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\ o ‘ PREFACE T

y Col-
"colleges
ce 1969.

This reoort consists of an analy$1s of the Illan&S Public Commuas
lege Unit Cost Study fof FY 1980.~ Thé‘T§11n01s publlc mmunif

have bzen ongaged in -a unifomm statewldé Uni& Cost S udy :
This cost study, is uniform from cellege to coll ge orimaTily pedause all
comfunity colleges use the ICCS Uniform Accou ting, Procedures\Manual- and
_the cost study procedures in the ICCB Unit Cost, Manual. The data submit-

ted by the colleges are end-of-year Flnanc1al data’ and mid-term enroll- °

‘ments. The Unit Cost Study is processed by computer programs at the ICGB
Office. The parts of .the Unit Cost Study which\pertained to the detailed
aspects of the various cost areas of each con ity college were dis-
tributed to each of the colleges earlier this 'wear and are not included

- in this analysis., The unit cost data 2n .this rgport provide an analysis |
disciplines By ’state‘

of ®ach of the cost areas and instructiona
.averages, by conwunlty college districts, and by'‘dommunity colleges. -

r——ya..
———

*A brief explanatlon of each of the various tables 1s provided within this
report. .
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° HIGHLIGHTS OF .THE FY 1980 COMMUNITY C,&.LEGE UNIT COST ANALYSIS
k. The state avera,gé u?w‘it cost measures used in this stxﬂdy for FY 1980
were $65.89 for net instructional -cost, $68.1% for full instructional
. r cost, .and $72.00 for total institutional cost.: "(See pages 7 and 8
‘- - for details.) ' . )

* 2. The FY 1980 state average instructional cost or$65.89 pey semester -
g credit hour®in the 51 public community colleges of Illinois' was an ¢
. Jdncrease of $3.347(5.5%) from the FY 1979 state awerage éf $62.45
. (see pages 13 and 14 for'details). * , | :
» e ¢ .
NK 3. ~The state average costs per semester credit ‘hour for educational sup-
port services in the public community colleges of Illinois during FY, I
. 1980 were as-follows:.lacademic adm nistration and flanning ($3.26),
: learning resources .($2.79), student services ($5.67), data processing
($2.10), .géneral administration (54.35), auxiliary 'services (§ :31)
and generall institutional (%3.38). (See pages 9 ‘and 10, for-a
- detailed report by, college?). . : .
4, Tha FY 1980 comrnu'ngty college cost study analyzed unit costs by the:
seven Ifistructional catedorie$, which are”utilized for state funding
purposes. The differential” funding for these seven categories s
based on the differential -unit costs. The state average unit costs;.
without ,State Community College of East St.‘Louis, for each.of these
! areas were: Genéral Acagemig and Baccalaureate ($69.51); Busineds &
v Public Services' Teehnical ($64.78); Technical Occupations *{§77.75);

g . — >  Health Teechnical —($101.42); Remedial ODevelopmental ($65.21); Adult
§ : _ Basic .Education. &nd Addlt Secondary Education (ABE/ASE). ($43.77); 7=

_ @eneral® Studies ~($49.25); all” inst{ubti_onal areas ($6§.71). (See

. " pages(ll and 12 for details.) DRI . - .

5. This report shows the unit cost data for each community college jn
I1linois for each year from FY 1970 through FY 1980. Thé IGCB. unit
, cost study which has béen conducted_forseleven years for all public .
community <olleges in Illinois is the most comprehensive cost study \.\/ ‘
/th’at s availdble for' any. .community college. system in the nation. - .
(See.pages 13 and 14 for details.) | | ‘ Lo .
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ro "% . - gaSIC UNIT COST,DEFINITIONS .

ALLOCATED COSTS:  These are indirect costs which canhot be assigned to a
particular instructional ar®a by the cellege and, hence, must be allocat-
ed to each of the instructional areas by the Unit Cost Program. Examples
‘of allpcatgd costs are puilding rental and general administration.

\

CREDIT HOUR: This is thé‘basic,output'ﬁeasure Jdsed in the 4Unit Cost
Study. It is defined to be one student taking one senester'iuedix hour
_of course work. Colleges using the quarter system convert quarter credit
hours to semester credit hours by using a factor.of two-thirds. «
. , . \ ~ : I
DIRECT COSTS: These are costs which are directly assigned to each in-
Structional area by the. college. These costs include instructional
salary and cost of supplies and other materials used in that area.
\ o g oy .
DISCIPLINE AREA: This is an instructional catégﬁfyfwhich~15~identif;ed
“by a two-digit HEGIS 'coding. For examole, a HEGIS Code of 1700 identi-
fies the mathematics discipiime area. .

ZDUCATIONAL SUPPQORT,~-SERVICES COSTS: These are costis for edUAational
Zervices such as the library, student 'services, and data orocessing *which
are reported im the Unit Cost Study as ind;rect costsk§nd are allocated
to the various instructipnal areas by the Unit Cost Study Program.

”»

‘ college are divided into instruction, ~organized reseatch, and public
___service. A unit cost is alculated fot each of these basic functiohs. -

cation General Information Survey, which, identifies sources' by instruc-

‘t%onal discipline and subject areasix

particular Tnstructional..area by  the cdllege and are reported;in'total

Adninistration.. .~ .- . . .

<

SUBFUNCTION: I the,Unit -Cost Study, a stbfunction - jefers to a subcate-

-" " qccupational,, ° remedial/developmental, gereral studies, and » review aof
'(f’jeacational skills. Y, A PN A .

e\
I - ) .

e ,SUéJECTVhREA: ‘This is a classifigation of courées based“oh the four-

statisgics within-the mathematics discipline. .

» e

UNIT-COST: - In the cost study, the~term "intt cost" is used,ESXEééé the -

Q .

. cost-ip -dollars per studént semester cquit'ﬁbur’of inspépciion within a

' given‘Funcg}on;csubﬁunction qn;gisc;bl%pe area or for a iven cost cate-
gory% . . [ R . .
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FUNCTION: — Jrf the Unif’ Cost Study, the basic functions—6f a commudity :

HEGIS: »* This is a coding system utilized nationally for the Higher Edu-

amguht anid” then "allocateli by a unit Cost - Study Program. -Examples of
jndirect -costs are: q§3¥g§pt services;*operatiqn/maintenance, and general .

gory of the instructional ,function. The subfunctions are: baccalaureate,"

digit *HEGIS coding. For, example, a HEGIS Code of 1702 identifies .
. . EX
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~INQIRECT COSIS: - These are pésts which cannot B2 directly-assigned to"a
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INTRODUCT ION

The Unit Cost Study is an annual project involving the direct participa-
tion Qf all public community colledges in Illinois. gach college provides
basic data on course offerings, enrollments, and costs to the Illimois
Community .College Board staff, who in turn check the data for consistency
with dpportiorment claims and financial . reports and then compile the
various reports of the Unit Cdst Study via <computer programs.

The Unit Cost Study prevides the, Illirois Board of Highér £ducation and
the I1linois Community College Soard with information netessary to carry
out the planning and coordination —furctions and serves the individual
community ‘colleges as a togl-in local planning, evaluation, and manage-
ment.” The study é¥§o provifles ‘basic cost information far detemmining the,
credit hour rates, whigh are<the basis for state fimancial support te

. pyblic community_collegeés ifP Illinois. ,In addition, the Unit Cost Study
s an accountability report to the citizens of 1llinois® as well as the

citizens of each public community college district.

'

Every effort was made in the design of the Unit Cost Study to reflect

comparability among the cplleges. The effective implementation &f the
Uniform Accounting Procedyres Manual by the colleges-establishes reason-
able consistency within classifications. In additiong the 1CC8 developed
a Unit Cost Study Manual which explains_ the detailed procedures to be
followed in conducting the Unit Cost Study. Detailed descriptions and

" definitions of. the basic functions and costs are tontdined in. the ICCB

Unit Cost Study Procedures Manual and are used by each community col-
lege. Nevertheless, caution must be exercised, in making direct compari-
soris batween colleges. -Envirormental chaftacteristics and variances- among-
the public community'colleges are great and must be taken into considera-

_tion ‘when comparing costs. “Examples. of some factdrs which contribute- to-

higher unit costs are higher faculty salaries, a high.” progortion pof
vocational curricula, and lower enrollments. = - :

The Unit Cost Study makes use of basic ‘enrollment and cost data supplied
by each college fdr each instructional area offered. These data include
mid-term enrollgeot, course credit in semester hours, and direct cost for
instruction and other departmental cos¥s such as .contractual services,
" supplies, travel, and capital outlay. These.data are furnished by each

community college on 80 column punch cards. ‘

' The indirect costs. are also reported b§ each college om punth cards in

total dollar amounts. The Unit Cost Study computer program then . al-

- .locates these indirect costs to edch function on the basis.of FTE person-

~

B S

R

+ " nel and to each instructional area 6n tie basis of the proportion of st~

dent credit hours generated in' the given instructional area to the total
student crgdit hours’ gsnerated by -the cqllege. - . : :

4

The Unét Cost Sfudy for-the Illinois public univérsities.has several -sig- .

nificant differences from the Unit Cost Study ‘used°in the.Illinois public
community collegs, which make comparisons between unit costs at, the pub-
lic unjyersities and community colleges difficult and often invalid. The
public universities use r10th-day" enrollments in.fheir Ynit Cost Study
which ‘are higher (thereby making the unit costs lower) ‘than the mid-terw

