Eligibility for Specialist Recognition under Peer Review
Criteria
The criteria for substantial comparability for specialist recognition under peer review relating to
the training program and subsequent work experience undertaken by the IMG before coming to
Australia may include (but are not restricted to):
1. The training and assessment program is nationally based where the goals and
objectives are clearly defined;
2. The program is at postgraduate level;
3. The program is a minimum of four years and preferably five years in length;
4. The training program is predominantly clinically based;
5. Training is conducted under supervision;
6. Objective written and clinical assessments are included in the program;
7. The qualification obtained or conferred is nationally recognized;
8. There is continuing Professional Development activity;
9. The training, assessment and CPD programs leading to nationally recognised
qualification are accredited by an external assessing body;
10. There is ongoing performance appraisal in the workplace;
11. The applicant has had a minimum of five (5) years post Fellowship experience in a
consultant position and/or held academic posts (senior lecturer or above) at nationally
recognised institutions;
12. The applicant has published a minimum of five (5) articles in peer reviewed journals
as first author. Articles must be published post fellowship (or equivalent) in the
relevant fields of radiology or radiation oncology;
13. The consultant position being sought must be based in a facility with an accredited
imaging/radiation oncology department.

Assessment
At the end of the nominated peer review period, a multi-source feedback (MSF) review is done
for the applicant, coordinated by the College. The applicant is asked to nominate 6 medical
colleagues which must include two FRANZCR peers, as well as referrers, GPs, medical director
etc; and 6 non-medical colleagues, including nurses, technicians, theatre staff, administrative,
other allied health professionals. A template is available to list the nominated reviewers.
The responses are collated and the IMG Committee Chair and Chief Censor will review the
results and make the appropriate recommendation to the appropriate Faculty Education and
Training Committee, then Faculty Council.
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