2015 3 Mar. , 2015
31 2 Higher Education Development and Evaluation No. 2, Vol. 31

doi:10. 3963/j. issn. 1672-8742. 2015. 02. 013

( s 116025)
:G648. 9 tA :1672-8742(2015)02-0095-012
’ ’
’ N N
’ o
’ °
’ ’
° ’
’ ’
o ’
’ o
’ ’ ’
(]
° ’
(JG12ZXY17),
(1983-), , , ,
(1968-), , , ,

95



2015 2
b
10 60 000 / /
1.5
/ 10 3 20
b
b
, 1 o
/
(D) ( )
1 7 000 6.6-8
2 6 000 8
3 1 600 10
4 13 000 6
1 4 400 6
2 160 2.85
3 700 5
4 1.5
5 350 1.5
6 790 38.8-58.8
7 60 000
8 100 4.5
9 120 0.5
10 240 f( )
50
11 210 2.8
12 200 2. 35
13 1.8

96



2015 , 2
1:
/
€ ) C
2.8
C . )
14 1 800 L5
C . )
15 1 200 1.8
16 600 0.516
17 370 2.9
0.75/0.8/0.85
18 160 /0.9/1.1/1.3
19 1 000 1.5
20 800 1.
21 1 400 4
22 320 0.9
23 150 1.5
24 240 1.5
25 2 400 6
26 1450 2
27 600 2.16
28 1 000 4
29 850 1
1.39/1.49
30 2 600 /2.095
. . {
p) ,
[2]
b
o , 2012 {
Yy
. 15000 / / , 22 000 / / ,
12 000 / / . N . N
, 25%, . ,

o (

97



2015 2
, «
( ) )
90 % ,
H 90% ’
60% s 3
60%
. ( 4 560
/o 5160 / / 15000 / /
23000 / / .
¢ )
[410 , .
-
5 :D
©) { PN » .
» {

98

b



2015 , 2

1.
= + + +
+ + +
TC:C1+C2+C5+C1+C3+C6+C7 (D
[6]
2.
( ) .
D =( X8+ X4)/12
@ .
SX = X, +2X, +1.5X; +3X, +0.1X; +0. 3X; (2)
:SX ;Xl N ~ N N
~ ~ N ;Xz
§X3 §X4 ;Xs ~ ;Xs
3.
STC = TC/SX = SC, + SC, + SC, 4 SC, + SC; + SC; + SC, (3
2SC1 ;Scz ;SC:%
; SC, ; SCs ; SCs
;SC7 °

99



2015 , 2

SC,=(SC,, +SC,, +SC,;)/SX (4
:SC]] ;Sclz o

;Scm ’ ~ ~ ~
SC]] :ST] XBZZSX/gKX[]B]+[2‘82 +15B5)><(1_90) (5)
SCy; = SCy X (61 +02 + 05 00 +05) (7)

:ST, ;8 s K e
: 2SX/3K ;B o«
B N AR FIN 2 N
; ST, B 301202 <03 ~04 +05

5 (D W :
SC, = 2/3K[ (6B + 18+ 1:8) (1 — @) (1 + 61 + 62+ 063 +0, +01) + ¢ 1(8)
)

o

SC2_ H, X Py XA, +H; X Py, X2, + Hy X P; XA, + H, X P, X2, (9

:H, H, . H; .H, . .
~ ;P1\P2\P3\P4 5A1
Az Az Ay o
©)
o { » )
. § » )
SC; = (SC; + SCy,)/SX (10)
SC; = SF X SX X w (1)
SC;, = (EF X P; + BF X Py) X SX (12)
:Sczﬂ H Scaz 3w

100



2015 2
s SF s EF s Ps
; BF ; Ps
(11 a2 (10)
SC, = SF X w-+ EF X P; + BF X P, (13)
@
SC, = (ST, XD ~+06, 40, +0; +0,+0;)/SX = (2SX/3K/r X0
A+o¢ +o, 405 +oo+0)/SX =201 +06,+0, +05 +0,+05)/3Kr (14)
:ST, 30 e
®
2 |:7j|0
SC. = (a+bSX)/SX (15)
65 RC:
SC; = SRC/SX (16)
@
{ » ,
o a :
SC; = (SX/3K) X a/SX = a/3K 17
C

(€D :
STC = TC/SX = SC, + SC, + SC; + SC, + SC; + SC; + SC; (1. 3)

STC - 2/3K[([1ﬁ1 +f2‘82 +t3ﬂ2>(1_§0>(1+01 +62 +O’3 +G/1 +05) +(A81]+

101



2015

H, X P, XA +H, XP, XA, + Hy XPy; XX, + H X Py XA +SF Xw+
EF X P; + BF X P; +20/3Kr + (a +0SX)/SX +8RC/SX +ao/3K (18)

{ > » «
{ 2010) «
b o
. . o 2 3. 4,
5 6 o
2
K 18 H1
tl P1
t2 H2 - P2
t3 H3
Bl P3 200
B2 H4 3
B3 P4
ol 22% Al 2%
62 7.50% A2 12.50%
63 2% A3 20%
ol 0.55% A 5%
65 12%
@ 25% SF 5000 /
p4 13) 10%
EF. P5
0 BF
r P6 200
(a+bSX)
/SX 0 30%
RC/SX 2 30?. 41
/
a

