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TABLES

 Tables 1- 4 are from: Richardson, R.C. and Martinez, M.C. (Forthcoming in2009) Policy and Performance in American Higher Education, Baltimore, MD: John Hopkins University Press. The five states are California, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, and South Dakota.
	TABLE 1: Sample Rules: Design and Governance



	The overall structure of higher education in the state was intentionally designed through a process involving a broad and representative group of stakeholders.  

	An agency of the state has planning and coordinating authority for all public higher education. 

	An agency of the state has authority to approve new academic programs when cost or duplication could be a concern.

	Each IHE has its own governing board with responsibility to appoint a CEO. 

	Less selective public institutions are subject to greater regulatory authority. 

	Most geographic regions of the state have an IHE within commuting distance. 

	Most two- and four-year public IHEs, either statewide or in regional groupings, share a common governing board.

	 Independent IHEs have a formally defined role in serving the state’s higher education needs.

	Half or more of all undergraduates are enrolled in 2-Yr Colleges.


	TABLE 2: Sample Rules: State Leadership



	State goals for higher education are explicitly identified and periodically reviewed. 

	The Executive branch (e.g., Governor or staff, Secretary for Education or staff, state coordinating/agency) sets forth a policy agenda for higher education. 

	The state has used deregulation as an intentional strategy to encourage responsiveness and efficiency.  

	The state has used market forces as an intentional strategy to encourage responsiveness and efficiency.

	Elected policy officials and educational leaders work together to plan and establish priorities for higher education.

	Colleges and universities have incentives for paying attention to state goals and priorities.

	IHEs have operational freedom to design their own strategies for responding to state goals and priorities. 

	IHEs are publicly accountable for their performance in relation to state goals and priorities according to some established format. 

	IHEs must have a strategic plan in place as a condition of receiving state funding. 


	TABLE 3  Sample Rules: Access And Achievement 


	A system of locally-responsive community colleges provides open access to state residents.  

	The state has a coordinated program for improving access to higher education for residents facing economic or educational disadvantages. 

	Transfer between two- and four-year IHEs is governed primarily by statewide policies that enforce common standards.  

	State policies reward student achievement.  

	The State uses a standardized examination to determine whether a student graduates from high school

	The state uses standardized methods for measuring college student learning outcomes in at least some subjects. 

	State grants awarded on the basis of need provide eligible students with most, if not all, of the tuition and/or fees at a public institution. 


	TABLE 4: State Rules in Use: Fiscal Policies



	A statewide higher education board or agency reviews and/or consolidates IHE budget requests and provides advice to the governor and the legislature.  

	Operating appropriations for 4-yr public institutions are based primarily on enrollment levels. 

	State operating appropriations are essentially determined through negotiations between policy officials and higher education leaders. 

	All four-year IHE governing boards have authority to raise tuition or fees. 

	Two-year college tuition and/or fees are less than half that of the lowest-cost four-year IHE.

	Formal state-level fiscal regulation is focused more on how funds are expended than on what outcomes are accomplished. 

	Performance on specified indicators related to state goals is one criterion used to determine state funding for institutions. 

	Independent Colleges receive direct state operating support. 


TABLE 5: Florida Members of NASULGC and AASCU
	NASULGC Members 


	AASCU Members



	Florida A&M University^

Florida Atlantic University

University of Central Florida

Florida International University

Florida State University

University of Florida^

University of South Florida

State University System of Florida° 


	Florida Agricultural and Mechanical University

Florida Atlantic University

University of Central Florida

Florida Gulf Coast University

University of North Florida

University of South Florida Lakeland

University of South Florida St. Petersburg

University of West Florida

Florida Department of Education/Division of Colleges and Universities




PAGE  
1

