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	Committee Charge:
Purpose:  Discuss regulation (Primarily Title V) & guidelines (PCAH) regarding methods for establishing prerequisites 
Resolution 9.02, Sp 09
Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges recommend changes needed to Title 5 language on prerequisites that, instead of relying on statistical analysis, allow local faculty to base their determination for prerequisites of English, reading, or mathematics for collegiate level courses on content review; 

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges remind local senates to ensure that a prerequisite challenge process must be available to students; and

Resolved, That the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges recommend that once new prerequisites are implemented, colleges conduct research on the effect(s) of the prerequisites.

	Meeting Agenda Topics:
I.
Approval of the Agenda

II.
Approval of the Minutes (22 June 2010)

III.
Summary of events since June meeting (primarily BOG discussions)

History starting with ASCCC Resolution 9.02 Sp09 and culminating in proposed Title V changes that have sparked significant discussion State-wide.  Some of the primary issues involve 1) the implementation of potential Title V changes; 2) training and practices relating to Content Review; 3) current and future challenges regarding the monitoring, evaluation and responses to any disproportionate impact that may occur; 4) How will we measure success of proposed changes; and 5) Who will be held accountable for oversight, and what will it look like. 
At this time it appears that the ASCCC would like to be finalizing their discussions sometime in November, and would like any potential Title V changes to go to SACC and then BOG sometime in January.  

There is still quite a bit of discussion that needs to take place between now and November.
IV.
Discussion of Title 5 §55003
Title V language was reviewed and discussed.  Primary focus was on how prescriptive Title V language should be, and if not prescriptive – where is the accountability going to lie?  Discussion seemed to focus more on where the specifics on accountability would end up – Title V or the PCAH. 
There was significant discussion surrounding how to ID and address disproportionate impact; potential fiscal impacts; potential enrollment impacts; what might Content Review training and accountability look like
Discussion was good – more is needed.  Meeting was not heavy on actions, but had quite a bit of discussion.


	Topics for CCCCIO consideration/discussion:
How (and who) would be accountable when people want to know if changing the Title V prerequisite language was a success or not?
If we are challenged to statistically measure the need for a prerequisite, will we be just as challenged trying to measure the success of implementation?

Are we doing enough and will we do enough when it comes to identification and resolution of disproportionate impact relating to new (or existing) prerequisites
Are we doing enough and will we do enough when it comes to rigorous content review?   Have we (as a system) really put forth a focused effort to facilitate effective content review?