" enrollments in the community- colleges. -

¥ L
[} ° -
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It is estimated that "10th-day" enrolliments in the community colleges
would be from 4% to 7% more than "mid-term" enrollments. This additional
(10th-day) enrollment would reduce the unit’ costs per student credit hour

by almost the same p=gE:9Lage. -Several other differences exist in fhe .
allocations, derlnltlons, and unit cost procedures. - For examole, only
state appropriated funds are used in thne unit cost study at the univers- .
ities, and the orocedure of allocating 'costs between the lower division
and uoper division courses at the universities introduces some gross in-
equities for compatison of costs at thne lower division level. In-addi-
the community colleges ahd the public universities have signifi-
cantly different missions and Serve. a3 sxgnificantly different studemt
clientele. Hence, ra-direct comparison of unit costs bztween the com-
munity colleges and the public universities would tend to be inaccurate
because of the many limitations and, the numper of differances which would
have to be taken intq account

El

n o m————e o e
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~ UNIT COSTS SHOWING FuLL. INSTRUCTI\ONAL cost )
AND TOTAL,INSTITUIIONAL.COST BY DISTRICT

The most common measure of "unit cost used in this report g Net
) - Instructional Cost. This is the measure used in the state funding fomm- , \
. . ula gs well as for most comparative analyses, However, two other import-— ’ K

ant unit cost measures are calculated in the Cost study.” These two .
measures are Full Instructional Cost and Total Institutional Cost. '

Table 2 on-page 3 shows these costs in addition to net instructional cost
for each community- college district. ' The Lolums to “the right' of Ne:
- InstructisngleCost show *Otner Costs," which include the chargeback osts " .
/ for sending- students tg other community -colleges and the 80% - felleral
share of workstudy students, building remodelirg and removation costs,
1and building depreciation costs. These three costs added to Net Instruci
tianal Cqsts generate Full Instructipnal Cost. Full Instructional Cost
- Tepresent the total cost of the function of instruction within each dis-
" triect. In addition to the function of instruction; community colleges
, havé two other major functidns, those. being public service and organized
research. "It must be pointed out that organized tesearch ig generally a ’
Very minor function in the community colleges. However, public 'service
is gererally a Very major function. 'The unit costs for each of ‘these two
functions are shown. The Tofal Institutional Costs in the last «column : S
Téoresents the sum of the Full Instructional Costs,. organized research |
Costs and the public' service Costs. Although these costs are shown per g -,
student semester credit hour, it must be noted that organized research ™
v and public service functions do not Produce sany student credit hours. -
¢ .The unit "student credit hour" is an Output measure 'of instructisen used-
) ‘._~___hjiﬂ_jtdé_;§p0rt‘and_iS«deﬁiﬁed—aswnne‘étUﬁent taking one semesta credit
.0of coursework. (Colleges on the -guarter system convert quarter I's to
-  ‘Sémester hours by using. a factor of 2/3.) Total dollar costs fot each of
these categories are shown in Table 10 in Appendix A of this report, .-
) . 3. [ 4

gy . .
. . Helery S ' . i
COMPARISON OF THE AVERAGE STATEWIDE COMMUNIFY COLLEGE
COSTS PER STUDENT CREDIT HOUR:BY TYPE OF COST ANO FUNCTION (Fn 1980)
~ ; Statewide Average Statewide Average - .
AR ) "~ -Cost Per Student Cost Per Student -
-, : ) Credit Hour For All ) Credit Hour
/) [ Type of Cost - Community Colleges Without SCC )
i { hd v -
A . . . .
: NET INSTRUCTIONAL cosy .- . © *$65.89 s $65.71
°, Other Cost g T 1.29 1.2
o _ Building Repair A . 0.17 - . 0.17
) Building Depreciation . .82 : + .87
’ FULL INSTRUCTIONAL COST. : $68.19 $67.93
Organized Research .o 0.07. 0.07 .
Public Service s 3.75 ' 3.73
TOTAL INSTITUTIONAL Codr o $72.01 . NS )
- A . * . ‘ . ’ ) -
Ve ) L - . '
NO 9 ' - \% .
\\ - .




L

-

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

%

!

. h . - . e ——
. U ] [ S ,
. . 4 . . : R .
! . v, " Itllnois Community College Bbard . . - |
. « . { Tavle 2 : . ’ |
FY 1980 UNIT COST ANALYSIS --- TOTAL COST PER STLUOENT mxﬁj’ HOUR By LOLLEGE - . . - |
. |
. . . . ) n Total Net -~ . Bsliding Bullding - Full « deyanized  Puutle Total ‘}
bist, vt “ Student ~  Instiuctlon  Uther  Repailr ¢ Depreclatlon  inStruétion  Rescarch  Seivice InsCitution |
No.  Collegs ) Credglt Hours . Costs Costs Costs v Costs Custs . Cests . Costs Costs ’ A
. 3 : T N I )
S0 Kaskaskla 41,219 $76.99 £ 2.46  $0.00 0. 72 b U218 00 $ Loy $ 83.7/ S =
v 502 Dubage S 250,246 14.88 0.56 0.00 0.90 16 35 , 0.00 31 79.86 . Loy
503 Blagk Hawk (149,601)  * (/0.06) (L13)  (0.00) (0 o) (.19 (0.00) (B 33) (79 59 2 w C
Black Howk 9, C. 129,107 68.35 1.24 . 0.00 0.00 69.00 0w 9.07 wer o, b D .
Black Hawk East v4 20,494 80:78 0.46  6:00 0.00 Bl 25 0.00 s 84.97 S0 e .
504  Triton 250, 350 . 14,54 0.83 > 0.00 0.32 * 75 &9 0.00 4,48 80.18 .
505  Patikland “117,605 82.49 0.5 ,«0.00 * . 1.9 84.78 « 09 "1 0 66.€2 ) o"we
506 Sauk valley - 49,681 65.72 3.81 0.00 1.43 , 10.96 0.00 S0l J .58 . .<' 8
' * 507 Danwille s 60,475 73.62 2.07 0.00 1.93 71.62 0.00 8.53 -~ 816 ' ct .
508 Clty Colleges of Chlcago  (1,671,337) (55.89) (1.29)  (0.00) (0.80) (57.99) (0.12) © (1o (59.13) b ’
; Kennedy-Klng 147, 244, 78:68 > 1,29 0.00 V122 81 20 0.12 . 0.36 61.66 ° . 0
. < 1.00p 102,66% . 72.16. > 1.29 0,00 0.39 7,86 0.04 1.76 £ 75.61 REAREE
: malcolm X | | - 113,571 « 19.33 1.29 0.00 019y ° 81.62 0.58 0.08 * 82.29 -
- T framan 126,198 "63.68 1,25 . 0.00 185 66.80 "0.04 178 64 63 .
Ollve-Harvey . 87,319 . 74,75 1.29 , 06.00 5,34 19,39 *0.27 0.04 79.70 4 Lo
Daley | . - 80,530 65.57 1.29 0,00 3.51 70.38 0.65 0 04 71.08 ° .
‘., wrignt * - ‘ 124,320 67.47 1.29 + 0.00 0.28 69,05 . 0.04 0.09 69.18
L urban Skills. 811,045 40.85 1.29 0.00 © , ‘0,20 ‘. 42,35 ~ " 003 0.£4 4299 ,
* Clty-wide 78,441 51.67 1.29 0.00 ' 000 52,97 0.03 9 12 62.1a ¢ )
- ~ 509 | Elghn "78, 765 66,91 2.48 ¢ 009 0.%0 /2.00 0.00 21.11 93.12 .
#7510 Thornton 125,036 58.93 0.38 0.00 2.86 62.47 0o 8.72 70.89 »
™ S11  Rock Valley . 105,820 61.53 '0.84 0.12 0.79 . 63,29 0 00 10.16 C 73,45
' * 512 W Ralney Harper 215,272 65.00 . 0.92 0.2 + 0,78 ¢ 66.93 0.00 201 6694 -
- . *513  Iliinols valley 70, 09 65.58 1.38 0.83 0.56 , 68,37 0.00 2.83 n.2
sla  1llinols Central 165,319 76.32 0.35 0.19 11,45 78.32 000 4.97 83.29 - '
51> Pralrie State 83,068 73.06 0.69 . 0.57 0.82 75.16 '« 0.00 3m 78.91 . C
. 516 Waubonsee 66,709 72.57 0.00 0.04 0.00 72.6% 0.00 . 2.26 14,88 .
s 517 Lake Land . 13,392 71.92 1.54 0.00 Lo 74,50 0.00 083 75.33 4 t
518 Sandburg . 43,314 77.18 0.84 * 0.0 1.62 . 79.64 ouw 077 80 4l
e ¢ 519 Highland . 52,278 56.82 1.37 0.00- 1.96 . 6016 0.0 % 17.53 ' 77.69. .
- i 520  Kankakee 53,268 ° 73.82 2.07 4,51 . 2.6% 8% 05 0.00 - 10 80 93.8% "
521  Rend Lake ~ 53,510 65.88' 7 1.62 .19 - 0.95 - - ,69.63 . 0.00 9.2 78.88
522 Belleville . 153,060 66.52 0.63 © 0.00 0.33 67.49 0.00 L6230 a3 . ~—
523  Kishwaukee. 49,089 67.17 0.80 0.00 0.96 t 68,96 0.33 2n .07, . i
- 524 Moralne valley 156,959 62.99 0.88 0.14 0.84 64.85 0.00 3.99 o 85
525 Joliet °. 169,924 67.83 0.67- 0.00 0.00 68.50 0.00 *.5.96 74.47
,526  Llncoln Land 89,314 81.03 0.94 1.27 0.97 04.22 ouo* 2.28 66.50 AL
. 527 Marton 48,092 83.39 231 0.00 1.01 86.78 0.00 0 70 87.48 .
. . .. 528 wmHenry o " 47,209 '65.22 2,19 0.00 0.66 - 68.07 000 8.01 76.08 Y
77529 1llinels Eastern - (155,453) (57.16) (1.4%)  (0.00) (0.00) (58, 64) (0 W) (2.95) (61.60) . ‘
Llnceln Trall 31,127 56.72 1.4 °  0.00 - 0.00 54.20 0 00 1.38 ° . 89,58 .
- Olney Central 42,387 47.28 2.67 0.00 0.00 49.96 0.00 092 - 50.89 . .
. " wabash valley 53, %4 7.6 1.21 0.00 ° 0.00 12.68 0.00 5.59 78.48
Frontler 28,395 44,97 0.25 0.00 . 0.00 45.23 0 00 2.74 ° 4l.98 ; 1 1
-~ 530. John A, Logan T 51,460 64,14 0.14 2,53 .26 68,10 0w 4’4l 12.51
- 531 Shawnee’ 31,885 57.57 0.77, 0.0 2.26 €n.6l° 0.00 . a.47 61.08 -
: 532 Lake Courty 140, 342 73.29 1.25 0.00 .7 1.56 76.10 0.04, 1.76 77.91
\ 533  Southeastern 5t,212 55.48 0.86 0.00 0.9% 5/4}:: L.a4 0.78 ° 59.53 P .
-« S34 ~Spoon Rfver 33,592 . 95,39 0.00 4,00 0.00 95, 0.00 0 54 95,93 - *
535- Oukton « 122,198 J9.44 4.35', 0.00 ° .0.00 63.79 0.00 10.08 9528
. 5§5 Lewls & Clark A . 73,152 73.15 1.89 ‘0.52 0.50 »76.00 0.00 7.45 83.5% ool
! 537  Richlang "t 32,436 . Ya.ua 2.05 2,60 0.00 99.09 0.00 592 103.02 * @
; . 539  John Wood  ° . 44,516 72.73 1.99 0.08 0.0 74. 64 0.00 ° 2.52 17458 i '-8 .
” ~ - . - . ’ o M
1() STATE WITHOUT SCC - 601 231,531 65,7} .21 0.17 0.83 61.93 0.0/ 3.73 7.73 ®© . -
’ 601l SCL - East St. Louts 31,137 96,34 15.89 0.00 g 0.00 2. 0.00 1.2 119,46 | e,
TUTAL STATE . 5,262,668 " $65.89 $1.29 $0.17 $0. 82 $ 68.19 $0.07 $ 375 $ 72.01 . .
/ " ’ -» - -
Chicago City Colleges B - . -t ' . . ,
Q . Excluding CuSt - - :,B,os $1.29  $0.00 $1.37 $12.76 o.21 % 1.40 b 74.35 . K
IC Co S |
- q - — - .
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‘ AN ANALYSIS GF UNIT COSTS FOR EQUCATIONAL -
SUPPORT SERVICES AND OTHER ENDIRECT GOSTS

