RCC MORENO VALLEY

STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE

MEETING MINUTES
March 10, 2006
Student Services 101
PRESENT -VOTING MEMBERS:   Bianca Alonzo, Angie Arballo, Dale Barajas, Patricia Bufalino, Gail Byrne, Teri Curie, Jackie Grippin, Diane Marsh, Susan Marlo, Rosario Mercado, Delores Middleton, Sheila Pisa, Maria Teran-Santos, Sal Soto, Carlos Tovares, Angela Thomas, Dr. Richard Tworek, Carmen Valencia
PRESENT - ALTERNATE MEMBERS:  Fred Brose, Tremann Humphrey
PRESENT - GUESTS:  Amy Balent, Trinette Briggs, Dan Clark, Diane Conrad, Jose, Duran, Bob Fontaine, Lisa Hausladen, Kristina Kaufmann, Dan Kern, Susan Lauda, Christina Leon, Johnny Rubacalva, Eric Thompson, Gustavo Segura
1. WELCOME

Dr. Diane Marsh called the meeting to order at 12:49 p.m.  She welcomed the committee members and guests.  
2.
FINANCIAL & PHYSICAL RESOURCES SUBCOMMITTEES’ RECOMMENDATION

Dr. Marsh directed the committee members to review the recommendations of the Financial Resources            and Physical Resources Subcommittees.  (See Attachments 1A-1F).  She turned this portion of the meeting over to Dale Barajas.  He stated that the Financial and Physical Resources Subcommittees held a joint meeting on February 27, 2006 to hear proposals:  (a) participation in the RCC Comprehensive Energy Modernization Action Plan; (b) proposal of the Moreno Valley Campus’ Five Year Plan.  The subcommittees held an electronic ballot.  Having the participation of 2/3 of the voting members, the subcommittees submitted their recommendation electronically prior to the meeting:  that the committee members of the MV Strategic Planning Committee at their next meeting approve both proposals.

It was moved by Patricia Bufalino, seconded by Gail Byrne, and unanimously approved that (a) the MV Campus participate in the CCC-IOU EE Partnership and (b) approve the MV Campus’ Five Year Plan listing the following projects, which received majority votes:  (1) Phase III Building; (2) Parking Structure; (3) NOC Building; (4) TV Studio; (5) Tigers’ Den Secondary Effects.

For the Five Year Plan, it was unanimously agreed that the first priority is the construction of the Phase III building.  A meeting of the subcommittees may be needed to rank order the remaining projects.

3.
REPORT – INSTITUTIONAL EFFECTIVENESS SUBCOMMITTEE

Dr. Marsh turned this portion of the meeting over to Ms. Bufalino.  Ms. Bufalino presented a proposed revision to the MV Campus’ mission statement as recommended by the District Strategic Planning Committee at its March 8, 2006 meeting.  The DSPC’S recommendation is to add two words to the MV Campus’ mission statement.  It would read as follows:
The mission of the Moreno Valley College is to enhance and encourage life-long learning and 

to provide for the educational, economic, and social needs of its community by offering quality 

services and programs in baccalaureate transfer, health sciences, human and public services (including applied language and culture),  business/computer technologies, and remedial education for its diverse 

student body.


Ms. Bufalino stated that the District SPC was clear that its recommendation to add two words to the Campus’  mission statement is a MV Campus decision.  The Board of Trustees is the only body that can officially adopt the mission statement.  She felt that the DSPC’s recommendation clarified rather than changed the mission statement.  Discussion ensued.

The committee members agreed to add “support services” and “quality programs”.  The revised mission statement would read as follows:

The mission of the Moreno Valley College is to enhance and encourage life-long learning and
 to provide for the educational, economic, and social needs of its community by offering support 
services and quality programs in baccalaureate transfer, health sciences, human and public services (including applied language and culture), business/computer technologies, and remedial education
 for its diverse student body.


It was moved by Diane Marsh and seconded by Sheila Pisa to approve the mission statement revised at the March 10, 2006 MVSP meeting.  The motion was approved with only one vote against the proposed revision.
4.
ADJOURNMENT


It was moved to adjourn.  The motion was approved to adjourn the meeting at 1:30 p.m.                                                                                                                                              
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