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li1the process, but it's very important to continue to. [2]morutor this and continue to revise it.And the

[31Council is Planning to do that.

(4) My third cotmnent has to do with something

[5]that was also mentioned, and I'm not certain-it

[6]may have been clear, but I think it deserves

[7jre-emphasis, and that is that the Council actuaUy
[9]has made this decision. Remember that the Council

(9)on Higher Education controls a big piece of the
[10)budget for higher education in Israel at the seven

(11]public institutions of higher learning.And

[12]they've made the decision that every single faculty
(13]will now be reaccredited every eight years and

(14)specific programs every six years, as you heard.
[15J The Council really had this in mind from

[16Jthe beginning of the medical re-evaluation process.
[17]They were taking advantage, sort of, of a window of

[1BJopportunity that the medical schools gave the

[19JCouncil because, up until that point, it would be
[20Jsort of unheard of to come back and reaccredit a

[21Jfaculty that had already been accredited and was

[22]well known internationally and so on. So it will.
[1Jbe very interesting-first of all,that's an effect
[2]of this process, and it's very satisfying to the

[3Jpeople in the Council that this has happened, and

[4Jcertainly to myself because I've been dlrectly
[5J involved with it for four years now.AndI think
[6Jit's also a feather in the cap of this Committee in

[7Ja sense that that has happened.

[B] I don't know anything about
[9]reaccreditation of faculties outside of medicine in

(10Jother countries or actUally in the United States.

[111But I'm sure it will be interesting to learn about
(12)that.

[13J CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Thank:you.
[14J Any additional questions or comments?

[15] DR.DOCKERY:Yes. Lee Dockery.

116] The report indicates that additional

[17)information was requested from Ben Gurian

[18JUniversity and that information was to be reviewed

[19]and considered whether or not it was satisfactory..(20)I'm assuming that it was presumed to be

[21]satisfactory and no additional information was

[22]requested?
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{I) DR.MARGOLIS:Yes,that report was

[2Jactually submitted very quickly and very thoroughly

[3]and was considered to be quite satisfactory.

£4] DR.DOCKERY:Thank:you.
[5J DR.MARGOLIS:Andincluded changes,

[6]actually, that had been made.

[7J DR.CARON:RaymondCaron.Doctor,out of

[B]curiosity, what is the make-up of the student body

[9]in most of the medical schools in Israel?

(10) DR.MARGOLIS:In order to go to an

(II] Israeli medical school, you have to be an Israeli

[12]citizen. Is that what you're asking?

[13J DR.CARON:That's fine.More so I was

(14)just curious as to students from around the world,

[16]do they tend to come from the Middle East or are

[16]they from most countries around the world or-

(17) DR.MARGOLIS:Again-well, the four

[1BJ facultiesaccept students who are citizens of

[19]Israel. In addition, as this Committee knows from

(2D)previous reports, three of the four faculties have

[21Jsecond medical schools that accept international

[22Jstudents. Two of them-the Tel Aviv University and
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[1Jthe Technion-actually accept students from the

[2]United States and Canada almost exclusively. The

(3]Ben Gurion program, the second school that I'm in

(4Jcharge of, accepts students from around the world.

[5]And the student body is actually very varied. Most

(6)of them have been through some part of their

[71education in the United States. Several of them

[8]have not. But they need credentials equivalent to

[91or very similar to those that a U.S. applicant to

[10Jmedical school would need to have.

[11\ CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Okay.Do readers

(121have any additional questions or comments? Are we

[IS]ready for-oh, I'm sorry. We now have to go into

[14]Executive Session, so if everyone who shouldn't be

(15)here would please leave.

[1&] [Whereupon, the Committee moved into

Executive Session.)

[18J
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[I) [9:56 a.m.]

~ERSON JACOBSON:Now are there any

Wdditional comments or questions?

[4] DR.ANAND:When does the new cycle of
[5]site visits begin?

(6) DR.MARGOLIS:The law saysthat each
[7Jschool has to be visited every five years, so I

(8)think that the new cycle begins in about two-plus

I9Jyears.

(10] DR.ANAND:So,actually,between now and
[11]one year, there will be no site visits or any

[12Jevaluation of any medical school at all in one

(13)year, the next one year?

[14) DR.MARGOLIS:Right,in the coming year,
(15)yes.

(16) CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Any other

(17jquestions?

[18) DR.DOCKERY:Lee Dockery.Andtheir

[19]re-evaluation is up for 2005, comparability?

(20) MS.LeBOLD:Let me just check the list.

[21] DR.DOCKERY:I think if my math is right,
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[I] there are.

[2] DR. ANAND: Okay.

[3] CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:I can sense that

[4]there's a motion developing here.

[5] DR.ANAND:I haveamotion.

[6] CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Okay. Dr.Anand,

!71do you want to make a motion?

[8] DR.ANAND:Yes.I move that the National

[9]Committee on Foreign Medical Education and

(10]Accreditation accept the annual report submitted by
[11]Israel and note that based on the review of the

(12]Department of Education staff, that Israel has

[13]satisfied the requirement of the Committee. and

114]request that Israel submits another report based on

[15)any changes in law or site visits in two years,

[16]which means for consideration, at the September

[17]2004 meeting.