1.
»

-

‘Table 3 below shows a summary of the FY l980 eosts. per student, credlt
7. hour for, each of the educatiomal support. areas-for all -collsggs, and Wil o .L
colleges without Statz Community College (SCC).. ' State average’ unit oost s
“without SCC is used in the State's funding formula.for the community col- -
. lege system because, SCC is funded seperately. Table 4 on &he*next page R
.- shows an analysrs of the indirett costs which are allocated to 1nstruc—"' .
. tion on>'the basis of* student credit hours by+ each community codleges i .- -
. These indirect copsts' include. learning re ¥ces,” stugjent servmes, data- -, .
processing, general administration, and géneral institutisnal services. .-
. Academic administration and planning costs are costs. above the depart—\£
AR mental level that can be directly applied to an instructional subfunction
: ' ‘such as baccalaureate but'not to an individual department. For example, Y
A ‘the salary for the Dean of Transfer Education would Be included herk. - . K-~
' .o The cost. for ,auxiliary services (bookstores, food ser\hoes) «in the-unit - - )
| “Cost  Study represents only the deficit that .a college experiences in .
| . orov1d1ng these services. The state average cost per stydent credit hour TeL
of 1nstructlon for all of the educational support services was $21.89 or°* .,
approximately one-third of, the state average- net -instructional cost .peg '\

student credit ‘hour; ] .t I e *«..,
, ' C ST o
v .. t Table 3 <. . .
e ' » 4 - - ¢ ' - N
SUMMABY OF FY 1980 STAT‘: AVERAGE COSTS PER STUDENT CREDIT HOUR .o .
- . rOR :DUCATIONAL SUPPORT SERVIC:S IN ILLINOIS PUBLIG COMMUNITY CO[.LJS:S - do,
t ’ o - o B State Average ‘
S . . : - Total State . Cost .
. Educatidnal Sypport., . . Average Cost without SCC - - T
. ~=Academic Administration ‘and Planning \ $ 3. 26 - T - $ 3.23 ‘ '*»,‘. .
o Learning Resourees , ° _ ) 2.79 A ;- o
: Student Services . 5.67 . . 5.64 Y.
' . Data Processing. T -, 2,10 0 ¢ 2.l T
° * General Admlnlstratlon , : o 4.35 s o - 4.33 .. /J ‘
', . Auxiliary Sérvices (subsidy only) . - 0.3 * ‘ ‘0.31 - _ .
. General Instltutlor)al , 3:38 - , oo3.34 , L

