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more asynchronous, whereas ENGR 10 is very collaborative. Parikh 
noted ENGR 10 involves more teamwork and communication than cert. 
Parikh still concerned that LMI suggests cert. could help students 
progress toward an engineering position. Vanatta noted LMI is not 
created by Foothill; we must use LMI supplied by a specific group, 
which is required for submission to BACCC. Asked if AVP Workforce 
Teresa Ong has requested updated LMI—Parikh unsure. Pereira noted 
new LMI requests take 3-6 months
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Subramaniam noted make-up exams and revisions fall under umbrella 
of academic freedom and suggested this bullet not be included in 
document; more appropriate for syllabus. Morriss mentioned Foothill 
Owl Scholars group studied two policies associated with racially-
predictable failure, one of which was students not having opportunity to 
recover from grading setback. Parikh suggested listing that students are 
“given multiple opportunities to demonstrate competencies.” Gomes 
noted support for existing bullet but proposed removing “make-up,” 
which could suggest late work is accepted; allowing students to revise 
work is the norm in many disciplines. Sarver suggested “revise and/or 
resubmit” (and agreed with removing “make-up”). Both Gomes and 
Sarver agreed this info might be more appropriate for syllabus vs. COR. 
 
Meezan agreed students should have opportunity to revise work, but 
unsure if info appropriate for the COR; suggested perhaps a companion 
document be created to provide guidelines for syllabus. Kaupp recalled 
discussion at previous meeting about intent of this document, to serve 
as guide for faculty (vs. requirement). St. Onge-Cole believes info could 
be appropriate, as it may prompt faculty to consider allowing revisions 
for their sections. Meezan noted that if item listed on COR all faculty 
teaching the course required to use it—a few folks responded, this is 
not the case; items not required, but a list of suggested options. Sarver 
noted allowing revisions very applicable to Language Arts courses and 
believes could be appropriate to include on COR. Murphy suggested 
“does the syllabus reflect the opportunity to revise work.” Jenkins re-
emphasized Methods of Evaluation and
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10. Process for Implementing Equity 
Updates to CORs 

Speaker: Ram Subramaniam 
Now that document in final stages of approval, need to discuss how it 
will be used across campus; we have yet to come up with a process. 
Kaupp 


