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MEETING ATTENDEES 
Voting Members * Resource Members * 
Kristopher Abbate  Susan Ellis X 
Elle Campbell X Sonia De Leon X 
Maria Czuzak X George Fantry X 
Herman Gordon X Carlos Gonzales X 
Sarah Harris X Raquel Givens  
Wendi Kulin  Bryna Koch  
Patricia Lebensohn X Kevin Moynahan  X 
Bill Marshall X Diane Poskus X 
Art Sanders X Karen Spear Ellinwood  
Sydney Rice  Amy Waer  
Jordana Smith X Violet Siwik  
Kathy Smith    
Jim Warneke X   
Stephen Wright X   
Chad Viscusi    
    
    

*X = present 

 

MEETING NOTES 
1. Meeting Minutes 

The minutes from 7/06/2016 were approved without revision.  
 

2. Welcome/Introduction- Dr Fantry (Sanders): Dr Sanders introduced a new resource member of the 
committee, Dr George Fantry, who is beginning his tenure as Associate Dean, Student Affairs and 
Admissions. 
 

3. Voting Items: 
a. Election of Vice-Chair- 

Dr Patricia Lebensohn has offered to serve as vice-chair of TEPC for AY 16-17, with the 
intent to become chair of TEPC, effective AY 17.18. The exact details of service are not 
specified as the committee’s bylaws still reference the former administrative structure 
that included the CoM-Phoenix. Dr Moynahan mentioned that the Faculty Affairs Office is 
working on the bylaws. Dr Sanders suggested that he, Dr Lebensohn and Ms Ellis meet to 
formulate suggested revisions.  
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Dr Lebensohn’s service as vice-chair was approved.   

b. Grading and Progression Policy Revision- Intersessions Grading (Ellis) 

Ms Ellis presented a proposed revision to the Grading and Progression Policy, relevant to 
Section Two:F, Intersessions Grading. Exisiting policy refers to the former course 
structure as a single, longitudinal course comprised of two week-long sessions which 
were graded as a single course. The revision reflects the current structure (as of AY 16-
17) of two distinct week-long courses, each of which will be graded independently.  The 
revisions were approved.  

c. Dismissal Policy/Step 1 Policy Revision Proposal (Fantry) 

Dr Fantry brought two proposed revisions to the Grading and Progression policy. The 
proposed revision to Section Three, subsection B, “Timing of USMLE Examinations” was 
discussed first. Dr Fantry noted that we have students who, , despite having been 
successful in the preclinical curriculum, have delayed sitting for USMLE Step 1 without 
input or approval fromStudent Affairs. These delays negatively impact students’ ability to 
complete their training on time and to match into residency. The proposed revision 
addresses this, by permitting only students who are 1) remediating a preclinical block or 
2) on an approved leave of absence to postpone taking Step 1.  Students who delay 
taking the exam for reasons other than those specified would be dismissed from the 
College. This revision would be in effect beginning with the Class of 2019.Dr Fantry 
pointed out that this policy is consistent with similar policies at other schools. Dr Smith, 
chair of TEVS, pointed out that the recommendation that students take Step 1 on time is 
part of the Level 2 report on the preclinical curriculum (which TEVS is in the process of 
finalizing.  Ms Harris recommended that students be required to meet with staff of the 
Office of Student Development to establish a study plan at the start of the six-week Step 
1 study period. Dr Fantry supports this, noting that Student Development is on board 
with this proposed revision.  

Proposed revision was approved. 

The second proposed revision to the Grading and Progression policy was in relation to 
Section Four, “Dismissal from the College of Medicine.”The proposal updates the reasons 
for automatic dismissal to include delaying Step 1 for reasons other that leave of absence 
or remediation.  

Proposed revision was approved. 

 

4. Discussion Items:  
a. FCM Clerskhip Update (Sunderlin): 

The FCM clerkship director, Dr Krista Sunderlin, updated the committee on changes to 
the clerkship made in response to recommendations from the most recent review (AY 14-
15).  Overall, the clerkship was rated “satisfactory.” In order to improve performance on 
subject exams, the clerkship’s curriculum was modified to more closely reflect the 
national FCM curriculum (Society of Teaching in Family Medicine), emphasizing 
ambulatory patient care. An additional recommendations was to increase the diversity of 
patients with whom students interact, specifically pediatric patients. Dr Sunderlin noted 
that, although the primary focus of the FCM rotation is adult ambulatory patients, 
student logs in ArizonaMed indicate that all students in the past two years have seen 
pediatric patients. In the event that a student were unable to work with pediatric 
patients, the clerkship has supplemental materials to compensate for this.   

Dr Sunderlin responded to negative student feedback regarding the timing of didactice 
sessions within the clerskhip. Didactics are scheduled in the middle of the clerskhp 
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rotation, requiring student to return to Tucson from clerskhip sites. As part of didactics, 
students present on cases they have seen, therefore it’s not feasible for didactics to occur 
at the start of the rotation, when students do not have patient experience. Scheduling 
didactics at the end of the rotation leaves students with a flood of new material to 
master just prior to the subject exam. Dr Sunderlin pointed out that our passing rate on 
the FCM subject exam is at the national average.  

Dr Sunderlin was asked if an OSCE were a possible option for the clerkship. Noting that 
60% of the FCM clerkship sites are rural, Dr Sunderlin pointed out that this would be 
difficult. Currently, from the 30 clinical days of each rotation, FCM allots three days for 
didactics and one for the subject exam. Allowing three more days for travel time would 
reduce the rotation to approximately 23 clinical days. Dr Sunderlin does not consider this 
an acceptable amount of clinical time.  

The FCM clerkship is one of the few that consistently meets the TEPC grading guidelines. 
Dr Sunderlin attributes this to the mathematical calculation devised by a former clerkship 
director. The calculation assigns values for each of the clerskhip’s graded components 
(subject exam, clinical evaluation and didactic participation) in order to determine 
grades. 

b. Proposed revision to preclinical block attendance policy (Fantry) 

The committee had addressed all the business on the agenda, allowing time for Dr Fantry 
to mention plans for a proposed revision to the preclinical block attendance policy. He 
had presented the revision to the block directors at today’s TCMS meeting and the block 
directors supported it. The current attendance policy forces Student Affairs to make 
exceptions to policy on  a case-by-case basis. It is impossible to handle the large number 
of requested exceptions (currently, there are already 30 requests pending) in a timely , 
fair manner for all students. The revision would model the clerskhip attendance policy 
and process, by providing a limited number of discretionary days in addition to 
exemptions for standard reasons (e.g., presentation at a professional meeting, personal 
illness.) The discretionary days could not be used on exam days.  In order to monitor 
trends, requests for discretionary days would be sent through the ArizonaMed 
attendance system and would be approved by the appropriate block director and Student 
Affairs.  Ms Harris suggested that the revision include an additional exception for jury 
duty.  

The committee supported Dr Fantry’s proposal. He will draft a revision, adding jury duty 
as a standard exception; the revision will go out to TEPC for an electronic vote.  

 

Meeting adjourned. Next meeting scheduled for August 17, 2016. 

 

ACTION ITEMS 
 Items(s) Assigned to Target 

Date 
1. Propose revisions to committee bylaws regarding tenure 

of chair and vice-chair 
Art Sanders, Patricia 
Lebensoh, Susan Ellis 

ASAP 

2. Update Grading and Progression policy to reflect 
approved revisions.  

Susan Ellis ASAP 

 Draft proposed revision to preclinical block attendance 
policy and circulate for e-vote 

George Fantry, Susan 
Ellis 

ASAP 
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