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FY18 Instruction vs Administrative Expenditures
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Distribution of FY18 UA Administrative
Expenditures (with comparison to peer units)
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UA Administrative Expenditures are compared per unit with average
peer rates of spending on administration.



UA Administrative Expenditures Compared to
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Key Findings of Systems Review

* The UA System has high administrative costs and high system office costs
compared to other systems.

* The data shows no positive correlation between increased centralization of
administrative expenditures and increased administrative cost efficiency.

* Instead, there is a moderate positive correlation between greater
centralization of administrative expenditures and greater administrative
cost per student (|r=0.77 for peer systems, r=0.48 for small systems, and
r=0.57 for all public systemsﬁ

* And there is a strong positive correlation between high costs at system
offices and high spending per student on administrative costs in systems.

* Administrative costs are not on average higher in smaller systems or their
system offices.