CoL totAL ' $21.89 IR 71T 7S
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N R ~ . .
* . ' FY 1980 ONIT COST ANALYSIS BY EDUCATIONAL SUWPPORT ARENS
. .. FOR EACH PUELIC COMMUNLIY COLLEGE IN I11INOIS R
- * h . * : d
: . L% hcademlc : . . -
? M . Oist. : Student . Administration Learning Student Nata General | Aurltllary General Total
No.  Collteqe N Houps and Planning  Resovurce  Services  Processing  Administiatlon . Setvices tastitullon  Allocated
v . ~ ’
' 591 Kaekaskla P 41,279 $ 4042 $3.76 $ 5.45 * $3.32 $5.93 $0.90
. 502 OuPuge 250,246 3.59 5.26 5.83 3.58 5.92 0.0 .
503  Black Hawk ‘ (149,601) (4.61) (2.7 ( 4.02) (3.32) (3.11) % (0.00) .
. Black Hawk Q.C. . 129,107 4.03 2.6l 4.1 365 2.88 V.00 .
BlXk Hawk East 20,494 8.24° 3.41 3.45 1.19 ‘4.56 ‘0.0 .
504 Triton - 250,350 4.41 4.19 5.28 2.80 2.62 24 &)
. 505 Parkland L e 17,605 1.68 5.11 5.54 1.79 4.28 0w 8
506, Sauk Valley 49,661 > 2.91 ., 2,88 5.16 1.31 5.37 0.00 .
S 507 Oanville * . . "60,475 2.25 ©2.99 7.73 Lo . 5.18 0.00 393 24 02
508 Chicago Oistrict  (1,671,337) (3.25) v (1.49) (6.13) (1.56) (5.10) (0 o - (1 96) (19.52)
. Kennedy-Kiig 147,264 ¢ ERTA 2.21 9.27 1.21 2.80 0.00 1.59 20.25
Loup ¥02, 669 2.70 2.94 8.66 1.21 2.92 0.00 1.35 1980
A Malcolm X 113,571 3.46 y 2-53 8.00 1.27 3.82 0.00 4,00 25114
: ¥ romgey . 126,198 3.23 1.72 6.33 1.19 2..31 0.00 2.08 16.88
Olive-Hacvey 87,319, 5.29 3.17 10.37 1.17 2.1 0.00 1.48 24.21
Daley | 60,530 4.27 . 262 6.16 1.14 2.26 0 00 1 47 12.95
J Weight 124,320 '3.08 2.70 6.70 ).20 2.20 0.00 L4l o« 12.32
Urban Skilds 811,045 2.52 0.66 4.61 1.94 7.63 0.00 1.52 1. 51
Clty-Wide . 78,441 10.32 ¢ 0,04 3.98 1.16 2.62 0.00 8.91 © 27,05,
: * S99 Elgin * 78,765 6. 54 3.52 ¢ 4.58 1.42 2.57 0.% -3 . 22,13
510 Thointon R 125,036 0.84 2.04 5.62 2.25 .-2.2& 0. Y12 15.27
511 fock Valley 105,820 3.43 3.04 4.57 1.18 3. 0.76 1.92¢ . 18 50
. 512 wm. Ralney Hamer « - 215,272 ° 2.48 3.56 4.67 1.73 3.10 0.34 219 18.69
513" fillnols Valley 70,309 1.98 3.13 4.32 0.93 3.35 0.48 T 5.3 17.54
* 514 [l}lnois Central 165,319 2.09 2.85 4.88 1.73 4.04 0. 51 4.49 20.43
515 Pruirly Staté 88,048 3.63 2.56 8.84." 1.65 4.05 0.00 4.67 25.43
. . 516 Waubonsee 66,709 8.95 3.86 3.21 5.27 6.57 0.95 0.00 28.61
517 Lake Land 73,392 2.42 2.88 4.29 1.86 3.10 0.00 415 18.72
i 518  Samiburg 43,314 6.98 3.78 7.07 2.83 4.68 +  0.00, 5.42 30 80
- N 519  Higntand 52,278 ° 3.36 2.04 6.32 1.28 3.27 0 w0 2.62 . 18.90
- 520 Kankakes 53,268 2759 3.75 6.41 3.74 5.98 0.41 2,58 25.50
T\ 521 Rend Lake 53,510 3.90 2.34 3.02 0.47 4.02 0.00 5708 19.45
522 Belleville 153,080 3.27 " 2.26 5.21 3.63 2.74 0.10 2.08 19,32
. 523  Kighwaukee 49,089 4.\6 1.78 5.15 1.99 3.47 0.0 212 19.20
¢ 524 Moralne valley 156,959 ©2.18 3.30 6.13 5.30 3.04 0.00 3.96 24.53
525 Jollet 169,928 1.31 2.07 4.09 2.43 2.96¢ 0.00 4.88 17.74
526 Lincoln Land .* 89,314 4.95 4.54 \a 1.75 4.60 0.72 4.57 28 27
527 Morton 48,092 1.26 311 §.76" 2.89 5.65 201 357 25.28
528  McHenry . 47,209 . 3.41 6.15 6.11 1.97 6.45 0.82 363 28.57
. , 529  [lilnois Eastern (155,453) (1.76) (1.52) (4.41) (0.62) (3.38) (0.70) (5.18) (17.58)
. Lincoln Trafl 31,127 1.51 1.63 3.59 0.47 3.55 0.98 2.47 14.03
' Olney Central 42,3817 1.85 1.18 4.4 0.18. 3.91 0.7 3.16 =, 15.81
Wabash Valley 53,544 V3 1.69 5.58 .0.86 3.43 0.48 .8.27 22.48
Frontier 28,395 '1.98 1.58 2.83 0.96 2.31 0.00 5 20 ‘14,89
530 Jom A Logan 51,460 6.00 . 3.57 4.73 026 3.99 0.00 4.57 23,14
. 531  Shawee - : . 31,6885 3.78 1.96 . 5.31 2.04 3.78 2.05 2.45 21 39
532 Lake County < 140, 342 1.0 4.28 "' 5.22 2.28 3.88 1.23 8.51 26.45
533 Southeastern , 51,212 ‘4.68 1.43 ~ 4.51 0.33 2.14 1.1z 2.29 16.52
554" Spoon Rlver | 33,592 8.75 7.86 6.35 2.15 6.%9 2.63 477" 40.93%
555  Ogkton 122,198 2.26 5.13 1.42 12.26 5.31 0.69 2.02 25.12
.« . * 536 Lewls & Clark 73,152 . 2,57 2.36 6.59 3.14 5.26 0.75 3.45 224.15
- 537 Rlchlang ) 32,436 6.72 6.38 8.12 1.21 7.18 0.0 8 88 38.51
e 539 sJom wodd 44,516 2.38 0.54 - 4.26 3.08 4,69 1.10 6.30 « 23.%7
. STATE wiTHOUT SCC 35,231,531 5.23 2.78 5.64 2.11 4,33, E I 1 3.8, ¢ 21,74
1 J 601 ‘SEC - E. St. Louls 31,137 8.68 4.73 11.70 0.93 8.94 1.01 1,78 47280
TOTAL STATE 5,262,660 $ 3.26 $2.79 $ 5.67 $2.10 $4.35 $0.31 $ 338 $21.89
’ .
Q , I - . -

B - . f111nots Community College Board :
Y ‘ Table 4 v .
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ICCB Unit tost * - . : .
Analysis: FY 1980 . . : ; . Page 11
NET INSTRUCTIONAL 0BST PER STUDENT CREDIT HOUR
FOR THE SEVEN INSTRUCTIONAL CATEGORIES BY DISTRICT

Table 6 on the next~.page shows the unit cost in -each of the seven
instructional categorl for each community* college |, district in
Il1linpis.’ This cost ‘information corresponds to the seven 1ns§;gctlonal
categorie$ utilized:-for state furiding purposes and-is used to determine-
the rate of funding for each type of caurse. Courses which cost more get
a nigher .rate of state funding than courses which cost Less " The table
below shows a summary of this analysis for all communi { colleoes and

.all' community colleﬁes except State Communlty College (SCC

. . : Table 5

- NET INSTRUCTIONAL . COSTS PER STUDENT SEMESTER CREDIT
LHOUR BY THE SEVEN INSTRECTIONAL CATEGORIES IN THE

v, . PUBLIC COMMUNITY COLLEGES OF ILLINOIS
R o ' Total State  State without - -
Instructional Category T “' Average - - SCC :

-. General Academic and Baccalaureate ,$ 69. 61 . $ 69.51
Business & Public Services Technologies 64,93 © 64,78
Technical® Occupations . R 78.01 - 77.75
Health' Technolagie ' 2 TR 101.63 101,42 e~

. Remedial Developmental - ,' \65?01 65.21
© Adult 83510 Educatlon/Adult Secondary 4 \ .
Educatlon , — 43,96 : 43.77
‘Genera} Studies - . ) 49.38 - 49.25
All Instruction AJeas . -$ 65.89 T $ 65.71
, . I
Q. ~ ¢ - * .
- 3 .
! ™
. =
&_ A 9 ~
- . . ,15
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Dist.

No. ° District Naw Betc.
/

, 501  Kaskaskia 70.93
502 OuPage,”’ . 71.63
503 Black Hawk 69.74
504  Trlton 70.81
505 .Parkland 68.57 -
506 Sauk vatley 64.57
507 Danville , 69.65
508 Chicago T l4,
509 Elgin *70.92
510 Thornton 63.85
511  Rock valley . 61.28
512- Harmper ' . 60.69
513 1ll. valley 64.91
514 f11. Centrd) oo N7
515 . Pralrie State 70.59
516 _ Waubonsee - | 69.03,
517 Lake Land 65.88
518 Carl Sandourg 76.66
519 Highland | 7 69.12
520 Kankakee . 64.72
521 Rend Lake - 63.88
522 Belleville ~7T 64.30
523  Klshwaukee . 61.36
524 Moraine valley & 59.79
525 Joliet 62.76
526 Lincoln Land 72.97“
527 wMorton B83.44
528  McHenty % 61.30
529 111, Eastem ©'49.94 .
530 John A. Logan 60.44
531  Shawnee N 56.06
532 Lake County 70. 31
535 Southeastern 48.44
534  Spoon River 89.93 ¢
%35  Qakton » 76.95
536 Lewls & Clark . 69.75
537 -Richland - 92.91

, 539 JohnwWood ~ , ~ 76.60
. . .

State without SCC* 6§.51
601 SCC-E.St. Louis 5.88
State with SCC N $69.71

*used 1n the Funding

‘e
e

s

.

FY 1960, UNIT COST DATA BY SEVER INSTRUCT IBNAL FUNDING CAftGOR

¢
N

A

 Illinois Community- College Buard

~Table 6,

e

B8Y COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISIRICT

o

¢

3

Business Technical Health
$ 86.27 $ 93.9) $ 91.52
69.68 79.44 123.70
63.79 79.61 116.26
68.52 . 82.45 100,21
1.1 109.29 125.32
61.00 68.11 77.60
78.60 90.29 94.28
62.65 64.89 100.03
56.79 77.27, 128.82 ¢
57.52 60.25 79.75
54,80 65.95 . 96.74
60.42 74.93 107.54 .
54,95 72.50 75.67
65.11 ¢ 87.21 "121.27
67.32 70.44 117.55
. 132 81.26 111,54
78.24 75.71 : 105,74
69.34 79.67 87.74
52.81 ° 81.04 57.58
63.72\ .111.00 117.11
63.11 72.62. 70.43
54,77 73.89 ¢ 112..75
52.10 . 82.21 87.39
62.53 69.20 109.00
72.51 75.02 13t.47
.76.98 100,75 147.03
72.81 91.31 107.61
61,65 72.46 ,+0.0
64,087 77.56 67.39
67.17 84.15 . 75.44
56.17 270.92, " 77.56
64.58 76.88 116.04
52.23 69.83 62.43
83.72 112.44 - 92.17
87.68 89.83 148.43
62,98 ° 79.77 116.00
96.53 .y 104.71 74.25
69.26 80.74 , 39.78 .
64.78 77.75 s 101.42
\ 117.85 104.54 139.76
$ 64.73 $ 768.01 $101.63

v
»

.

fommula because SCC does not ges/’funded by credtt hour.

’

. £

R/D

$ 91.29°

101.40
80.20
77.80
77.12
68.25
82.01
45.5
57.9§
53,69
56.29° . .
61.94

- v 61,07

70.17 -
66.43

62.33
.72.99
111.65
61.43
86.75
* 48.44

71.35

73.26

L4

: 60. 30

. 52702
105.14
66.90
91.66
43.18
77.54
57.58
71.66
42.41
135.01
67.22
70.92
91.43
41.76

65.21
91,97

" 66.01

I
\
I£S M

.
Al
»
o
A\

- } \ o
§
¢
1.
o 3.

