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Section I Notes 

General Notes: 

1. Totals are actual expenditures during each Fiscal Year listed.  
 

Table 1.10: Total Operating Expenditures by Fund 

1. Beginning with FY 2010, the University of Kansas – Medical Center (KUMC) modified their reporting categories which 

resulted in categorizing expenditures as Academic Support, Student Services, or Public Services. These expenditures were 

previously reported in the Instruction or Institutional Support program categories. This change was implemented as a result 

of a change in the State of Kansas accounting system 

2. Prior to FY 2012, KUMC’s definition of “Other General Use” was not consistent. This table has been restated to include the 

following funds in “Other General Use”: Medical Loan Repayment Fund (7214-7520) and Medical Student Loan Program 

Provider Assessment Fund (2625-2650).  

3. Beginning in FY 2009 for KU and FY 2010 for KSU, a technical change was made in the accounting of student loans and 
approximately $115 million (FY 2009), and $267 million (FY 2010) in federal student loans were determined to be non-
reportable expenditures which removed these amounts from reportable scholarships and fellowship expenditures for each 
year, respectively. 

4. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table B in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 76; 
KUMC – pg. 86, KSU – pg. 96; KSUVM – pg. 104; KSRE – pg. 110; WSU – pg. 120; ESU – pg. 130; PSU – pg. 140; FHSU – pg. 
150.  
 

Table 1.12: All Funds Operating Expenditures by Program 

1. Starting in FY 2010 for KUMC, due to changes in the State of Kansas accounting system, they modified their reporting 

categories which resulted in categorizing expenditures as Academic Support, Student Services, or Public Services. These 

expenditures were previously reported in the Instruction or Institutional Support program categories.  

2. Beginning in FY 2009 for KU and FY 2010 for KSU, a technical change was made in the accounting of student loans and 
approximately $115 million (FY 2009), and $267 million (FY 2010) in federal student loans were determined to be non-
reportable expenditures which removed these amounts from reportable scholarships and fellowship expenditures for each 
year, respectively. 

3. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table C in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 77; 
KUMC – pg. 87, KSU – pg. 97; KSUVM – pg. 105; KSRE – pg. 111; WSU – pg. 121; ESU – pg. 131; PSU – pg. 141; FHSU – pg. 
151.  

 
Table 1.13: General Use Operating Expenditures by Program 

1. Beginning in FY 2010, KUMC modified their reporting categories which resulted in categorizing expenditures as Academic 

Support, Student Services, or Public Services. These expenditures were previously reported in the Instruction or 

Institutional Support program categories. This change was implemented as a result of a change in the State of Kansas 

accounting system. 
2. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table D in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 78; 

KUMC – pg. 88, KSU – pg. 98; KSUVM – pg. 106; KSRE – pg. 112; WSU – pg. 122; ESU – pg. 132; PSU – pg. 142; FHSU – pg. 
152.  
 

Table 1.14: General Use Operating Expenditures by Object 

1. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table E in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 79; 
KUMC – pg. 89, KSU – pg. 99; KSUVM – pg. 107; KSRE – pg. 113; WSU – pg. 123; ESU – pg. 133; PSU – pg. 143; FHSU – pg. 
153.  
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Table 1.30: Total Operating Expenditures by Fund 

1. Beginning in FY 2009 for KU and FY 2010 for KSU, a technical change was made in the accounting of student loans and 
approximately $115 million (FY 2009), and $267 million (FY 2010) in federal student loans were determined to be non-
reportable expenditures which removed these amounts from reportable scholarships and fellowship expenditures for each 
year, respectively. 

2. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table B in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 76; 
KUMC – pg. 86, KSU – pg. 96; KSUVM – pg. 104; KSRE – pg. 110; WSU – pg. 120; ESU – pg. 130; PSU – pg. 140; FHSU – pg. 
150.  
 

Table 1.32: All Funds Operating Expenditures by Program 

1. Beginning in FY 2009 for KU and FY 2010 for KSU, a technical change was made in the accounting of student loans and 
approximately $115 million (FY 2009), and $267 million (FY 2010) in federal student loans were determined to be non-
reportable expenditures which removed these amounts from reportable scholarships and fellowship expenditures for each 
year, respectively. 

2. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table C in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 77; 
KUMC – pg. 87, KSU – pg. 97; KSUVM – pg. 105; KSRE – pg. 111; WSU – pg. 121; ESU – pg. 131; PSU – pg. 141; FHSU – pg. 
151.  

 

Table 1.33: General Use Operating Expenditures by Program 
 
1. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table D in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 78; 

KUMC – pg. 88, KSU – pg. 98; KSUVM – pg. 106; KSRE – pg. 112; WSU – pg. 122; ESU – pg. 132; PSU – pg. 142; FHSU – pg. 
152.  

 
Table 1.34: General Use Operating Expenditures by Object 

1. Data in this format for individual institutions is appended as Table E in Institutional Profiles section as follows: KU – pg. 79; 
KUMC – pg. 89, KSU – pg. 99; KSUVM – pg. 107; KSRE – pg. 113; WSU – pg. 123; ESU – pg. 133; PSU – pg. 143; FHSU – pg. 
153.  

 

Table 1.40: Gross General Use Educational Expenditures per Student Credit Hour and per Fall FTE 
Student 
 
1. The Educational Program consists of expenditures for Instruction, Academic Support, Student Services and Institutional 

Support. This comparison allows analysis of change in those expenditures on a per student basis. Change in expenditures 

per student may result from either budgetary adjustments or enrollment change. This comparison makes no distinction on 

variance by educational level of academic discipline.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


