Key to Terms and Data Used in Program Data Sheets

Quality

Prioritization Category – Taken from Academic Prioritization Report 2/27/09

5 possible categories –see report for details: (http://www.humboldt.edu/aavp/Prioritization/Prioritization%20final%202%2027%2009.pdf)
Ranking out of 72 categories (same as above)

Quality Rating (same as above)
Magnet vs. Recipient Program

(attracts majors or receives majors who change from other programs)

Yield FTF – First time freshman who in enroll in the major as a % of those that are admitted

Share of Enrolled FTF - % of new freshman in major compared to all enrolled FTF

%  Graduates - % of HSU students who graduate in this major
%  CSU Majors (HC) – Head count of % of majors in CSU who are in this major

% HSU Majors (HC) – Head count of % of majors at HSU who are in this major

CSU % of FTES - % of FTES in this major for CSU

HSU % of FTES - % of FTES in this major for HSU

No. Entering Majors* - N=Students that enter a major as FTF

Graduated within Major* - N=Students who enter as FTF and complete

No. Dropped Out of Major* - N=Students who enter as FTF and drop out of the major

FTF Graduation within Major* - Percentage of FTF who start and graduate within the major

FTF Graduation within another Major %* - Percentage of FTF who begin in the major but graduate within another major
Dropped/Not Graduated %* - Percentage of FTF who begin in the major and drop out of the major or are still enrolled in a different major
*6 Year Cohorts 1999-2004, Data collected between 1999-2004

External Revenue Generation

HSUSPF Generation Rank – Sponsored Programs Foundation data ranking all programs by amount of external funds generated
HSUSPF Annual – Sponsored Programs Foundation data of amount of money raised 
Externally
External Revenue Generation Calculation Explanation
Data was obtained from HSUSPF for grants and contracts for the period 2005-05 through 2009-10.  This data was mostly listed by department and reported the indirect cost rate for each grant or contract.  

When the department was not indicated, the department associated with the PI was assigned the grant.  For each year (2005-2009) three values were determined for each department: 1) total direct, 2) total indirect and 3) total revenue.  The totals for each year were summed and then averaged over 5 years.  The total indirect cost returns were summed over the 5 years.  The portion of the total IDC was determined for each department as well as the ranking.  (Please note, not all grants and contracts are represented, as some grants and contracts are awarded to staff that are not associated with an academic department).

The values reported in the program data sheets are explained below.

HSUSPF IDC Generation rank 
- One is the highest, indicating this department generated the most IDC of all departments.
HSUSPF Percent IDC generated
- Of the total IDC associated with departments from grants and contracts over the past 5 years, this value indicates the proportion of the total IDC is associated with this department.
HSUSPF Percent Total generated
- Of the total revenue (direct and indirect) generated in the last 5 years, this value indicates the proportion of the total IDC is associated with this department.
HSUSPF IDC Rate
- This value is the ratio of the total IDC/Total Revenue for the 5 year period for this department.
HSUSPF 5 year average generated
- This value indicates the average annual total revenue generated by this department over the past 5 years.

Department Cost

Delaware Cost/FTES - Delaware Study cost comparison of major and cost per FTES

Delaware  Cost Rank - Ranked within the Delaware Study as low, medium or high cost

Delaware refers to the Delaware Study which is a consortium of institutions which pool cost and other data by academic program.  Data is from 2008.

HSU Cost/FTES - Cost comparison of FTES with other programs at HSU

HSU Cost Rank - Ranked within HSU programs as low, high or medium cost
Mode of Instruction

Non Lecture % FTES – Percent of undergraduate FTES generated outside lecture mode
Lecture SFR – Student Faculty Ratio in Lecture mode

Non Lecture SFR – Student Faculty Ratio in all classes except lecture

Non Lecture % FTEF – Percent of undergraduate FTE Faculty teaching non lecture classes

Program Cost
UD FTES – FTE Students in upper division classes

UD Major FTES – FTE Students in department courses excluding General Education

UD FTEF – FTE Faculty teaching upper division classes

UD Major FTEF – FTE Faculty teaching department course excluding General Education

UD SFR – Ratio of UDFTES to UDFTEF

UD Major SFR – Ratio of UD Major FTES to UD Major FTEF

No. units in major-  2008 data

HSU rank – number of units in major compared to  27 other HSU majors.  2008 data.

Capacity to Grow

Number of Majors – Taken from Fall 2010 Limited Census Data (not including graduate students, but including secondary education credential students)
Stated Capacity – Number of majors departments can absorb.  Taken from Academic Prioritization Report – self reported by departments.

Measured additional UD Capacity – Number of unused seats in upper division major classes extrapolated to estimation of how many additional majors the program could take without more resources.

Prioritization Potential – Potential for program growth. Average of ranking by work groups and Academic Prioritization Committee.
% CSU Majors – the % of majors in any area in the CSU