Gen. Stu. Toral
ben. Stu. atal
b 649.07 $ 78.99
10.56 74,88
83.95 70,06
67.12 .54
202.20 .- 82.49
52.49 65.72
63.60, . 75.62
%0.67 55,90
* 60.35 68.91

©52.97 58.93 -
48.07 . % 6153
55.71 65.00
13.62 65.58
64.65 76.32
52.14 73.06
63.66 72.517
" §6.82 Nn.92:
84.69 77.18
36.40 56.82
56.54 75.82
47.21 +65.86
6U.86 66.52
90.48 67.17
75.48 62.99
91.¢6 67.83
85.55 61.03
64.87 83.39
68.43 65.22
39.49 57:16
46.96 - 64.14

47.1 © 57.57 -
71.12 75.29
42.58 55.48
93,41 y 95,39
66.62 79.44"
$5.78 73.15
95,11 94,44,
49.81 72.73

N . v

49.28 ° 65.70 -
204.73 96.34
$ 49.38 . $ 6589

i
N
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‘cost per' semester credit hour for instrdction ih "the

ICCB Unit Cost SN
Analysis: FY 1980 o

- COMPARISON OF FY 1980 NET INSTRUCTIdNAt i
UNIT COST WITH PREV.IOUS YEARs

oo

The results of the FY 1980 Unit Cost Study shows that the state average

JT T ublic communlty
colleges of Illinois has increased from -$62.45 .in Fy 1979 to $65.89 in FY
1980, an increase of $3.44 (5.51%). This inéfeasé-in nlt cost.is due
primarily to the effects qf inflation upon utilities, sal ries, and ,other
operating costs.  This increase 1is .bzlow the inflationary 1ncrease
because enrollmenfs have increased in FY 1980 bv about 8%. - Although the
state average of $65.89 ig used throughout this, repomt, this average
includes State Community’ College of East St. Louis which was not in the
cost studi€s for FY 1975 and-FY 1976. ghable 7 shows the statd average
cost per cedit hour for instruction for®fY 1970 threugh FY 1980.

Table 7 ' : )

~ : STATE AVERAGE NET INSTRUCTIONAL UNIT COSTS IN.
ILLINOIS PUBLIC COMMUNITY COLLEGES: FY 1970 TO FY 1980.

- v

= FY 1570 FY 1571 FY 1572 7V 1973 FY 1574 7Y 1975

Average Cost Per - '

$48.85

Credit Hour $46.09 $48.07 $50.62 $52.25 $5l.19%
Percent Change from = -
Previous Year - #5.9%  -1.60% +5.31% +3.22% -2.03%
- FY 1976 FY 1977 FY 1978 FY 1979 FY 1980

Average Cost Per @}
Credit Hour - $48.84* $53.13 $57.31  $62.45 $65.
! §

Percent Change from ' . *

Previous Year * <4,59% +8.78% +7.87% /»8.97% -+5.51%

* Y

Table 8 on the next page shows the instructional unit costs per semester
credit hour for. each of the public community colleges in Illinois since
FY 1970 (1969-70). Several of the colleges were not in operation all the,
years shown:
operation. Although the Unit Cost Study'was revised slightly in FY 1975,
instructional costs used in the past are almost identical to net instruc-
tion costs used in the present study. The Illinois public community col-

lege system has “the most comprehena&ve, ongoing unlt cost study of any 1*

community college system in the natlon —

-

~ .

*SCC did not 5ubm1t unit cost data fOr FY l975 and FY l976 hence, it was’
not ‘included in the state _average.

‘ 18

>~

herce, their cost data are shown from thier first year of
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\ o Table 8 - . S /, ok
NET INSIRUCTIONAL COST PER STUCENT SEMESTER. HOUR : v, N .
» . IN THE PUBL IC COMMUNITY COLLEGES OF ILLINQIS SINCE FY 1970 ,*‘
{
Dlst. et . L ‘ .
No.  Olstrlct Nans Fy 1970 Fy 1970 FY 1972 °'PY 197% Fy 1974 FY 1975  FY 1976 FY 1977 FY 1978 FY 1979  FY 1980
501 Kaskaskia $48.00  $.59.49  $51.75 §53.94  $50.99 $ 5222 45036  $50.27  bés.l 4 12.87 b 18.99
502 ODuwPage 42.67 44,16 49,43+ 48.21 ° , 56.08. .25 50.15 57.11 64,05 + /1.17 74,88 . '
- 503 Black Hawk (35.58)  (41.72)  (44.45)  (46.39)  (47.87)~ €50.91)  (49.11)  (57.18)  (56.305, (/6:93)  (70.06),
Qdad Clty 35.90 41,719 43.93 45.38 46,22 49.09 47.15 56.46 56.40 « 69,93 68,3557
. East ' 35.57 41.23 47.52 54.23 61.36 66.53 64.54 61.81 55,13 76.65 8078
. . 504 Tilton 47.88 43,88 45.28 50.57 50.12 46.86  50.74 54.22 64.38 7391+ 4,54
- 505  Parkland 54.92 48.83 51.34 53.18 51,54 52.80 --55.26 |  64.74 63.65 * 77,92 82.49
— + 506 Sauk Valley 49.13 56.69 55.99 53.17 55,27 53.17 45.40 54.49 58.42 - 60,53,  ° 65.72 .
T e 507 Danville 47.39 45.18 49.87 52.33 57.88 55 27 53.77 52.06 61.01 66.62 ' 13.62
T 508 Chlcago (48.13) (55. 30) (48.44) (51.46) (54.11)  (49.42) (46.51) (46.42) - (49.97) (51.61)*  (55.90) ~
Kennedy-King 51.09 1.23 59.85 48.05 60.25 55.21 55.64 - 60.68 54,99 87.26 -~ 78.68
N 5 Loop 41.85 48.28 51.52 50.19 - 50.75 63,31 51.20 41.\9 54,03 64.91 72.16
=0 Malcolm X 62.34 59.77 40.07 54.13 65.85 66.80 63.56 61.19 63.87 J1.45 79.33
4 Trunan 52.28 53.34 55.57 61.40 67.71 66.90 68.41 . 8l.14 64.70 59.27 . 63.68
Otive-tarvey 41.57 58. 74 - 47.72 60.33 60.49 51.76 57.79 56.71 65.59 58 62 74.75
Oaley 52.81 48.15 45,69 50.99 53.51 56.03 51.02 51.51 63.49 64.5%" £5.57
- wllbur wright~ 46.07° 50. 10 " 48.98 . 53.47 53.91 52.18 47.41 53.61 58.7Q 63.36 £1.47 |
' »  urban Skills 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 37.89 34,10 32. 37 197 a9 36.85 40 85
\ Clty-wlde 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 55,91 49.25 51.67
509 Eigln .- 50.32 55.72 5205 59,82 62.67 60.79 55.92 54.%8 57. 34, £6.79 .68.91
510  Thoraton 41.49 43,61 49.8% 50.27 49.93 50.01 47.03 58.10 65.63 ° 58.87 58.93
511 Rock Valley . 45.69 41.88 45.30 45.14 47.%9 5012 46,49 53.90 .55.84 62.52 61.53
512 tHarper 49.05 48.30 49.32 50,60 49.83 51.28 * 50.19 59.59 ol.58 ' 6&5.24 65.00
A S5¥3 (11, valley - 38.09 48.46 49.24 52.95 52.24 a?;?g 49,63 52.41 60.15 X 62 51 65.58
514 111, Cential 44.12 42.38 42.60 48,78 - 50,77 - € 52.69 61.80 75.47 69.15 76.32
515 Pralrie State 53:60 47.58 46.08 45,20 . 48.2/ 48 59 44.93 55.26 61.44 70.49 75.06
516 waubonsee 51.39 44.95 49.92 51.09 £5.96 44.89 50.24 57.22 62.14 73.56 72.57
517 Lake Land |, 37.87 47.06 43.21 46.19 ' 50.13 52.07 *~  47.87 51.25  + 58.3) 66.05 n.e2 -
518 Carl Sandurg 44,15 46.07 - 52.94 47.42 51.07 ~ 55:50 a4.88 63.18 10.15 71.85 77.18
. 519  Hlghland S1.19 55.68 64.12 58.42 59.51 58.91 58.77 64.83 62.60 60.92 56.82
520  Kankakee - 48.84 48.51 44,55 47.31 48.25 21.52 47.15_ 55,75 59.713 69.20 *73.82%
5g1, Rend Lake 51.52 43.92 47.45 54.13 52.96 52.49 51.54 51.40 65.13 59.75 65.88
522" ellevllle 34.97 ' 38.93 ¢ 39.16 41,96 43.89 47.24 44,17 43,89 53.52 »9.06 66.52
523 Klshwaukee 39.59 44.10 43.47 46.60 46.99 55.68 46.92 52.19 &).93 62.55 61.17
/ 524 ~ Moraine valley 47.84 40.68 53.67 58.08 56.82 58.95 45.42 47.32 55,43 57.61 62.99
525 Jollet 40.90 43.54 43.96 51.47 47.22 45.93 48.77 55.21 53.50 6%.171 67.83
- 526 tlncoln Land 34.07 41.25 48.33 5194 56.39 65.93 61.71 64.18 67.03 79.99 81.03
. 527  Moitton 59.10 61.76 60.31 64.09 .. 65.16 72.24 62.76 69.57 66.39 #5.02 83.39
’ 528  Mclkenty 51.45 52.94 58.17 63.06 59,10* 56.99 50.735 &0.53 |, 59.29 64.16 *65.22
529 1ll. Eastern (49.89) (37.88)  +«(37.02) (40.04)  (39.30) (43.10) (39.60) ~w(al.34)  (44.14) (54.,77) (57.16)
. ‘“ Llncoln frall 91.85 48.23 44.25 47.02 42.35 41.02 37.23 R 45.29 S).47 56.712
»  Olney Central 49.00 35.40 32.53 35.19 35.26 4489 * 42.62 4l 46,85 50.74 < 47.28
wabash Valley 48.33 37.35 39.64 43.52, 43.39 42.70 38.82 40, 44,48 65.45 71.67
. Frontler 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . . 0.0 g, 37256 37.69 44,97
. 530 John A, Logan 05.55 44.90 39.14 40,92 46.84 44.99 46.93 54.18 58.37 6l.4a1 64.14
: 531  Shawnee 42.94 " 67.03 53, 44,07 41,93 46.84 41.62 49.95 52.26 55,39 57.97
i * 532 4vake County _ 43.05 49.10 Tu2 48.06 51.58 54.90 46.15 52,82 61.94 65.98 13.29
533  Southeastefn 41.78 38.55 ¢ 42.95 49,60 49.12 46.51 50. 56 48.71 52.06 58,27 55.48
534  Spoon Rlver 52.35 57.49 57.66 63.34 66.96 *73.01 84.69 88.79  86.54 94,22 - 95.39
o f r 535  Oakton 0.0 84.56 46.94 53.00 - 58.11 53.58 54.68 7.13 54, 30 73.01 - 79.44
. 1 J 536 Lewl® & Clark 0.0 0.0 73.92 " 54.26 56158 55.59 sl_.%._ag%.za .+ 61719 65.65 . 7315
. 537 Richlana 0.0 0.06 0.0 73.712 55.25 60.50 - 8. .01 16.21 91.36 94.44
539 *John Wood 0.0 0.0° « -0.0 0.0 ——0 0.0 65.17 57.03 54.90 62.32 72015
601 SCC-E.St. vouls 41.08 91.%l 0.0 50.72 54.43 ,0.0 0.0 90.47 114.03 139.63 96.34
N » ‘. -
"-.\ . . - -
Q * . SIATE AGERAGE $46.0 $48.85 $48.07 $50.62 $522% $51.19 $48.84 $53.13 4 57.3 4§ 6246 1 65.89
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" ICCB Unit Cost . L e T T

