A Budgetary Comparison:
Michigan vs. UCSC Revenues

Where The Funds Come From...
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o State Support: 36% (UCSC) vs. 16% (Michigan)
o Extramural Support: 35% (Michigan) vs. 23% (UCSC)
o Tuition and Fees 27% (Michigan) vs. 23% (UCSC)



Indirect Costs: The Institutional
Cut of Extramural Support

20%

TOTAL INDIRECT COST RECEIPTS GENERATED

OFF-THE-TOP FUND

UNIVERSITY OPPORTUNITY FUND

44%

OFFSET TO STATE SUPPORT

Campus Share: Campus Share: Campus Share:
94% 94% 94%
UCOP Share: UCOP Share: UCOP Share:
6% 6% 6%
Aca;i emic Centra VC COR
Division Resources Research Grants
10 400 15% Sh
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Tohelp fund costs associated with
administering contract and grants.

To help bolster funding for research activities,
matching, infrastructure, capital, debt, efc.

To help fund the General Fund hudget andto
support fixed cost increases (e.q., inflation,
trerits, range adjustmernts, ete.)
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Report Goals

e To evaluate trends In research funding through
time.

e To examine the trade-offs between indirect cost
returns (particularly Opportunity Funds) to the
campus and campus expenditures on research,
such as start-up expenses.

e To provide a basis for further analysis of campus
growth plans.

Coming soon (early next week) to the CPB web-
Site....
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