Historical Overview of

'\ Campus Fiscal Resources
1998/99 to 2009/10

Data Sources:
Academic Personnel, California State University, Chancellors Office,

Institutional Research, Assessment and Planning (IRAP), and the
Office of Budget & Treasury Management
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This data has been rebenched to the following FTES levels:
Undergraduate went from 15 units to 12 units;    
Graduate went from 12 units to 6 units;   
From Fall 1998 to Fall 2009, FTEs increased 3,123
while the student mix has remained fairly constant.

Lower  Division 	1998    32%    2009   33%
Upper Division 	1998    52%    2009   54%
Post Bac and Graduate  1998    16%    2009   14%
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FTES (Rebenched) by Residency Status
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Resident students  	1998 – 96.72%  2009 – 97.47%    
Non Resident students 	1998 – 3.28%    2009 – 2.53%



®)

Headcount by Employee Category
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Manager or MPP have increased by 27;  
Staff has decreased by 73;  
Faculty Tenured/Tenure Track has decreased by 17; 
Faculty Non Tenured/Tenure Track has increased by 81.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
				 1998	2009 
Management changed from 		  8.4%  to  	  9.5%
Staff 	 			47.1%   to 	48.1%
Faculty Tenured & Tenure Track		37.5%   to 	33.3%
Facultly Non Tenure & Tenure Track               7.0%   to      9.1%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
			1998	2009
Assistant Professor Tenure Track	12%	30%
Assistant Professor Tenured		0%	  0%
Associate Professor Tenure Track	3%	  3%
Associate Professor Tenured		10%	21%
Professor Tenure Tracked		0%	  0%
Professor Tenured		75%	46%



Faculty Tenure/Tenure Track Comparison
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Tenured Professors -
   Dropped by 39% from 1998 to 2009
Tenured Associate Professors –
  Rose by 105% from 1998 to 2009
Tenured Assistant Professors  -
   Rose by 200% from 1998 to 2009
Tenured Track Assistant Professors – 
    Rose by 150% from 1998 to 2009



Level A by Division
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Academics  increased from 1998 $71.45 million to 2009 $80.14 million.

Facilities  decreased from 1998 $9.15 million to 2009 $8.75 million with an ever increasing footprint to maintain.

The Information Technology Budget was created in 2002 which decreased the Academic Budget allocation in the same year.

Most Divisions have very similar dollar allocations on a Level A Basis from 1998 to 2009.
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Total Level A Budget Compared to Student FTES
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Level A allocations have increased from $ 138 million in 1998 to $204 million in 2009.  
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General Fund Dollars (State Appropriations) Compared to Student FTES
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Amazingly the 1998 State Appropriation was $112 million while the 2009 appropriation was only $118 million.  A $6 million increase (5%) over 12 years.  While FTES increased by 3,123 or 20%. 

Note that the % of Level A Budget decreased from 81% in 1998 to 58% in 2009.



General Fund Dollars (State Appropriations) Per Student FTE
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
In 1998 General fund Dollars per Student FTE was $7,202, while in 2009 it was $6,320 per FTES a 12% decrease.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
In 1998 State University fees were $1,506 and in 2009 they were $4,026 an increase of 167%.

Non Resident additional fees were  $7,380 in 1998 and $11,160 in 2009 an increase of 51%.



2009-2010 CSU Comparison Institution
Academic-Year Resident Undergraduate, Student Fee Rates

Universit 2008-09 2009-10 |ni?22;1eoin % of Increase
y Student Fees Student Fees From 2008-09
Student Fees

Rutgers University (Newark, NJ) $10,800 $11,886 $1,086 10%
lllinois State University (Normal, IL) $9,814 $10,531 $717 7%
University of Connecticut (Storrs,) $9,338 $9,886 $548 6%
Wayne State University (Detroit, Ml) $8,751 $9,272 $521 6%
University of Maryland, Baltimore County $8,780 $8,872 $92 1%
University of Wisconsin at Milwaukee $7,905 $8,522 $617 8%
University of Texas at Arlington $7,780 $8,186 $406 5%
Comparison Average* $7,516 $8,054 $538 7%
George Mason University (Fairfax, VA) $7,512 $8,024 $512 7%
Cleveland State University $7,920 $7,920 $0 0%
Georgia State University at Atlanta $6,056 $7,298 $1,242 21%
Arizona State University at Tempe $5,664 $6,846 $1,182 21%
State University of New York at Albany $6,087 $6,698 $611 10%
University of Colorado at Denver $6,348 $6,542 $194 3%
North Carolina State University $5,274 $5,474 $200 4%
California State University 2 $3,849 $4,893 $1,044 27%
University of Nevada at Reno $4,711 $4,856 $145 3%

Source: http://www.calstate.edu/budget/student-fees/comparison-fees


Presenter
Presentation Notes
  1Comparison average does not include the CSU.         
  2 Average Total Campus Fees : Includes State University Fee, Ira Fee, Health Facilities Fee, Student Body Assn Fee, Materials, Services & Facilities Fee.    

The California Post Secondary Education Commission (CPEC) uses certain public institutions to compare CSU's fee rates. CSU annually surveys these institutions' resident student fee rates and provides the information to CPEC and the state legislature.  For the past several years, CSU's fee levels have been among the lowest of CPEC's comparative institutions.      

    
         


2008/09 CSU Comparison Institution
Academic-Year Nonresident Undergraduate, Student Fee Levels

2007/08
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2008/09 increase
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University of Connecticut (Storrs,)
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Rutgers University (Newark, NJ)
Georgia State University at Atlanta
University of Colorado at Denver
Wayne State University (Detroit, MI)
Comparison Average’

Arizona State University at Tempe
University of Wisconsin at Milwaukee
North Carolina State University
University of Maryland, Baltimore County
lllinois State University (Normal, IL)
University of Texas at Arlington
University of Nevada at Reno
California State University
Cleveland State University

State University of New York at Albany

Fees
$22,796

$19,728
$19,526
$18,910
$17,754
$18,215
$17,176
$17,154
$16,686
$17,315
$17,440
$16,340
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$14,839
$13,691
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$12,278
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$24,050
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$14,019
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Source: http://www.calstate.edu/budget/student-fees/comparison-fees


Presenter
Presentation Notes
  1Comparison average does not include the CSU.         

The California Post Secondary Education Commission (CPEC) uses certain public institutions to compare CSU's fee rates. CSU annually surveys these institutions' resident student fee rates and provides the information to CPEC and the state legislature.  For the past several years, CSU's fee levels have been among the lowest of CPEC's comparative institutions.                    


Conclusion

In many ways we are very similar to 1998 but the
funding methods are very different.

The burden has and continues to shift from a

state appropriated budget to a more student fee
driven budget.

Only the future will tell if we become a student fee
driven institution with an assist from the State of
California.



Addendum — Source of Data
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