" a .cbmparative analysis with the entire state. Each college has the

Analysis: FY 1980 LA L ' " . ’ 'oéaée G

: ‘ , .4 o . . ¢ ' . -. ’ ’ -
- . - 'a . R ‘: ) . . <

- Y 1980 DETAILED UNIT COST REPORTS AND THE

UNIT COST-COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS®

A detailed reports showing the "unit cost per student‘A;redlt hour by

*H*lnstructlonql subject area (four-digit HEGIS codes) are oroduced by the-.

Unit Cost Study Programs both for each college and for the ‘total state.¢
The reports by college were sent to each college for its use. A copy of -
the state ave}age unit cost by instructional’ area was also sent to each

o

college.: Theage reports are used by deans of ins§ruction and division
administTator

in comparing and analyzlng the unlt cost of éach of therr
supJect areas.

-3

Another purpose ‘of the cost per-: student credit hour analysis by subJect

- area is to point out that ‘certain- types of 1nstructlonal courses cost

considerable’ more to offer than do others. This type of analysis may
furnish. an explanatlon for unusyally high unit cos 1nstitutlons that
offer a high proportion of high cost 1nstfuctlon§§?*n%errngs "The cost
differentials among various instructional arkas are also useful in de-
s1gn1hg equitable state funding systems for the communlty colleges

These detailed reports are not publlshed in this document because of
their large volume but, are-available at-the ICCB Offlce

a

The un1t cost coﬁ%uter program also contgins a speC1al comparatlve

-analysis report;-which compares fhe.unit costs of any community college by

funding rcategory and cosk’area to all other -community colleges within
Illinois ‘or to a selected compatative group. Thz ICCB sends each college

option.to request additional comparative analys1s us1ng selected compara-
tive groups. A sample comparative analysls report is shown on thesnext

page.
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ICCB Unit Cost e el R SR -
Rnalysis: fY 1980 . ' ’ )
. .- , ‘ : <t Page I6
£ > L Lo R
. - S e ’ e ..
. ? "Q . . . .: - . " \' -
. . . 1111:\015 Comum.w College soazﬁ )
, S . 'r , > P Tbl,’ . M . .

T SANPLE WNIT COST oowm
—— 50N’ OF A COUEGE'S NIT COST
\VERAGE UNIT COSTS OF A SELECTED COMRARATIVE GROLP OF muasssﬁi:; f@?&“ CESIT R WITH Te
) eosT Q\mnv

M - ~

L N Hign Cost -
.Per Cregit Hour \Pei'Lg:eg‘;.:sﬁéu: Pe?v‘e:rage Cost -
: ’ Of ALl Colleges Of ALL Calleges OFALL Corlegss Pac Coeds cast poitss Percent,
BACCALAUREATE ' . g es  Per Credit Hhur Diffessocs  Differerce.
\’ Dlrt‘étsalaxy° 5 52,51 « 0 5 a . . e . g
. " Department Cost 8358 ©323.14 ¢ 02679, © . ,
« 7 Atlocaced Casts A e+ y 2.3% . - sl 532.51 Se 5.32 2175
@per. 30Q Maint: Costs - 12.5‘} R "2'” .4y 22.80 - - l;g . © 3.9 62.56°
Net Instructicn aes R Ras” s 5% v Lth RR
msiess e P . s L0y, o5 B
ol-sct Sal.a:y , ‘e . - é»: N N . . , .
<. 29.12 5 Y R )
Department Cost . ‘al? 38 .
Allccatad Costs z.4 ¢ 330 s B2 17.63 -5 T 26,05
. Oper..am Meint. Costs A gz % B s Do - 7.25
.2 R 5 <* - - S.
_Dlat Imstruction - 36,27 ..82.10 * ¢ 19'50 N ;-35 Lol ;Z‘ ) -ﬁ-’s
o T ., — L TR e -12.32 1155
Cirecs Salary 45.08 2% ,'0 ® .
artment Cost' g e .34, . P ‘
Allocated Casts & 55 JES Y un 3.4 ~8.56 — 2038 =
Op:: and Meint. Costs ‘12,55 13287, . 2.3 1398 - 3% -36.56
c Instmction 110,99 I & 103 . | 3.2 _zsg -2t.0L
- : . W oe T a7 8l R -2
Oirect 3alary 5t 5;. “ ®a R * ’ ‘. ~ *
Department Cast %5 0+ - 8317 - 7 40,28 23 ) '
. Allocated Costs 22.33 1.05 05 T Lo .97 -29.71
Qper. 20d Maint. Costs 12.55 R PTIEN N 23les ] 2328 -%0.12
., . Net [nstruction . 117.11 57323‘ - 10.79 | , .06 : 133 . -20:55 .
RDEDIA S B N R L -23.13 8
Jirect Salary T . T 'i .. ; . \ BN
Ea"“"“‘ cast Coan 5.8 . B 2 R e
llccatad Costs .36.65 2.0 - 7.30 3 N - 4.20 -12.557 -
Oper and Maint. Costs 12'55 . 13.8% 26.75 18'97 - 3.33 » -45.351
Net Instructicn 1155 ' g"’}fz“ ! 9.92 : 9°89 -.7.87 -29.40
‘ ABE/GEOVESL ‘ ooskez L hanss e al et T30
~ gi.:ec: Salary . 35.88 " Lot ' ’ . o s . )
— Deparcment Cost . . . —
Allccatad Casts iZ';l v 2.77 {2;53 3235 «17.27 +32.39
.. oper. and Maint. Casts o B0 b . 2.3 & .o sl .19.21
pet Instruction - 5538 5(7);: N Lo , 9j§ - ? ;; -23.90
P ErERL STLOIES . - ) o \\63-41 .03 . 10.52 - :igigs
. . Direct Balary © 23.48 . w 2, )
. h‘;‘\\z?arcnent Cost 7,51 K l'%” e 9,21~ . L3~ 7
: ope 43.63 an 0 ’g-% 5.56 R A
. 6 - 8.0 T T .
e g - - A B S
CawS TUTALS - 3628 Gk 0 3 o
Depactyent Cost é 5 . 2L ’ .
Aklocated Costs : : : - 5.45 - -20.26
r. and yaint, Costs : . : . T - > - .33 . -4he0
. Net [nstructicn 78.99 %-%2\ _ . : - i 10 -2
' ) ) . : . 53.95 ¢ sg. - L3700 -13.13
' ) B TT . e N ’ ~ - 36.82 -12.14 -17.60
. ° e
RS _ [N 4 I -~
- v ) \; : '\\' . :
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- 9
r) 2
' . Tsta)
Otst. g Student
No.  College Credit Hours
501 Kaskaskla $ a2
502 DuPage 250, 246
503 Black Hawk., » { 149,601)
Black Hawk Q.C. ’ 129,10/
Black Hawk East - 20,494
504 Triton ) 250, 3%)
205  Parklarg 117,605 .
06 Sauk Valley 49, 681
507 Danvllle 60,475
508 Cliy Colleges of Chlcago (1,671,337)
Kennedy -K {ng 147,244
Ltoop 102, 659
Malcolm x * 113,571
Trunan 126, 198
Ull\?g-ﬂarvey 87,319
Baley . 80,530
Wright e . 124,320
Uthan Ski]1s 811,045
N City-wide . 78,44)
509 Elgin 73,765
510 Tharnton R 125,036
511 Rock valley B 105,820
512 wm, Ralney Harper - 215,272
513 il11nols valley 10, 309
5la Hllnols Cential, 165, 319
515 Pralrle State 89,058
516  Waubonsee 66,709
517 Cahke Lang § 73,392
518 Sandburg . 43,514
=519 Mighlany . Yt 52,218
51~ Karkakee ~ 53,268
521 Reid (ake . 53,510
522 Belleville 153,000
523 Klshwaukee 49,089
526 Mutalne Valley 156,959
525 Jollet - 169,928
526 Llncoln Lang 89,314
527 Morton 48,092
0928 Muknry ' . 47,205
529 IHllnols Eastern 4 155, 453)
Lincoln frat] 34,127
Olrey Central 42,387
Wabash val ley 53,544
Front fer 28,395 ¢
530 John A. Logan | \ 51,460 *
53} Shawnee v - 31,885
532 Lake County © 140,342
533 * Souwtheastern L 51,212
534 Spuon Rivey y 33,592 -
535 Oakton 122,198
336 Lewls & Clark ) 75,152
537 Richland® < 32,43
539 Join vood 44,516
STATE WITHOUT scC 5,231,531
601, SCC 2 Easnt St. touls 31,137
TOIAL STAfE N 15,262,668
-
' "

