11
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11

(Line Item Budgeting)

(2002)

2002 10
2002)



2-1

(funding formulas)

1964
16 (
1973 25 1984 36 1990 1992
32 1996 30 (
) 1996 2
(Mckeown 1996)
1951 (workload factors)
1957 1958 (cost study
committee) (building maintenance)
(custodial services) 1961
(organized research) (departmental operating costs) 2
1996 13
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11

(Layzell 1990, Meisinger 1994, Mckeown 1996)

(academic support)
(institutional support) (operation and
maintenance of plant) (auxiliary enterprises)

(Mandatory Transfers)

1996
(Moss & Gaither 1976)
X (rate-per-base factor unit) (credit hour
) (head count) (
) (square footage of acreage)
(unite rates) (cost
study)
X (percentage-of-base factor)
3
X ( ) (base factor-position ratio with salary rate)

241



(Mckeown 1996, 2001, 2002)

1996
29 )
CYARD
1z )
)x X
27
(25 )
(26 )
G )
@5 )
1995-96 (
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11

)
(University of California Office of the President 2001)
1990
(productivity)
1997 23
8 ( 1999, 2000, 2001)
1970
1997 4
2-2
(Department for Education and Skills)
(Higher Education Funding
Council) ( 2000, 2000) 1992 1993
4 2003-04 132

Employment and Learning, Northern Ireland)

1997-98

(block grant)

2003

(Higher Education Funding Council for England 2003)

243

(Department for

1996-97
1998-99



39.4 (Research Council) 4.8

5.3 23.3 4.8 54.3
28.8
12.3 36.9
50.6 27.9 1.4 (
2002)
2003-04 11-1
11-1 (2003-04 )
E178
1904 £ 339
62.0%
HEFCE 2003
4
1) (standard resources)
X
(
11-1(a))
¢ 11-1(b)-(F)
( 11-1()
[e]
45 2 15 1
o (FTS) (PT)
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11

o e) (Post Graduate Taught: PGT)
(Post Graduate Research: PGR)
o ®) ™)
o 25
° ( )
2) (assumed resources)
X
¢ 11-1(h)-(k))
3)
) {( ) }x 100
4)
+5 (tolerance band)
11-1 A 5 B 5
11-1 A B ()
@ (0) Q@ (@ (& @ (@) () ) ) ) [0)
FTE
25%x 5tx ( 10Wx (b)+(c)+(d ((9-(@)
FTE FTE b b () )+e) =(fx £ 2,808 @x (h) +() /(9)
A A FTSUG S 200 (a)x 45 900 0 45 0 945 £ 2653560 £ 115 £ 225000
B FTSUG L 250 (a)x 2 500 125 25 0 650 £ 1825200 £ 115 £ 281250
C PT UG S 400 (@x15 600 0 30 0 630 £ 1760040 £8D £ 332000
D FTSPGT S 150 (@x 1 150 0 75 0 157.5 £ 442260 £ 2940 £ 441000
1,000 2150 125 1075 0 23825 £ 6690060 £ 1279250 £ 5500000 £ 6779250 13%
B B FTSUG S 500 (ax2 1000 0 0 100 1100 £ 3088800 £ 1125 £ 562500
B FTSPGT S 150 (a)x 2300 0 0 30 330 £ 926640 £ 2940 £ 441000
B FISPGR L 50 (ax2 100 25 0 10 135 £379080 £290 £ 147000
B PT UG S 250 (a)x 2500 0 0 50 550 £ 1544400 £80 £ 207500
B PTPGT S 50 (a)x 2 100 0 0 10 110 £ 308880 £ 2940 £ 147000
1,000 2,000 25 0 0 22250 £ 6247800 1,505,000 £ 5500000 £ 7005000  12.1%
= FTE= = =
B= FTS= PGT= S=
C= PT= PGR=
D=
(Research Council)
(Higher Education Funding Council
for England 2003) 2003-04 10 4200
10 2000 97.9 ) (quality-related research funding: QR)
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2000

D

68

2)

3-1

(

(2.0 )

FTE

2002

3a

(capability funding)

1:0.1:0.1:0.15)

1.6 1.3 1.0

10

4,5
1:2:3b:3a:4:5:5*

0:0:0:0:1:2.793:3.357
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(2003-04

)



2)

1

2-1

247

11



3-2
3-2-1

~ A~ ~ ~

11-2 13

11-2 13

22.4%

72.1%
0.0%
4% 22.7%

0.0% 4.2%

0)
5.7% 0.4%

2.8%

0.6%

7.1% 2,742,771,875
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11

2000(  12)

( 1994)
3-2-3 11-3

3-2-2

13
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11-2

250
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3-2-3

11-3

( 1994, 1998 2001)

11-3 ( )

16

S47 S48 S49 S50 S51 S52 S53 S54 S55 S56 S57 S58 S59 S60 S61 S62 S63 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 HI10 H11

252



8
(@]
11-3 8
( 8 ) « )
9.82 8 11
11-3
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12
612,800 3.79
328,000 2.03
161,700 1.00
139,300 5.34
97,300 3.73
26,100 1.00
2,072,000 2,080,000 2,038,000 2,038,000 1,08 1.99 .99 .99
8,106,000 _ 8,138,000 7,975,000 7,975,000 2.19 _ 2.19 .19 .19
8,798,000 _ 8,833,000 _ 8,656,000 8,656,000
1.00 _ 1.00 _00 _00
617,000 619,000 607,000 607,000
337,000 338,000 331,000 331,000
180,000 181,000 177,000 177,000
1.00 __1.00 .00 .00
2.105.000 2,113,000 _ 2,071,000 2,071,000
1.264.000 1,269,000 1,244,000 1,244,000
335,000 336,000 329,000 329,000
N
155,500 156,100 153,000 153,000 5.3 | 535 .35 .35
285,900 287,000 281,300 281,300 9.82 | 9.83 .84 .84
108,600 109,000 106,800 106,800 3.73 | 3.73 .73 .73
200,100 200,900 196,900 196,900 6.88 | 6.88 .88 .88
29,100 29,200 28,600 28,600 1.00 | 1.00 .00 .00
58,100 58,300 57,100 57,100 2.00 | 2.00 .00 .00
—
2174 (2001 1
1 0.5 1 1
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x 1 x 3.73 x 5.34
x 2 x 6.88 x .82
281805188 (209693x 1 15410x 373 4313x 534 258249x 2 44399x 6.88
24434x 9.82)

208,419
3-2-4
8

X
x 1 x 3.73 x 5.34 x 2
x 6.88 x 9.82 x 208,419
11-4
8
17
(2002) 2
) )
( ) )
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1993 23 311-328
1993 — —
52 139-156
1996 — — 14 139-156
1999 - —
2 135 156
2003
2002
1998 — — 7-9
Q€Y 62-74
1994 3-5 ( A)
17-37
1995 30
2000 — _
2000 — —
2001
2002
1994
2002
2001
2000 3 43-61
2003,
2001 13
2002 « ) ()« )
2000,
62 , 29-40
1998, IDE No.405,
75-80
2000,
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2001

131-145
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