
Q1 In our first meeting of the year, we
established five goals for 2016-2017. Did we

accomplish these goals?
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0
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# Comments Date

1 I don't understand how committee membership is evaluated. It would be useful if you elaborate on that. 4/24/2017 11:09 AM

2 I think we set too many goals. 4/20/2017 1:18 PM
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Goal 1: Approve college-wide master plans

Goal 2: Review annual institutional effectiveness measures.

Goal 3: Compete program review initiative prioritization by November 30, and report out
by March 31.

Goal 4: Evaluate committee membership.

Goal 5: Vet and recommend required categorical funding plans.

1 / 4

College Planning Committee 2016-2017 Evaluation



90.00% 9

10.00% 1

Q2 Were CPC meetings conducive to open
discussion of relevant issues?

Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

Total 10

# Comments Date

1 Every meeting included a wide range of viewpoints from all areas of the campus. 4/20/2017 1:18 PM
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Q3 Meeting materials (e.g. agenda, minutes,
handouts) were posted on the CPC website

in a timely manner.
Answered: 10 Skipped: 0

Total 10

# Comments Date

 There are no responses.  
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Q4 Do you have any suggestions for
improving the effectiveness of the College

Planning Committee?
Answered: 4 Skipped: 6

# Responses Date

1 No 4/25/2017 10:46 AM

2 we have been having issues as a whole to communicate effectively campus-wide about plans concerning our campus.
Some people cannot attend meetings due to their other College engagements. I am not sure how we would
accomplish this, but a better communication structure would be great.

4/24/2017 11:09 AM

3 I think we need a flow charge of everything brought to this committee and have it posted to our web-site. This way a
person not on the committee has a quick reference place when we first started talking about item A, and then we
show the discussion of the item all the way till approval which might be two or three months later. Example is we
started talking about 2017-2018 program reveiw in our last meeting. Now we should something about PR in our
minutes and on the flow charge till we finish this PR.

4/20/2017 4:47 PM

4 we need to do a better job of driving and providing direction for: BRC and SS committee so they fit in to and develop a
success plan.

4/20/2017 12:23 PM
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