FY 1980 uNIT COSF ANNLYS(S -..

$346,768, 547

-~

~

Iiltnuts Commun Ity College Baard .
i Tablg 10

.

Net Other Bullding Bullding
lnstruct lon Local Repalr Oepreclat jun
Costs Costs - -Costs Cests
b 3,260,609 § 101,34 $ -0- $. 29,919
18,737,616 142,62 -0- 226,389
(10,481, 510) ( 170.236) (-0-)r (-0-)
8,825,510 160,625 -0- -0-
1,655,700 9,611 -0- -0-
18,660,019  , 200775 -0- 81,90
9,701,489 64,895 -0- - 199,039
3,265,138 189,347 -0- “n,eal
4,452,225 125,219 -0- 117,0
( 93,424,467) (2,160, 858) (-0-) (1,345,649)
15,586,287 190,210 -0- 180,052
,409,409 132,996 -0- 40,894
9,010,252 148,814 * -0- 112,694
8,036,938 158,904 -0- 234,414
6,527,468 113,133 -0- 291,116
5,200,775 104,065 ~0- 282,916
- 8,388,43) 160,632 -0- 35,547
33,130,320 1,052,413 -0- 167200
¢ 4,053,637 101,691 -0 76
5,428,059 195,949 7,853 39,585
7,368,464 47,516 -0- 358,403
6,510,987 84,894 ‘13,612 84,254
13,992,829 199,512 42,257 169,313
4,611,136 97,214 59,040 39,673
12,616,345 58,970 32,635 239,954
6,434,050. 61,439 &) gs4 72,899
4,841,39) -0- . 2,175 ~0-
5,278,254 113,505 -0- - 76, 365
3,343,166 36,447 -0-_ - 70,205 °
L2970,613, - 7)0925 -0- x 102,775
3,932,497 . 110,272 240,325 140, 898"
3,525,450 86,841 63,697 49,967
10,181,816 97,614° -0- e 51,285
3,297,520 39,531 “-0- 48,456
9,846, 359 138,197 22,187 132,958
11,527,004 114,192 -0- -0-
7,237,492 84,062 1p3 g3 86,920
4,01, 579 114,170 -0- 48,965
. 3,079,168 103,490 -0- 31,165
( 8,884,539) (231 g54) (-0-) (-0-)

- 1,76%605 46,141 -0- ~0-
2,004, 365 113;462 - -0- - =0 |
3,837,848 64,907 0~ b 0-
f,227,1m 1,304 ¢ _o_- -0-
3,300, 714 7,272 130,399 66,044
1,835,572 20,784 -0- ¢ 72,291
10,285,835 175,838 -0- v 219,499
2,841, 304 44,189 -Q- 49,005
3,204,419 v =0- -0~ -0-
9,702,865 532,071 -0- ’ -0-
5,350,952 138,692 38,296 37,134
3,063,315 66,575 84, 397 -0-

" 3,252,117 88,716 3,778 -0-
343,768,769 6,333,197 911,153 4,359, 349
72,999,778 494,869 -0- -0-

$6,824,066 $0i1, 153

\

“%4,359, 349

TOTAL DOLLAR COST PER CaLLEGE

Y LY
[ oo
v
—— 3
Fult Organjzed Publ le Total
Instiuwct {on Research Service Tistitut ion
Costs Costs Costs Casts
$ 3392622 ¢ g boo05,65%- 4 3454 176
19,106,626 0. u79, 408 19,986,114
( 10,651, 5%40) (-a:) C 1,207,292y ¢ 11,898,638)
8,916,235 -0- LI, 1) 10,157, 386
1,665, 31) .0- 18,14] 1,741,452
18,9%0, 755 -0. 1,123,077 20,073, 432
9,905,423 81,503 RETRY 10,168,704
7575, 716 -0. 30, 694 3,55, h10)
s 4,694,454 -0- > T 38 4,7224070
(196,930,974)  (211.814) (1,690,758) ( 99,055, 526)
11,956,549 12,879+ 53,3 12,027,796
{1,583,299 5,004 181,245 7,769,026
9,269,710 66,943 9,659 '9 3467312
8,430,25 5.8% 225,112 8,661,224
6,932,317 -+ 23 ¢e0 3,730 6,959,767
5,667,756 521849 3.8 592125
8:584,510 5 739 11,200 4,60),590
34,351,013 29,828 437,55 34,868, 512
4, 155304 3,979 715,329 4,874,712
5,671, a0¢ -0- 1,663,394 7,334,840
7,774,385 0. 1,090,593 6,864,916
6,697,141 . -0- 1,075,512 , 7,773,259
14,400,911 -0- 432,946 la,841:857
4,807,063 -0- 199,620 5 006,603
12,947,904 -0- 822,039 , 13,769,943
v 6,619,452 -0- 330,042 6,988, 494
4,840, 166 -0- 151,336 4,595,502
Y 5,468,122 L0 ol, 135 5,529,257
3,409,018 -0- 33,375 3,403,193
3,149,113 ~0- 916,68y~ 4,061,802
a,az:,gz -0- ¢ 575,625 4,999,617
C3,129,8 -0- 495,367 4,221,322
10,330, 715 -0- 1,03u,992 11,361, 707
. 33us.s0 16,204 5 136,25 3,531,962
10,179, 01 -0- 627,182 - 10,806,005
11,641,195 -0- 1,013,355 ¢ 12 65 54
7,522,292 L0 205,827 1,226,119
4,173,515 ~0- 33,753 ‘4,207,268
3,213,023 -0: 318,160 3,591,983
€ 9,16,793) (-0-) (40,857 (*,9,576,850)
1,811, 16" -0- T 45,093 74,054,799
2,112,627 -0- < 39,33 57,163
* 3,902,755 -0- 299,601 4,202,356
1,284,465 <07 78,067 1,362,532.
0 3,804,429 v’ 256,978 3,731,407
1,932,647 -0- 14,996 1,947,643
10,681,172 5,820 . 247,900 10,954, 937
. 2,934,583 74,225 40,034 3,048,842
3,204, 419 . -D- 18,170 3,222,589
10,239,956 -0- 1,232,159 1,472,115
5,565,074 -0- 545,336 6,110,410
3,214,207 -0- 127,452 3,31.?,39
3,330,271 -0- 112,194 v 3,442,485
255,372,868  ~ 349,566 19,507,248 375,269,280
3,495, 6477 - v 224,990 3,719,637
$350,067, 114 138,566 119,732,236 $378:988,917
f . -
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Otst.
No. College

501 Kaskaskla
502 DuPage
503 Black Hawk
Black Hawk Q.C.
. Black tawk East
504 Triton
. 505 . Parkland
506 Sauk Valley
507 Oanvllle
508 Chlcago Olstrict
Kennedy-K1Ing
Loup
Malcolm X '
Truman
0l lve-Harvey
Oaley .
s, Wright
urban Skllls
T Clty-wlde
S09 Elgin -
> * 510 Tfhointon |
511, Rock valley '
512 wm. Ralney Harper
513 [lllnols Valley
sla Illinols Central
515 Prairie State
516 Waubonsee
517 Ldke Land -
518 Sa
519 Hlghland
520 Kankakee

~A.L 521 ,Rend Lake

<

Q

Yow—

n7

<

. -

522 Bellevflile
523 Kishwaukee
524 Maraine valley
525 - Jollet,
-« 526 Ltncoln Land
527 Horton
928 Metenry
529 [lllnols Eastern

