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Attendees (in alphabetical order): H. Coombs, S. Drodge, D. Grynszpan, A. Hurley, M. Lapierre, B. 
Lawal, S. Pennell, P. Pike, S. Reid (SAS Chair), T. Snelgrove, A. Thomas, M. Wahl, K. Zipperlen 
 
Regrets: L. Boone, A. Hurley, T. Hearn 
 

Topic Details Action 
Items and 
the person 
responsible 

Introduction and 
Welcome  
 

The meeting was called to order. 
 
S. Reid thanked M. Wahl for chairing the November meeting. S. Reid 
welcomed new ex-officio member, B. Lawal, who will be taking 
minutes. Thank you also to L. Butler who has assisted the committee 
but has since moved to another position.  

 

Agenda review  

• Review for Conflict 
of Interest 

• Confirmation of 
Agenda 

No conflict of interest was declared. 
 
It was MOVED by T. Snelgrove and SECONDED by M. Wahl to accept the 
agenda as presented. All are in favor. 

 

Review and approval 
of prior minutes 

• Review of action 
items from 
previous meeting 

No issues from the November meeting minutes were highlighted. 
 
It was MOVED by S. Reid and SECONDED by D. Grynszpan to accept the 
minutes of the November 27, 2024 meeting as circulated. 

All in favor; MOTION PASSED 

 

1. Business arising 

1.1. Generative AI in assessment - Discussion 

• The committee discussed the benefits and concerns of using 
generative AI for writing multiple-choice questions (MCQs). 

• People are using generative AI and it will be more and more 
integrated moving forward.  
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• S. Pennell indicated the intent of AI use for generating MCQs 
is to expedite the creation of questions. AI as tool for 
instructors, not as substitute. Any generated MCQs would 
have to be reviewed by subject matter expert.  

• S. Drodge asserted the use of AI would not pose any issues as 
long there is thorough review. P. Pike noted faculty 
instructors have academic freedom for how they create 
MCQs.  

• M. Wahl highlighted the importance of training people how 
to properly use AI. It is necessary to master the art of crafting 
the right prompts to achieve accurate outcomes. There 
should be statement whether or not AI use is allowed and if it 
is allowed faculty need to be trained. 

• S. Reid raised concern of allowing faculty members to use AI 
for question writing while faulting learners for using it. There 
are also environmental implications of AI use.  

• D. Grynszpan shared these concerns, also questioned if 
learners could generate the same MCQs by using AI. Also 
noted the need to discuss learner use of AI. 

• T. Snelgrove added that output of generative AI is not always 
correct and needs to be vetted. Instructors may not review 
generated questions closely enough. 

• S. Reid questioned if it is the role of the committee to make 
decisions about use of AI. Need to determine if that is 
decision to be made at the Faculty of Medicine or university 
level. Also, who is responsible for overseeing training. 

• S. Drodge indicated decisions about use and training would 
be responsibility of Faculty of Medicine and Memorial 
University. K. Zipperlen mentioned that due to uncertainty 
regarding the university's stance on this matter, the 
responsibility for AI usage primarily falls on instructors. 
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• Committee discussed possibility of having faculty wide group 
to discuss the issue and the need to ensure people with 
appropriate expertise are included. M. Wahl noted SAS might 
not have expertise itself to draft statement about use of AI. 

• S. Pennell stated decision about assisting faculty with MCQ 
writing through use of AI would need to go through the 
committee and then be discussed at UGMS.  

• H. Coombs expects learners to react negatively to faculty 
members being permitted to use AI while they are not. H. 
Coombs highlighted a presentation from Dr. Lourdes Pena-
Castillo last fall during which it was recommended being 
open about AI use and having a statement indicating 
questions/assessments were developed with the assistance 
of AI.  

• S. Pennell added that it would be easy to include a statement 
about AI use with each exam. Could also ask faculty 
instructors for feedback and interest in having AI generated 
MCQs provided to them for review. 

  
1.2. MCCQE survey report 

K. Zipperlen presented the report and the key information are as 
follows: 

• Majority found MCC prep products and Toronto notes 
effective, with some mentioning practice questions as most 
beneficial. 

• 93% of respondents indicated their school did not offer a 
mandatory prep course, split evenly on its benefit. 

