
e or in Costa Rican laws or regulations that may
19 affect the accreditation of medical schools in the
[10] country.
1] You also requested to know if there had
21 been any effect or changes in the accreditation of
pa) medical schools in the country as a result of the
f14] lawsuit, and you requested that the agency provide
ps) you with a schedule of its second round of on-site
ie) verification visits.
pynn  Inits update, the National Council
ier reported two changes since January 2002 in the
g country's laws that affect the evaluation of
reo] medical schools in the country.
1  InJanuary 2002, it was established by law
{22) that universities must have in place the
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1 infrastructure and necessary equipment and must
iz offer as a basic service, libraries, laboratories,
@ and all other services necessary to accomplish
1] their objectives. Universities had 90 days to
15 effect this.,
@®  The National Council reported that this
m law significantly strengthens the accreditation
i8] process as, previously, universities were required
@ to demonstrate only the possibility of providing
1o} such resources and services.
i) Later,in May 2002, Law 8256 established
i1z the National Accreditation System of Higher
113 Education, which is linked to the National Council
(141 of Presidents, While reporting on this, and that
i15] the private medical schools in the country will be
16 required to adhere to the requirements of the law,
1171 the report did not elaborate on the specifics of
i8] the law or how that may impact the National
(19} Council’s role in the accreditation of medical
120} schools.
ey The Council did elaborate, though, on the
22 lawsuit that was filed as a result of its
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