Lincoln Trall = « -

- Olney Central
Wabash valley
Frogtier

530 Jon A. Logan

531 m“nee Ty

532 Lake County

533 Southcastepn -

534 Spoon Rlver -

535 Qakton

536 Lewis & Clark

537 Rlchland ‘

539  Joh WOood

STATE WiTHOUTS SCC
601 SCC - East St. Louls
TOTAL STATE

'3

%3

26

N -

\‘/g‘:
,

» >k

o I11inols Comaunity Colleje Board
Table 11 -
FY,1980 UNIT COST ANALYSIS BY EDUCATIONAL SUPPORT AREAS FOR
EACH(RB.IC COMMUNITY COLLEGE IN [LLINOES
']

Acadenmlc )

Student Admlnlstratlon  Learnlng Student Oata General Auxlllary
Hours * & Plawning Resource .. §ervlces Processing ™ Aduinistrallon Setvices
4,279 % 182,642 § 155,390 § 225,171 § 137,349 $ 162,273 $ 31,27y
250,246 899, 546 1,318,755 1,460,289 846,176 1,481,841 -0-

(149,601) (689,997) (407,887) (601,914) (496,795) ™ (465,456) (-0-)
129,167 521,046 337,959 | 531,152 - 472,335 371,977 -0-
20,494 168,951 69,93 70,762 24,460 93,479 -0-
250,350 1,104,550 1,050,548 1,325,625 701,557 656,755 3lu, 580
117,605 198,636 600,983 * 651,983 210,687 504,269 -0- 7,
49,681 145,041 143,428 256,506 89,978 267,164 -0~
60,475 136,337 181,127 467,662 116,013 313,585 -0-

(1,671,337) ° (5,432,604)  +(2,499,809) (10,255,421) (2,614,416) (8,534,555) °  (-0-)
147,244 462,881 326,751 1, 366,387 178,774 412,925 -0-

102,669 T 217,825 301,849 - 889,732 125,057 . 300,489 -0-
113,57 393,786 288,210 09,653 144,765 434,036 -0-
126,198 408,833 218,157 798,933 150,531 - 291,616 -0-
87,319 462,053 . 277,517 905,921 102,240 237,162 -0-
80,530 - 344,200 2113313 | 496,537 | 92,517 182,465 -0-
124,320 383,994 335,773 833,909 ° 149,563 274,124 -0-
811,045 . 1,889,084 - 536,595 ° 3,741,854 1,579,963 ° 6,195,563 -0-

@ 78,441 809,968 3,644 ,312,495 91,006 206,175+ -0- -
78,765 499,429 217,734 361,039 112,208 202,503 . 42,945
125,034 106,079 256,234 703,329 281,656 \ 359,296 _ -0-
105,820 364,015 322,049 484,515 124,896 377,853 80,732
215,272 535,650, 761,605 1,006,248 372,870 667,949 73,796
70,309 139,399 220,427 - 304,048 65,472 . 236,063 33,956
165,319 346,826 47, 64 807,955 286,693 668,099 52,889
‘88,068 * 320,282 225,560 778,765 146,001 357,443 -0~
66,703 597,44l 244,242 214,417 351,559 438,519 62,426
73,392 177,969 211,472 315,350 137,168 221,652 -0-
43,314 302,730 164,038 * 306,654 122,857 203,090 -0-
52,278 175,703 106,653 '~ 330,5l0¢ 66,921 171,277 -0-
53,R68 138,288 199,833 341,527 199,726 318,930 w2222
53,510 209,116 125,484 194,134 25,429 . 215,284 -0-
153,060 . 502,020 345,942 798,403 655,732 420,027 15,481
49,089 204,294 . 87,561 282,408 97,713 170,393 -0-

156,959 . 436,347 518,850 962,541 853,035 477,697 -0-
169,928 222,898 352,666 696,652 »413,107 503,627 -0-
89,314 442,200 | 405,537 638,070 155,053 411,389 64,546
48,092 60,638 1504042 ' 325,531 139,062 272,14d 96,734
47,209 161,317 _ . 290,351 288,578 93,454 304,969 38, 742

(155,453) (274,949) (236,939) (686,406) (97,174) (526,080) (110,252)
31,127 7 47,248 50,835 105,636 14,799 110,679 ' 30,547
£42,387% 78,446 50,298 201,181 8,044 165,747 32,418
53,564 93,003 90,796 299,219 46,460 184:053 ' 47,287
©28,395, 56,282 45,010 80,370 27,87 653601 . 0-
51,460 308,788 - 183,761 243,407 13\ 596 2058744 - -0-
31,885 120,578 62,585 ° 169,561 - 65,297 120, 547 65, 308
140, 342 142,961 601,412 733,524 320,693 . 545,1617- 173,228
51,212 239,880 73,393 23}, ln4 17,114 -~ 109,630 57,796
33,592 294,278 264,367 213,323 72,316. 281,966 ,88,348
122,198 277,143 627,501 907,697 277,010 649,242 84,605
73,152 168,374 » 172,698 482,458 229,888 385,310 55,583
32,436 218,101 206,977 263,546 39,319 233,212 -0-
44,516 106,129 24,334 189,760 137,254 209,043 49,09

5,231,531 16,903,155 14,555,938 29,504,091 11,063,250 22,655,993 1,616,627
31,137 270,450 ~ 147,563 364,487 28,902 218,605 31,492
5,262,668 $17,173,606  $14,703,501  $29,668,578 $L1,092,232  $22,934,598  §$1,640,119

. .
~ »

. | | *« "

L
General Total 3 G
fnstitution  Allocated 2 0.
<
$ 259,904 - $ 1,160,008 m_g
. 491,443 6,498,050 o
(372,367)  (3,039,416) oo o
304,790 2,539,260 )
12,576 500, 156 . Mg
1,606,244 6,153,859 < 0.
1,050,339 3,216,897 o+
73,880 975,997 "%
238,022 1,452,746 ot
(3,209,823)  (52,626,628) o.-
235,184 2,962,682 .
138,911 2,033,863 .
455,039 2,625,489
262, 186 2,130,856
129,379 2,114,272 .
118,562 1,445,614
176,425 2,153,788
1,074,395 15,017,454
699,122 2,122,410
295,155 1,791,013 N
. 202,830 1,909,424 -
203,953 1,956,015 -
601,031 4,025,145 .
234,409 1,233,774
. 743,64l 3,377,385/
411,510 2,239,961
-0 1,508, 600
304,663 1,374,294
- 235,071 1,334,440
137,102 ™ 988,172 -
137,803 1,358,409 :
271,831 1,041,282
319,629 2,957,234
104, 487 946,856
621,932 3,880,402
826,510 5,015,460
408,308 2,525,105
171,691 1,215,839
171,775 1,349,186
(802,175)  (2,733,975)
77,123 436,867 .
134,179 670,31%
443,151 - 1,203,968
147,722 422,826
235,656 1,190,949
78,323 642,219
1,195,155 3,712,140
117,390 846,347 -
160,509  °1,375,067 o
247,081 3,079,249 8
252,505 1,768,816 = T
288,133 1,249,288 o
200,586 - 996,225 %)
17,448,346 113,747,400
367,062 1,488,642
$17,815,408  $115,236,042
s

: ‘A
27



. ' . . I K]
e o - » . P

o 008 Unit Cest + . o L R |
: .. Analysis: FY 1980 ¢ . o . Page 20 :
> . Lo .

N
.
' - -
. ~ s .
e »
v D
: . .
4 . . s
. N .
-
.
.
¢ . - ¢ ’ -
. . .
°
A o
. .
7 “ A\ .
-
‘ . - o« . -
~ -~
. L 3 . .
3 ® . v ©
.
>
N . . "
IS . « » ) .
- . -~ .
" . N
d . .
. ¢ -
¢ ¢ - e
. N
: - APPENDIX B ) .
hd A
~ v
. .
. . N
. . \
r3 L]

INSTRUCT IONS FOR COMPLETING THE FY 1980 UNIT COST SI'UDY LT R
< d . B .

. . X
. .
g *
-~ . . N ~ .
2 ® ~
- >
/1
M ' 3 .
{ . .o
. N )
< - -
. . v - . . .
e -
. v
.
“ t £ - ¢ -

.
A -
3
Ne
- o g
] ©
* - % ’
) .
.
-
. -
. s
' . 0
. »
<
£
+ .
"
. ]
- &
» A ~
P *
3 - *
e . f
~ hd
. ¢ A
* -
-
. . B
-
<
» > ~
- 7 . ¢ .
4 2 °
) . -
- M T , . )
. ” .
» > -
- * '
¢
. -
- .« . B v >
» a
© . 2 v
. ’
' .
2 ¢ -
- 1v 4
v ’ '] .
v
.
e . >
= . M e .~ - I3
.- s . A
L kd .
s «
s
. .
»
.
> - -
N v e
t
. - . M -
» . ., » N b < . ‘.
\ v .
1 - ”e ~
- X > . -
]
. s
\ w“w “ ) . > - Q 4 v |
.
- - v '
e
’ ’ ) 2 ) -
' .
. 5 *
. .
.
N ° » -
. . g . ~ N N . ‘.
.- - . -
N . . 4 . ¢ Y .
I3 * hd b
R .
- . . [
. . . . . . o
; . . i
¢ P - . - "
. .\ . N e e e , * . . P
PPN N RN - . - vy gy et




