Program Review Committee

November 18, 2022; 1-2pm PT

Phone: 1 (669) 224-3412 Access Code: 579-203-685
POWERED BY WPP https://meet.goto.com/579203685

Meeting Objectives

1. Discuss technology solution
2. Discuss proposal review questions

Discussion Topics

l. Agenda Overview
Il Discussion with COSR reps
. Updated Ping Pong
IV.  Technology updates — user information
V. Next - Looking to 2023
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