[18) CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Is there a second?
(19J DR.CARON:Second.

[20] CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON: Any discussion on

[21)the motion?

(22] DR.DOCKERY:Lee Dockery. I would favor

I should be 2005.

[2] MS.LeBOLD:Yes,2005,so they have a
[3]while to go.

(4] DR.ANAND:Myquestion would be:What

(5)was the purpose of asking for a report if there

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

l7Jnext year? Could we still ask for a report?

[8J DR.DEAL:Theremaybe changesto the
[9Jlaw. Deal. There may be changes in the law that

110]take place in the forthcoming year, and that's part

(11)of the question-that's one of the firsF questions

[12]you as~ when you write for a report.
(13] MS. LeBOLD: That's true. We do ask for

[14]that.

[15] The other consideration is that, if you

(16)feel it appropriate, you could ask for a report in

(17]two years or 18 months or whatever you think is

[1B)appropriate.

(19) DR.ANAND:I'll ask the question.Are.ere anticipated changes in the law that wili

[ appen next year?

(22) DR.MARGOLIS:No.No, I don't think
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[1]March of 2004 because that would put an 18-month

(2)period of time then between their reapplication and

(3Jit would split the difference between now and 2005

(4)so that they're not doing an annual report on the

[5)heels of trying to do another reapplication for

[6) comparability.

[7J DR. ANAND: That's fme with me.
[8] CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: So the motion has

(9)been modified to ask for an update, a report-

[10) DR. ANAND: Submit a report to be

[II) considered at the March meeting of this Committee,

[12]March 2004.

(13] DR.CARON:Second.

[14] CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Any further
[15]discussion?

[16] [No response.]

[17]CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: Dr. Margolis, is

[18]that fine with you?

(19] DR. MARGOLIS: Yes.

[201 CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:Is that reasonable?

[21] DR. MARGOLIS: I think so.Yes,I think
[22]that it's fine.

Page 52 - Page 55 (16) Miller Reportittg Company, Inc.Min-U-Script@

000604



--- u-m U _u u- --_U- U u--

National COmmitteeon Foreign Medical
Education and Accreditation

U.s. Department of Education
September 5, 2002

[1] CHAIRPERSON JACOBSON: All right.Then
[2)with no further discussion, can we have a vote,. 131 please? All in favor of the motion, say aye? Any
(41opposed?
[5) Okay. The motion carries. Thank you very
[6}much.
{7J [End of Executive Session at 10:01 a.m.]

COSTA RICA[I}
(2). [10:03 a.m.]
[3}CHAIRPERSONJACOBSON:All right. We're
(4)now ready to review Costa Rica, and Carol Griffiths
[5]is the staff person who will give her review.
[6] MS.GRIFFITHS: Good morning. I'm pleased
{7Jthis morning to provide you a summary of the staff
{6janalysis of the report submitted by Costa Rica. It
191was at your March 1999 meeting that you determined

{to}that the accreditation standards used by Consejo
[111Nacional de Ensenanza Superior Universitarla
[12]Privada, or National Council, for the accreditation
(13]of private universities that offer medical
(14]education in Costa Rica were comparable to those
(16]used to evaluate programs leading to the M.D.
(16]degree in the United States.
[17] The National Council's annual report,
{tS]which you reviewed at your March 2002 meeting,
(19]addressed the agency's activities in accrediting
(20)eight medical schools and their current
[21]aCC1'editation status.As a result of that
[22]activity, the National Counell reported that it had.

.
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(1)suspended enrollment of new students at some of

[2)these schools and that one school filed suit

(3)against them and that the case was in litigation.

[41 After discussion, you deferred acceptance

[5]of the annual report and requested additional

[81information regarding changes, if any, in the

{7Jaccreditation standards, processes, or procedures

[81or in Costa Rican laws or regulations that may

19Jaffect the accreditation of medical schools in the

[10}country.

[11) You also requested to know if there had

[12]been any effect or changes in the accreditation of

[131medical schools in the country as a result of the

[t4]lawsuit, and you requested that the agency provide

[15]you with a schedule of its second round of on-site

(16)verification visits.

,[17) In its update, the National Council
I

iU8! reported two changes since]anuary 2002 in the
[191country's laws that affect the evaluation of

[201medical schools in the country.

[21] InJanuary 2002, it was established by law

(22)that universities must have in place the
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[I) infrastructure and necessary equipment and must

(2)offer as a basic service,libraries, laboratories,

131and all other services necessary to accomplish

[41their objectives. Universities had 90 days to

[5]effect this.

[6] The National Council reported that this

[7Jlaw significantly strengthens the accreditation

181process as, previously, universities were required

(9)to demonstrate only the possibility of providing

110)such resources and services.

111) Later, in May 2002, Law 8256 estabHshed

[12]the NationalAcC1'editation System of Higher

[13JEducation, which is linked to the National Council

[14]of Presidents. While reporting on this, and that

(15)the private medical schools in the country will be

(16)required to adhere to the requirements of the law,

[17}the report did not elaborate on the specifics of

[18)the law or how that may impact the National

[19)Council's role in the accreditation of medical

[20]schools.

(21) The Council did elaborate, though, on the

(22)lawsuit that was fded as a result of its
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