102



2015 . 2
3
tl 23.49% 9.13%
12 33.74% 28.21%
3 42,77 % 62.66%
r 56.78% 68.14%
(a+bSX)/SX 22 214. 06 8 593. 09
4
H1 ) 9 16
H2 - P2 3 000 5 000
H3 100 80
EF - P5 (D) 300 500
BF 4 3
5 ( /)
Bl 300 000 200 000 150 000
BZ 200 000 150 000 120 000
B3 150 000 100 000 80 000
B4 34 560 28 800 23 040
P1 2 000 1 500 1 000
P4 1 000 800 500
0 60 000 40 000 30 000
6 ( /)
564 670 872 373.6 842 225, 14
492 610 569 816. 1 563 873.32
366 930 496 421. 1 484 98. 69
273 415 369 072. 9 411 622. 90
204 275 329 723.1 334 591. 41
C
b Y A
7

103



2015 . 2

7 ( /)
52 584. 84 48 061. 60 45 716. 38
52 370. 40 47 721. 60 45 306. 38
37 051. 43 33 128.79 31 134.73
36 781.43 32 788.79 30 724. 73

’

1600 1400 ,

o A A ’

57.23%, 27.34%. .
12 000 . , . .
15 000 .
270 410 , , .
( ) ,
800 .
) [8] .
, 4500
7 000 ,
4000 . 6 000 .

o 6 °

1429.73 1319.69

104



2015 , 2

o ’ ’ ’
’ ’
’ ’ °
’ ’
, o {
) , , ( Yo
’ ’
[9]
) , o (
( VN » o«
( )) ,
’ ’ N
° ’ o
’ ’ °
N )
o )
’ °
’
’ ’
[10]
’ o
’ ’ o
) ’
[11]
o ’
’ o
’ N N ’
’ ’

[1] Johnes G, Johnes J . Higher Education Institutions’ Costs and Efficiency: Taking the Decom-
position a Further Step[ J]. Economics of Education Review,2009,28(1):107-113.
(2] . . . »2005(2) :52-59.
[3] . . . : . 7. ,2009(2) ; 40-
105



2015 . 2
43.

[4] [J7. -2013(3) :79-87.

(5] M. : 12010
50-56

(6] . . [1]. ,2006(1) :52-54.

7] . . . 7. 22013(2) :52-56.

[8] Mensah Y M ,Werner R . Cost Efficiency and Financial Flexibility in Institutions of Higher
Education[ J]. Journal of Accounting and Public Policy,2003,22(4) :293-323.

(9] . : [J]. +2002(1) :26-30.

[10] Coombs, Philip H., and Hallak, Jacques. Cost Analysis in Education: A Tool for Policy

and Planning[ M]. Baltimore:Johns Hopkins University Press. 1987:12-15.
[11] Johnstone D B . The Economics and Politics of Cost Sharing in Higher Education: Compara-

106

tive Perspectives[ ] ]. Economics of Education Review,2004,23(4) :403-410.

( :2014-10-20; : )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )



2015 ABSTRACT 2

U. S. College Students Strict Exit Process Control and Motivation
YANG Rongwei Page 87

Abstract: American higher education quality has maintained a high level, which is attributed to
its system of" strict in admission but slack in graduation’ . Subject ability is diagnosed in admission.
The course of study is strictly supervised, and the final quality control measures are strictly carried
out before graduation. All these enable American higher education to maintain a high quality stand-
ard in the whole training process. Meanwhile, social evaluation, self assessment and government
performance assessment become the driving force of American universities to pursue high quality.
1n order to improve the quality of university education in China, the government should convert
government evaluation to non-government evaluation by promoting the establishment and develop-
ment of the third-party evaluation organization. The passive evaluation should be replaced by active
evaluation by actively improving the university self~assessment. The university education should be
enhanced so that it will not be easily challenged. by promoting student’s learning involvement. A
scientific evaluation system should be established, and an elimination system should be gradually
implemented. The corresponding measures for the elimination system should be perfected.

Key words: American universities; admission and graduation systems; education quality; third-

party evaluation; students performance evaluation

Tuition Standard of the Chinese-foreign Cooperation in School-running
ZHOU Shouliang, ZHAO Yanzhi Page 95

Abstract: The existing laws and regulations don't provide a clear tuition standard for the Chi-
nese-foreign cooperation in Schoolrunning. Therefore, some problems arise, including high tui-
tion, unclear tuition basis, great differences among schools, weak links between tuition fee and edu-
cation effectiveness, etc. According to basic condition of running higher institutions in China, this
research establishes an average education cost model by using mathematical methods and tries to es-
timate the tuition standard of Chinese-foreign cooperation from four aspects: orientation of running
school, education cost, tuition fee pricing and education effectiveness. Hopefully, a scientific and
reasonable tuition standard for Chinese-foreign cooperation in schoolrunning could be set eventual-
ly.

Key words: Chinese-foreign cooperation in schoolrunning; education cost; tuition standard;

education effectiveness
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