• Next steps include UGME providing MCC prep product and 
more information on preparing for MCCQE. Then assess the 
impact before considering an optional interactive prep 
course. 
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2. Standing Items 

2.1. Phase 1-4 assessment updates 
Phase 1:  
• P. Pike not available to provide report. 
Phase 2: 

• T. Snelgrove noted that Phase 2 started after the winter 
break, and the first exam is on February 3rd. Questions came 
in early, though some of the banks are light on questions.  

Phase 3: 

• S. Drodge reported no concerns with Phase 3. 

• Preparing for exams and the use of pilot questions in the 
future is currently being discussed  

Phase 4: 

• A. Hurley not present to report. 

 
 
 

2.2. Learner matters 
 

Phases 1-3: 

• M. Lapierre has no current issues to report. 
Phase 4: 

• L. Boone was not present to report. 
PGME: 

• Nothing to report. 
 

 

2.3 Assessment Monitoring and Evaluation 
2.3.1   Exam Blueprints (Phase 1 and Phase 3) 

• K. Zipperlen shared exam blueprints for Phase 1 Class of 2028 
o Theme 2, Blood Flow and Oxygenation 1: One 

question lacked sufficient exam items. All other 
sessions were adequately represented on the exam. 

o Theme 3, Blood Flow and Oxygenation 2: Insufficient 
number of items received for Thorax Radiological 
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Anatomy. All other sessions were sufficiently 
represented on the exam. 

o Theme 4, Host Defense & Immune Mediated 
Disorder: All sessions were sufficiently represented. 

• K. Zipperlen shared exam blueprints for Phase 3 Class of 2027 
o Theme 2, Cognitive impairment and mood 

disturbances: All sessions were sufficiently 
represented on the exam. 

o Theme 3, Hormones and Blood Disorders: Insufficient 
number of items received for  Understanding Blood 
Grouping and Transfusion Medicine. All other sessions 
were adequately represented.  

o Theme 4, Pregnancy, Delivery & Newborns: All 
sessions were adequately represented on the exam.  

 
2.3.2 Assessment Statistics Monitoring Report 

• K. Zipperlen presented report on summative assessment 
statistics over the last 5 years for Phase 1, 2 and 3 courses. 
The purpose of the report is to determine if there are any 
significant deviations over time. 

• K. Zipperlen noted that historical trends of assessment 
statistics for different courses were stable, indicating 
learners' good performance. 

• No concerns were raised by SAS. 
 
2.3.3 Response to Phase 2 course assessment reports.  

• K. Zipperlen presented response by Phase 2 Lead Dr. A. 
Fowler to Phase 2 course assessment reports.  

o Patient II: Dr. Fowler noted learner feedback about 
questions not matching learning objectives. Plans to 
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work with COS and UCLs to ensure content is 
properly mapped to learning objectives.  

o Clinical Skills II: Dr. Fowler noted concerns about 
OSCE station performance as already mentioned to 
committee. The Clinical Skills Lead and the Clinical 
Skills Committee are working on ways to address 
these issues, including assessor training and updating 
the global rating scale.  

o Physician Competencies II: no concerns identified so 
no further action required. 

o Community Engagement II: assignments received low 
rating on learner evaluations. Community 
Engagement Sessions assignment has since been 
changed to pass/fail, plan is to further review 
assignments and see if changes need to be made. 

• No concerns were noted by the committee. 
 

2.3.4      Response to post-Core course assessment reports 

• K. Zipperlen presented response to post-Core course 
assessment reports.  

o Clinical Skills IV: reviewed detailed response by Dr. 
Sheppard including more practice for learners to 
prepare for OSCE and mandatory procedures, 
removal of low performing stations from OSCE, 
updating of station checklists and randomizing 
learners to OSCE groups. Most recent delivery of 
course just happened before the holidays. Committee 
will get update once course assessment report for 
that is done. 

o Electives and Selectives: no concerns from 
assessment perspective so there are no action plans 
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to review in response. Only one ITAR at the end of 
the rotation. 

• No concerns were noted by the committee. 

Next Meeting Next Meeting: February 26, 2025 
Adjourned 
at 5:10 pm 

 


